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On the twentieth of October, two thousand and nine at 9.10 a.m.,

We, You Bunleng Hf ﬁmqﬁn and Marcel Lemonde, Co-Investigating Judges of the

Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of Cambodia,

With Mr Ham Hel 1% 30761 and Mr Ly Chantola A} ﬁgtjﬂﬂ as Greffiers,

Noting the Law on the Establishment of the Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of
Cambodia, dated 27 October 2004 (the “ECCC law”),

Noting Rule 58 of the ECCC Internal Rules,

With OUCH Channora f—;i ﬁméngﬁ as sworn interpreter of the Extraordinary Chambers,

Interviewed the Charged Person identified below:

Name: Kaing Guek Eav Ml 1‘[];!?1??11

alias Duch 81, male, born on 17 November

1942,
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Charged with Crimes Against Humanity and Grave Breaches of the Geneva
Conventions of 12 August 1949, offences defined and punishable under Articles 5, 6, 29
(New) and 39 (New) of the ECCC Law,

The original of this record is written in the Khmer language.

The Co-Prosecutors of the Extraordinary Chambers, Mr William Smith — Acting
International Co-Prosecutor — and Mrs Chea Leang T (N4}, were duly notified of this
interview by Notification Letter dated 7 Octobér 2009:

* Mrs Chea Leang ™ AN# is represented by Mr Pich Sambath $1{f hJ'HJE:T, Senior

Assistant Co-Prosecutor,

* Mr William Smith is represented by Mr Vincent de Wilde d’Estamael, Senior
Assistant Co-Prosecutor.

Mr Kar Savuth M hﬂ!ﬁ and Mr Francois Roux, Co-Lawyers for the Charged Person,

who were duly informed of this interview by Summons dated 8 October 2009, and were
able to examine the case file from that date, are both present.

Interview

Question from the Co-Investigating Judges: On 6 March 2009, we gave you a list of
written questions broken down into 2 parts (D121/2); the first part related to certain
confessions and the second part related to the identification of people whom you had
mentioned during previous interviews. You answered the second part in writing, but did
not answer the first part. When will you be able to answer?

Charged Person’s Response: I believe that I will be able to provide my answers to you
on 20 November 2009. I noted that this deadline is final.

Question from the Co-Investigating Judges: You have identified NUON Chea §8 th

as being Number 2 in the party hierarchy, holding the position of Deputy Secretary of the
Communist Party of Kampuchea. Was he a member of any other party committees?
What were his exact responsibilities?

Charged Person’s Response: I confirm that NUON Chea 88 N was the Deputy First
Secretary of the CPK. Under the 9 October 1975 decision (K_ERN 00019108-00019126;
E_ERN 000183393-000183408), POL Pot ﬁ;m $15 nominated NUON Chea §8 M as the
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person to oversee 4 ministries: the Ministry of Propaganda (the Secretary of which was
HOU Nim tﬁ; §B‘), the Ministry of Education (the secretary of which was Yun Yat ti8

tN%), the Ministry of Social Affairs (IENG Thirith $#]# #19) and the Ministry of

Culture (I don’t remember who was the minister). The Secretaries who oversaw these
ministries were not full rights members of the Central Committee so therefore they did
not have the decision-making power to eliminate people.

Question from the Co-Investigating Judges: Point 9 of the 9 October 1975 decision

states that comrade Phea f was in charge of Culture, Foreign Affairs, and Social affairs?

Charged Person’s Response: [ can only repeat that I never met the person in charge of
the culture ministry. In fact, I was never aware of the existence of that ministry.

Question from the Co-Investigating Judges: The same 9 October 1975 decision
specified that NUON Chea §8 ) was responsible for the “work of the party™?

Charged Person’s Response: This meant daily activities within the party. I recall that
the political work of the party was focused on annual training sessions (political and
psychological training and education on organizational matters), the recruitment and
appointment of new members, the appointment of cadre and the naming of members to
various positions. I wish to add that when certain persons were appointed or promoted
this meant that others were excluded and therefore smashed.

