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1. A JOYOUS TIME CLOUDED BY THAILAND’S HOSTILITIES

Every year, delegates from all over the world come together for a meeting of the World Heritage Committee (WHC), a UNESCO organization
dedicated to the preservation and sustainable development of the world’s most noteworthy and outstanding natural features and man-made structures.
It is a jubilant time, as different countries nominate their most valued treasures to be inscribed as World Heritage Sites.

Decision: 32 COM 8B.102
Inscribes the Temple of Preah Vihear, Cambodia, on the World Heritage List under criterion (i);
Criterion (i): Preah Vihear is an outstanding masterpiece of Khmer architecture. It is very ‘pure’
both in plan and in the detail of its decoration.

And so it was in July, 2008, when the WHC met in Quebec City, Canada and unanimously decided to have the Temple of Preah Vihear, the 11th
century Khmer monument perched on the southern end of a 625 meter high rock promontory of the “Dangrek” mountain range, inscribed as a World
Heritage Site, having “outstanding value,” despite last minute strong objection by the State Party of Thailand to derail the inscription.
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The Temple of Preah Vihear, a masterpiece of the
Khmer architecture, was inscribed on the World
Heritage List on 7, July 2008.
The Temple presents an axial plan North – South
having 800 meters in length with successive
“Gopuras and Pavements” leading to the main shrine
or Gopura I, at the farthest South of the escarpment.

The Gopura V, to the farthest
North, overlooking the staircase
and the frontier line with Thailand

The Gopura IV and the Gopura III

The Gopura II and the Gopura I

It is paramount and duly appropriate to recall that the Royal Thai Government had committed to lend active support for the inscription as
evidenced by numerous declarations, joint press releases, culminating with the 18 June 2008 Joint Communique witnessed by representatives of the
UNESCO.
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The road to Quebec City had been a long and bumpy one. Although it was the year 2001 when Samdech Akka Moha
Sena Padei Techo Hun Sen, Prime Minister of the Kingdom of Cambodia initially made the official request to have the
Temple of Preah Vihear listed. It took 6 years before the documents supporting the nomination was finalized and submitted to
the World Heritage Center, UNESCO for approval, thus opening up the way for the inscription of the site on the World Heritage
List by the decision of the World Heritage Committee (WHC), which consists of 21 member countries, elected among 186
country members of the 1972 Geneva Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage.

Even so when Cambodia nominated the Temple of Preah Vihear for the inscription on the World Heritage list at the 31st Session of the WHC at
Christchurch, New Zealand (2007), the Committee agreed in principle that the Temple of Preah Vihear should be inscribed. However the formal
inscription was delayed a year while additional information was prepared for submission in support of the Temple’s nomination for inscription.
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Activities of the delegation of the Royal Goverment of Cambodia led by H.E. Dr. Sok An, Deputy Prime Minister, Minister in charge of the Council of Ministers, at Christchurch, New Zealand, during the 3st
Session of the World Heritage Committee, Jue-July 2007. (Photos Office of the Council of Ministers/Royal Government of Cambodia).

With the requirements of the 31st Session of the WHC, July 2007 at Christchurch having been met, on 7 July 2008 the 32nd Session of the WHC
in Quebec City, Canada unanimously decided to have the famous Temple of Preah Vihear inscribed as it represents “an outstanding masterpiece of
Khmer architecture.”
4

Upon hearing news of the decision of the WHC, spontaneous celebrations occurred all over the Kingdom of Cambodia. It has not been often in
recent decades that the Cambodian people have had a chance for such positive international recognition, and they responded with the kind of heartfelt
festivities reserved for the most important events in the life of the nation.
A week later, on 14 July 2008, a celebration organized by the municipality of Phnom Penh in collaboration with Bayon TV channel at the indoor
arena of the National Olympic Stadium upon the arrival of the Cambodian delegation from Quebec City, Canada. The event has further strengthened the
unity of the whole nation under the wise leadership of Samdech Akka Moha Sena Padei Techo Hun Sen, Prime Minister of the Kingdom of
Cambodia, re-asserted the pride of the whole nation for the achievements of the Cambodian delegation led by H.E. Dr. Sok An Deputy Prime Minister,
Minister in charge of the Office of the Council of Ministers who has demonstrated time and again his professionalism, modesty, patience and
patriotism, and sparked a new national confidence in the preparedness of the whole nation facing diversity of the 21st century and beyond.

