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SUBJECT: RESPONSE TO MEAS MUTH'S REQUEST TO liiiSc/folD THE ARRES·tWARRANT----' 

OBJET: ISSUED ON 10 DECEMBER 2014 

REF: 003/07-09-2009-ECCC-OCIJ 

1. I take notice ofrour Request to Rescind the Arrest Warrant Issued on 10 December 2014 ("10 December 
2014 Warrant"), ("Request,,).2 

2. In your submissions you a first argue that the 10 December 2014 Warrant was not valid because not signed 
by both Co-Investigating Judges ("CIJ s"), 3 and second, that the 1 0 December 2014 Warrant should be 
rendered moot after the issuance of the Decision to Charge Meas Muth in absentia ("Decision to Charge,,).4 

3. With regards to your first argument, the ability of a Co-Investigating Judge to act unilaterally following a 
disagreement is clearly provided for in Articles 5 and 7 of the ECCC Agreement, Article 23 new of the 
ECCC Law, and Internal Rule 72. The PTC has repeatedly held that Internal Rule 72 encompasses all 
actions performed by the CIJs in the conduct of the investigation.s There is no provision in the applicable 

1 Case File No. 003-Cl, Arrest Warrant of Me as Muth, issued on 10 December 2014 and placed on Case File 003 on 11 
December 2014. 
2 Case File No. 003-D130, Meas Muth's Request to Rescind the Arrest Warrant Issued on 10 December 2014, dated 10 
March 2015. 
3 Request, paras 25-30. 
4 Request, paras 31-35; see also Case File No. 003-DI28, Decision to Charge Meas Muth in absentia, 3 March 2015. 
5 Case File No. 003-D117/1/1I2, Decision on Meas Muth's Appeal Against the International Co-Investigating Judge's 
Order on Suspect's Request Concerning Summons Signed by One Co-Investigating Judge, 3 December 2014; Case File No. 
003-D 11711, Order on Suspect's Request concerning Summons Signed by One Co-Investigating Judge, 26 September 2014, 
para. 4; see also Decision to Charge, paras 10 and 58; Case File No. 003-DI71111112, Decision on Meas Muth's Appeal 
against the International Co-Investigating Judge's Order on Suspect's Request concerning Summons Signed by One ~ 

~c.,'l4.i~""'~(/'" 
Investigating Judge, 3 December 2014, para. 16; Case File No. 004-AI22/6.1/3, Decision on 1m Chaem's Urgent e,ql#JJ.P:.-;::;SJ 
to Stay. the Execution of He.r Summo~s to an Initial Appearance, 15 August 2014, para. 14, citing Consideratio, :'~[.t;tf~~~~; 
Pre-Trwl Chamber regardmg the Disagreements between the Co-Prosecutors pursuant to Internal Rule 71, <"')~n. ~U.sf it~\' 
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law excluding arrest warrants from this general principle. In arguing that arrest warrants are not covered by 
the disagreement mechanism, you have not relied on any applicable authority, aside from the unsupported 
assertion that an arrest warrant "musf' be agreed by both Co-Investigating Judges.6 Considering the clarity 
of the law and the PTC's position on this matter, I will no longer entertain submissions on the authority of a 
single Co-Investigating Judge that ignore the applicable law and existing jurisprudence on this issue. 

4. The second part of your request, concerning the validity of the warrant after the charging of your client, is 
now moot after the issuance of a new arrest warrant, superseding the 10 December 2014 Warrant, on 4 June 
2015.7 

terna1tIOlilai Co-Investigating Judge 
Co-juge d'instruction international 

2009, paras 16 and 27 and Case File No. 002-D427/1/30, Decision on Ieng Sary's Appeal against the Closing Order, 11 
April 2011, paras 274-276. 
6 Request, para. 27. 
7 Case File No. 003-C2, Arrest Warrant of Meas Muth, issued on 4 June 2015. 
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