With regard to the four ministries mentioned earlier, POL Pot i"jﬂj' #1851 had thus appointed
NUON Chea 88 t to make decisions with regard to the smashing of enemies. The 9
October 1975 decision specified that security was entrusted to SON Sen fJ8 $£U8. In this

field, NUON Chea 88 1 was the hierarchical superior of SON Sen fJ8 8. The
minutes of the 9 October 1975 meeting specified that decisions had to be adopted by
“consensus”, which meant that they were made by POL Pot ‘ﬁ:ﬂj f1%1. I was able to

observe that NUON Chea §8 th had knowledge of the decisions made by POL Pot ﬁm
08 and that he was in charge of their follow-up. SON Sen 8 1fUR must have analyzed
sitvations and then requested POL Pot’s T'.:TFU 185 decision. All of the confessions
annotated by SON Sen fJ8 #0JB prove this, whether before 15 August 1977 or
afterwards. After SON Sen fU8 16U8 left for the front on 15 August 1977, he continued
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to call me from time to time. The main difference was that I met NUON Chea % g8 th

every four to five days. SON Sen fiJ8 1R was still in contact with me, but more rarely —

only once every two weeks to a month. In fact, during the Democratic Kampuchea
period, all the S-21 confessions went through me. I would annotate them and pass them

on to SON Sen fJ8 $8US. However, it is only since I have had access to the case file that 1

have became aware of SON Sen’s £J8 1fUB annotations and those of his superiors. Now
I understand better how everything worked. ;
I would like to take the example of LONG Muy F‘qiﬁ HUJ alias Chuon’s I8 confession.’

It appears that I sent this confession to SON Sen fJ8 #U8, who then sent it to POL Pot

T:TEU 181, He sent it back to SON Sen fJ8 1#UR, who carried out POL Pot’s ﬁﬂj Ne
decision later, on 11 November 1977. From memory, I would say that the confession was
examined by SON Sen fJ8 1fJ8 on 17 October 1977. The confession can be found in the

book called “History of Democratic Kampuchea”, by DY Khamboly 8 Bﬁgﬂ?

Another example is KUNG Kieng 2 iﬁ]ﬁ alias ING Vet’s ﬁfﬁ 315 confession’
(secretary of battalion 631, 63™ regiment, 164th division): I forwarded the document to
SON Sen fJ8 $8J8 on 21 May 1977. He annotated it on 23 May 1977, writing "to the

attention of brother NUON 88 personally, secret. (1) This document is very clear, (2)
The majority of the persons implicated are in the unit of comrade MUT BW, another part
is in 33 and 35.” NUON Chea %S T wrote in the margin, on a date which is not legible,
in May 1977: “already noted for the attention of Comrade Mok T':'jﬁ .” These documents

show that SON Sen fJ8 $5US requested the advice of NUON Chea §8 0 prior to making

his decision.

Question from the Co-Investigating Judge: According to certain statements by IENG

Sary ﬁﬂiﬁ fNi, there was a Center military committee. In September 1996, the

Documentation and Research Center of IENG Sary's iﬁj-‘.ﬁ #nNT Democratic National

Union Movement wrote that there was a secret security committee within the military

1 D108/52/3 ERN 00204310.
2 ERN 00017305.

E3/83



00398165

$Ri8fNeD225

committee of the central committee and that this secret committee was presided over by
NUON Chea §8 M, with SON Sen RJ8 6J8 and YUN Yat 8 MNE as members, the
latter as an "advisor" to her husband. This research document maintains that POL Pot
1)y %, NUON Chea 88 T, SON Sen RJ8 $6U8 and YUN Yat 8 N took all the

decisions regarding executions and massacres, but that [these killings] were also decided
by a number of members of the standing committee who were also members of the

security committee or zone secretaries, such as TA Mok mé’g f¥ or SAO Phim $an &4. It
also states that VORN Vet I8 338 was temporarily placed in charge of security instead of
SON Sen RJ8 1fU8 when the latter left for the front (ERN 00081213-00081222). When

IENG Sary Wﬂﬁ fNT was asked for explanations regarding this document, in 1996, he
stated that in reality there was only one committee in charge of military and security
matters, the committee being composed of POL Pot ﬁ;m f15i, NUON Chea 88 1, SON

Sen fJ8 U8, SAO Phim ¥t A4 and TA Mok mﬁﬁ, but that, in practice, the work of

the committee was organized by POL Pot T'_'IFU B8, NUON Chea 88 1 and SON Sen fJ8

18 with the help of YUN Yat I8 Mn#. IENG Sary i?ﬂiﬁ ANT also added that,
although SAO Phim A1 and TA Mok t’ﬂﬁ" fi had been nominated as members of the

military committee, "it was as if they were not there at all'} What do these statements
bring to your mind?

