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Dear Ms. Lamb, 
  
We have received the Trial Chamber's Order to Ieng Sary Defence on Filing of Preliminary Objections.  We first 
wish to bring to your attention that this Order is not grounded in any legal reasoning; nothing is cited as far as 
legal authority.  We have noted in the past that we wish to appeal such decisions being made by the Trial 
Chamber which are informally being communicated by the SLO.  We realize the inconvenience and we certainly 
do not wish to be recalcitrant.  We must however insist that the Trial Chamber issue a decision on our request 
to file our preliminary objections in 45 pages each (E15) which we filed 17 January 2011.  We will need to 
appeal this decision, lest we waive any legal issues arising from what appears to be an irregular practice of the 
Trial Chamber.  We will also require the legal basis for the Trial Chamber's requirement of an outline summary 
of all our preliminary objections, and the legal basis for the Trial Chamber to state that it may permit further 
filings in the future on these objections. Our main concern is that the Trial Chamber has effectively determined 
that it does not wish to hear any objections, which is why it is resorting to summaries which cannot provide it any 
assistance.   If the Rules envisaged summary objections, they would have provided for summaries.  Perhaps we 
are misguided in our interpretation of the Rules, and so to that extent, a decision grounded in legal authority 
specific to the ECCC - the Rules in particular - would be most appreciated.   
  
As Mr.Karnavas has indicated on a number of occasions, we are simply trying to be due dilligent in our 
representation of Mr. IENG Sary.  The fact that the ECCC may not have adequate resources to provide the 
required procedural guarantees should not be a reason to deny Mr. IENG Sary all of the rights and procedural 
guarantees he is entitled. Also, to expect his Defence Counsel to violate their obligation towards their client is 
not only disquieting but it sets a dangerous precedent.  
  
Sincerely, 
  
Tanya Pettay 
Legal Consultant  
Ieng Sary Defence Team 

Page 1 of 1

3/26/2013file://D:\Documents and Settings\tanyap\Local Settings\Temp\notes567F32\~web9731....

tanyap
Highlight


