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ECCC Jurisprudence — Already Disclosed on the Case File

1. Co-Prosecutors’ Request for Clarification of the Scope of the First Trial, 4 November
2011, E124/9.

2. Severance Order Pursuant to Internal Rule 89zer, 22 September 2011, E124.

3. Co-Prosecutors’ Request for Reconsideration of “Severance Order Pursuant to Rule
89¢ter,” 3 October 2011, E124/1.

4. Decision on the Co-Prosecutors’ Request for Reconsideration of the Terms of the Trial
Chamber’s Severance Order (E124/2) and Related Motions and Annexes, 18 October
2011, E124/7.

5. Transcript, Trial Management Meeting, 5 April 2011, E1/2.1, p. 10.

6. Memorandum from Trial Chamber President, Judge Nil Nonn, to all parties in Case 002,
entitled “Trial Chamber Response to Motions E67, E57, ES6, E58, E23, ES9, E20, E33,
E71 and E73 following the Trial Management Meeting of 5 April 2011, E74.

7. 1ENG Sary’s Support to the Co-Prosecutors’ Request for a Trial Management Meeting
and Regular Trial Status Meetings for Case 002, 24 October 2011, E132/1.

8. Co-prosecutors’ request for a trial management meeting and regular trial status meetings
for case 002, 21 October 2011, E132.

9. Memorandum from the President of the Trial Chamber, Nil Nonn, to all parties in Case
002, entitled “Trial Chamber’s disposition of Motions E91/2, E95/7, E99/1/1, E100/4/1,
E101/3, E114/2, E119 and response to general direction on replies (E112), 5 October
2011, E126.

Letters, Emails, Miscellaneous

10. Email from SLO to all parties in Case 002, entitled “Communications to parties in Case
002 regarding scheduling of opening statements and the hearing of the substance in Case
002, and information in advance of hearing on 19-20 October 2011,” 17 October 2011 —
Attachment 1.

11. Email from SLO to Co-Prosecutors, entitled “Co-Prosecutors Leave to Reply to Ieng
Sary and Nuon Chea's Responses to the Co-Prosecutors Motion for Reconsideration of
the Terms of the Severance Order with Khmer translation,” 18 October 2011 —
Attachment 2.

12. Email from SLO to Michael G. Karnavas, entitled “start date of trial,” 17 October 2011
— Attachment 3.
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Email from Judge Cartwright to Michael G. Karnavas, entitled “start date of trial,” 17
October 2011 — Attachment 4.

Email from Michael G. Karnavas to SLO, entitled “start date of trial,” 17 October 2011
— Attachment 5.

Letter from Ieng Sary Defence Team to SLO, entitled “Scheduling of the substantive
trial,” 17 October 2011 — Attachment 6.

Letter from Ieng Sary Defence Team to SLO, entitled “Request for clarification of Trial
Chamber Memorandum entitled “Witness Lists for Early Trial Segments, Deadline for
Filing of Admissibility Challenges to Documents and Exhibits, and Response to Motion
E-109/5°,” 21 October 201 1— Attachment 7.

Letter from Ieng Sary Defence Team to SLO, entitled “Request for Courtesy Copies of
Authorities cited in the Trial Chamber’s Decision on the Co-Prosecutors’ Request to
Exclude Armed Conflict Nexus Requirement from the Definition of Crimes Against
Humanity,” 31 October 201 1— Attachment 8.

Letter from Ieng Sary Defence Team to SLO, entitled “Issues which impede the
efficiency of the early portion of the substantive hearing’, 1 November 2011-—
Attachment 9.

Letter from Ieng Sary Defence Team to SLO, entitled “Request for Clarification
Concerning Objections to OCP and Civil Party Document Lists,” 3 November 2011—
Attachment 10.

Letter from Ieng Sary Defence Team to SLO, entitled “Notice Concerning leng Sary’s
Objections to OCP and Civil Party Documents for the initial three weeks of trial,” 4
November 2011— Attachment 11.

Letter from Ieng Sary Defence Team to SLO, entitled “Request for information
concerning outstanding preliminary objections,” 4 November 201 1— Attachment 12.
Letter from Ieng Sary Defence Team to SLO, entitled “Courtesy Copies of Authorities
cited in the Trial Chamber’s Decision on the Co-Prosecutors’ Request to Exclude Armed
Conflict Nexus Requirement from the Definition of Crimes Against Humanity,” 14
November 2011 Attachment 13.
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