Charged Person’s Response: IENG Sary’s ‘Eﬁ]-ﬁ AN7 statements are not in good faith.

Yun Yat tj8 MN# was not an important person and when IENG Sary ‘iﬁ:]'ﬁ fNT talks of
SON Sen £J8 #U8 being replaced by VORN Vet {8 134, that is a lie. I was very close to
VORN Vet {8 $351 and I can say that he was not involved in security matters at all. I have
never seen any document regarding security that was signed by VORN Vet {8 134, He
only came to see me once upon NUON Chea’s 88 M orders, to bring me the decision of
the standing committee to arrest Pang i1. As I have already explained, the two people

responsible for arresting Pang {181 were Hor 111 and myself. So this was the only time

* ERN 00062452 — 00062509, ERN 00003660 - 00003669
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VORN Vet {8 318 intervened, upon NUON Chea’s §8 ) written order; previously it had
been Pang 1% who brought me decisions of the standing committee and, after his arrest,
Line fi8. In short, I have never heard of this secret committee. Only IENG Sary T»ﬁ]h

and speaks of it.

Regarding the military committee, I can say the following: prior to 17 April 1975 and in
the following months, all military personnel were under the control of the zones. Around

September 1975 (the documents are not clear as to the precise date) POL Pot T'_'jEU 145}
regrouped the entire military under the leadership of the Centre. Certain divisions were
selected by POL Pot T:TEU f181 to constitute the Centre military. It was at that time that the
Centre military committee was created, prior to 9 October 1975, given the responsibilities

attributed to SON Sen fJ8 $8UB in the decision taken on that day.

I wish to add that NUON Chea 88 W stated: “the military committee was made up of
POL Pot §i3 08, chairman, SON Sen ®J8 1038 and TA Mok MY deputy chairmen,
SAO Phim %\ &Y and Ké Pork Wi $1fi, members.” Personally, I consider that the
Secretary of the military committee was POL Pot i'gm $181, the deputy Secretary was
NUON Chea %S T and the members were TA Mok mf-_'jﬁ, SON Sen fJ8 U8 and Ke
Pork i 1. How did I reach this conclusion? Because POL Pot ﬂ;m 185, NUON Chea
S8 1, TA Mok mfé:ﬁ and SON Sen fJ8 15U8 never trusted SAO Phim $h1 A4, 1 know
that NUON Chea §8 ) was aware of everything including military affairs. Indeed, one
day someone from the Central Zone said in his confession that K¢ Pork i N had
betrayed by stocking arms in Kampong Cham Anfimy province at Dey Dos E@Z Pagoda.
I made my report to NUON Chea §8 M and he replied that Ké Pork ity 91 had not

betrayed, since the decision to stock the arms had been made by POL Pot ‘q fU R85,

Observations by Defence Counsel: We must inform you of our reservations concerning
our client's situation, since he is making declarations in case file 2 concerning the
Democratic Kampuchea chain of command, whereas his declarations on the same subject

4 D20, ERN 00018744
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at trial in case No.l are being contested by the prosecution. The Defence will make
written observations on this subject.

The original of the audio-visual recording was sealed before the Charged Person

and his Lawyers and was signed by us, the Greffiers, the Charged Person, and his
Lawyers.

A copy of the original audio-visual recording was provided to the Charged Person.

At 11:56 a.m., we asked the Greffiers to read out this Written Record of Interview of
Charged Person as recorded.

After the Written Record was read out to the Charged Person, the Charged Person
stated that he had no objections and agreed to sign it.

SRiEsIg 65538 gronlp  paped ssowcime
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