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1. THE PRE-TRIAL CHAMBER is seized of “leng Sary’s Request for separation of oral

hearings on jurisdiction apd provisional detention”, filed on 13 March 2008 (“Request™).
2. The Co-Prosecutors responded to the request on 02 April 2008.
3. The Lawyérs for the Civil Parties did not file any response.
4. The Charged Person replied to the Co-Prosecutors’ response on 08 April 2008.

5. The Co-Lawyers request that the Pre-Trial Chamber separate any oral proceedings and

decisions relating to the issues of jurisdiction from those relating to provisional detention.

6. In its decision on the Request for suspension, on 30 April 2008, the Pre-Trial Chamber
denied the request for suspension of the consideration of the appeal on provisional
detention. The reasons for separation put forward by the Co-Lawyers, are, after this
decision, limited to “practical scheduling reasons”. The Co-Lawyers have not explained why

practical scheduling reasons would require such separation.

7. The Pre-Trial Chamber does not see any practical scheduling reasons for a separation. As
considered in the decision of 03 March 2008, the subject of the jurisdiction is included in
the appeal of the Co-Lawyers. The Pre-Trial Chamber will therefore deal with all the

matters at the same time as the hearing on the appeal.

THEREFORE THE PRE-TRIAL CHAMBER HEREBY DECIDES:
To deny the Charged Person’s Request for separation. fnj
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Phnom Penh, 30 April 2008
President of the Pre-Trial Chamber,
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