H. E. Dr. Sok An, Deputy Prime Minister, Minister in charge of the Office of the
Council of Ministers, gave a speech during the 14 July 2008 celebration. With
him are Lok Chumteav Annie Sok An and other members of the delegation to
the 32nd Session of the World Heritage Committee, Quebec, Canada.

The celebrants raised from their seat to wave the flags, banners, as an
expression of joy and appreciation in welcoming home H.E. Dr. Sok An
Deputy Prime Minister, Minister in charge of the Office of the Council
of Ministers and the delegation to the 32nd Session of the World
Heritage Committee, Quebec, Canada.
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The next day, 15 July 2008, defying the United Nations Charter and fundamental international law, the Thai army crossed the
Cambodian border, moved deeply inside Cambodia toward the newly inscribed Temple of Preah Vihear, and occupied "its vicinity
on Cambodian territory" including Keo Sikkha Kiri Svara pagoda and its surrounding areas.

Thai army units crossed the Cambodian border and moved deeply inside Cambodia.........

occupied Keo Sikkha Kiri Svara pagoda.......

and the Cambodian civil administrative post. (Photos:OCM/RGC)
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Above all, this Thailand's act of deliberate invasion and occupation is definitely and unequivocally in flagrant violations of The Hague's 15 June
1962 International Court of Justice's judgment, which said as follows:
"THE COURT,
by nine votes to three,
finds that the Temple of Preah Vihear is situated in territory under the sovereignty of Cambodia;
finds in consequence,
by nine votes to three,
that Thailand is under an obligation to withdraw any military or police forces, or other guards or keepers, stationed by her at the Temple, or in its
vicinity on Cambodian territory;
by seven votes to five,
that Thailand is under an obligation to restore to Cambodia any objects of the kind specified in Cambodia fifth Submission which may, since the
date of occupation of the Temple by Thailand in 1954, have been removed from the Temple or the Temple area by the Thai authorities."
The Cambodian people are no strangers to war, having gone through many decades of armed conflict. But there was disappointing surprise as to why
the Thais had reacted in such a manner to an event of such hope and universal aspiration as the one that had occurred in Quebec City. The use of brute
military forces on the ground by the Royal Thai Government to justify a failed objection on the international arena, in Quebec City was beyond
comprehension, and it was vicious and despicable. The Cambodian soil will be defended at all costs, but the whole nation is reasonably patient to leave
the matter in the hands of the Royal Government of Cambodia under the wise leadership of Samdech Akka Moha Sena Padei Techo Hun Sen, Prime
Minister.

Cambodian field unit commander on the front
line spoke with field HQ, after the armed clash
with Thai soldiers, October 2008. (Photo AFP)

