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IV.  ARGUMENT

9.  During its examination of SAO Van (2-TCW-989) on appeal, the Defence was able to
wholly address the relevant issues for which it had sought SAO Van (2-TCW-989)’s
appearance in the Case 002/02 trial,'* in particular his insights as to the treatment of
former Khmer Republic soldiers and officials. In addition, the other parties in Case
002/02 had the opportunity to cross-examine SAO Van (2-TCW-989) on those issues
during the appeal hearings, and the Supreme Court Chamber judges also put questions
to the witness. Therefore, it considers that testimony of SAO Van (2-TCW-989) at trial
will likely be significantly repetitive of his testimony on appeal, which has already been
admitted into evidence in Case 002/02. Given the Trial Chamber’s indication that SAO
Van (2-TCW-989) will be the only witness to appear in the upcoming segment on the
Treatment of Former Khmer Republic Officials, and shifting to this trial topic may
require significant work by all parties, the Defence submits that SAO Van (2-TCW-
989)’s appearance would be inconsistent with notions of efficiency. The Defence
accordingly rescinds its request to hear SAO Van (2-TCW-989) as a witness in Case
002/02, and submits that the Trial Chamber should therefore withdraw SAO Van (2-
TCW-989) from the list of testifying witnesses in Case 002/02.

V. RELIEF

10. For the above reasons, the Defence requests that the Trial Chamber remove witness

SAO Van (2-TCW-989) from the list of testifying witnesses in Case 002/02.
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