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Re: Upcoming medical examination of Mr. Ieng Sary and testimony from doctors 
    
Dear Mr. Crippa, 
 
Yesterday we were notified that Professor John Campbell and Dr. Lor Vann Thary have been 
appointed to examine Mr. Ieng Sary during the week of 4 November 2012 and that one or 
both of them will give testimony on 7 November 2012 (E239).  We are grateful to the Trial 
Chamber for scheduling this examination and testimony and have some related requests 
which may be of assistance to the Trial Chamber and parties: 

1. Could you please provide us with a copy of Dr. Lor Vann Thary’s curriculum vitae?   

2. Could you please provide us with more information as to what examinations the 
experts will perform?  We respectfully submit that both physical and mental 
examinations should be performed and that these examinations should take into 
account the rigors of attending trial for full days.  In this respect, we note that during 
Professor Campbell’s last visit, Mr. Ieng Sary was only examined for approximately 
one hour at a time by Professors Campbell and Fazel and Dr. Huot.  This would not 
appear to be sufficient time to determine whether Mr. Ieng Sary’s physical and/or 
mental fitness allows him to attend trial (whether in court or in his holding cell) for 
full days. 

3. We request that the experts additionally assess the quality of Mr. Ieng Sary’s current 
medical care and make recommendations concerning whether it would be prudent to 
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move him to another location, such as Calmette Hospital, where the facilities and 
expertise may better meet Mr. Ieng Sary’s medical needs. 

4. In Trial Chamber memorandum E238, the Trial Chamber indicated that it has sent all 
medical information available since Mr. Ieng Sary’s hospitalization, including the 21 
September 2012 transcript of the testimony of Drs. Lim Sivutha and Ky Bousuor, to 
Professor Campbell.  With this in mind, and related to the issue of Mr. Ieng Sary’s 
care, we request that Professor Campbell be asked to review in particular the Doctors’ 
testimony concerning the following issues: 

a. The fact that it took several days from the date Mr. Ieng Sary was admitted to 
the hospital before a scan was performed and a neurologist was consulted (see 
Transcript, p. 35-39); 

b. The impact of insufficient blood flow on the amount of oxygen reaching Mr. 
Ieng Sary’s brain.  In response to Defence questioning, Dr. Lim Sivutha 
stated: “If we say that the blood flow is insufficient -- it is not yet at that stage, 
but the symptom includes the restriction of blood flow to the head. The current 
status does not have any severe impact” (Transcript, p. 30).   However, in 
response to Prosecution questioning, Dr. Lim Sivutha stated: “there was not 
enough oxygen in his brain. That’s why there was a problem with the 
vertebrobasilar syndrome insufficiency. Actually, there was -- the main 
problem was the flow of blood from the brain down to the body” (Transcript, 
p. 81); and 

c. Dr. Lim Sivutha’s statement concerning Mr. Ieng Sary’s concentration: “To 
me, I do not see any concern regarding this aspect, but of course I am not the 
expert in this area” (Transcript, p. 32) and “I don't think that there was any 
issue in relation to his concentration (Transcript, p. 52), even though Dr. Lim 
Sivutha recognized that “[Mr. Ieng Sary] had fatigue once he had to respond to 
a question.  So, fatigue was the main problem facing him.  And if we raised 
our voice, for example, then he attempted to respond in a louder voice as well, 
then he was rather exhausted.  So we had to limit the time for the interview.  I 
think, so far, the maximum time we spent interviewing him was about 15 
minutes” (Transcript, p. 62-63). 

5. Finally, we request that Professor Campbell and Dr. Lor Vann Thary be informed 
about Mr. Ieng Sary’s recent vomiting incident which was recorded in the daily visit 
log in Mr. Ieng Sary’s room.  This incident was omitted from the daily medical 
reports sent to the Trial Chamber and notified to the parties (see our letter to you 
dated 22 October 2012 for more details).  We would request that Professor Campbell 
and Dr. Lor Vann Thary explore this matter and make further inquiries to determine 
whether Mr. Ieng Sary is routinely being checked on during the course of a day and 
whether records exist as to exactly what his treating doctors are observing and doing – 
procedures that are normally followed by hospital staff for in-patients.  
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Respectfully requested,  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ANG Udom Michael G. KARNAVAS  

 Co-Lawyers for Mr. IENG Sary  
 