“The Cambodian soldiers are highly motivated in the defense of their country.”
(Photo and caption by a couple of foreign tourists)
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2. THERE IS A CLEAR INTERNATIONAL FRONTIER LINE BETWEEN CAMBODIA AND THAILAND
The history of Cambodia, the border issues between Cambodia and Thailand, the events of 1962 and the Temple of Preah Viher thereafter will
enlighten the readers about the truth on the invasion of Cambodia by Thai troops.
11 August 1863: A Treaty of Friendship, Commerce and Protection (or the Treaty placing the Kingdom of Cambodia under French Protectorate)
was concluded at Houdong; (Note: Up to this date, even Siam exercised domination over the Kingdom of Cambodia, there had not been any treaty
between Cambodia and Siam. It was an aggression, an occupation and domination.) Appendix I
December 1863: A Treaty between Siam and Cambodia, of which article 1 stated that “Cambodia is a vassal state of Siam.”
(Note: Cambodia must have signed the Treaty under duress; Siam sneaked behind the back of France to have this Treaty signed about four months on
the heel of the 11 August 1863 Treaty concluded between Cambodia and France.) Appendix II
15 July 1867: A Treaty between Siam and France was concluded in Paris, of which article 2 stated that the December 1863 Treaty between Siam
and Cambodia was “null and void”. (Note: Siam and currently Thailand cannot claim ownership of Cambodia under vicious maneuvering to force
Cambodia to sign a Treaty under duress, and behind French’s back) Appendix III
3 October 1893: A Peace Treaty between the French Third Republic and the Kingdom of Siam following an act of war starting with the
expansion of the territory by France backed up by the gunboat policy, in March 1893. In the end Siamese submitted fully to the French conditions, under
the 3 October 1893 Treaty, finding no support from the British. The Kingdom of Laos was freed from the Siamese domination and placed under French
Protectorate. In addition French demanded as guarantees the occupation of Chantaburi, the demilitarization of Battambang and Siemreap, and a 25
kilometre-wide zone on the Western bank of the Mekong. Appendix IV
13 February 1904: A Treaty for the settlement of certain difficulties in the interpretation of the 3 October 1893 Treaty. With regard to Cambodia
this Treaty “regulated inter alia the frontier in the eastern Dangrek region,” p.16 in accordance with Article I and Article III of said Treaty, and under
the latter article, a “delimitation will be carried out by Mixed Commissions composed of officers appointed by the two contracting countries,” p 16 and
“so far as the frontier in the Dangrek range was concerned, the task of this Mixed Commission was confined to the eastern sector (roughly east of the
pass of Kel) in which Preah Vihear is situated.” p.17
There were evidences that “the Siamese government had officially requested that French topographical officers should map the frontier region,” p.20
There were evidences that a series of eleven maps completed in late autumn 1907 by the French topographical officers were communicated to the
Siamese government in 1908 p.29. They were widely distributed p.23 and were accepted, and as for the “Case Concerning the Temple of Preah Vihear”
(Cambodia Vs Thailand) the Court found that the Siamese authorities in due course received the Annex I map and that they accepted it, p.26. It must
be noted that “three of the maps had been overtaken by events, in as much as the former frontier areas they showed had, by virtue of the Treaty of March
8

1907, now become situated wholly in Cambodia. Siam was not therefore called upon either to accept or reject them.” p.20
(International Court of Justice; Reports of Judgments, Advisory Opinions and Orders – Case Concerning the Temple of Preah Vihear ‘Cambodia v.
Thailand’ –Merits- Judgment of 15 June 1962, pages as above indicated).
The Treaty, Appendix V
ANNEX I MAP

Area of the Temple of Preah Vihear in the Dangrek range of mountains (extrapolation from the map recognized
by the International Court of Justice, 15 June 1962)
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23 March 1907: A Treaty for the final settlement of all the problems concerning the common boundary line between Indochina and Siam,
following the works of delimitation of the Mixed Commission in the execution of the 13 February 1904 Treaty. Under this Treaty the Siamese government ceded to France the territories of Battambang, Siem Reap and Sisophon, while France ceded to Siam the territories of Dan-Sai and Kratt in
exchange. A second Mixed Commission was established with the task of delimiting the new frontiers, resulting from the exchange of the territories. The
new frontiers are subdivided into five sectors for delimitation, (1) from the estuary of Klong Po ko, facing Koh Kut to Phnom Thom, (2) from Phnom
Thom to Pailin, (3) from Pailin to the river Nam Sai, (4) from Aranh to the Dangrek range up to the pass of Sa Met, and (5) from the pass of Sa Met to
the pass of Kel, where “the (new frontier) line drawn by this Commission joined up with an already existing line proceeding eastwards to the Temple
area and beyond.” p.19
There were evidences that the Siamese Commissioners, members of the Mixed Commission for delimitation had requested French Commissioners,
members of the Mixed Commission for Delimitation to “prepare maps of various frontiers.” p.20
(International Court of Justice; Reports of Judgments, Advisory Opinions and Orders – Case Concerning the Temple of Preah Vihear ‘Cambodia v.
Thailand’ –Merits- Judgment of 15 June 1962, pages as above indicated) .
The Treaty, Appendix VI.
14 February 1925: A Treaty of Friendship, Commerce and Navigation between France and Siam, valid for a period of ten years from the date
of exchange of ratification (Art.28). Article 27 confirmed and reciprocally guaranteed to respect the frontiers established between their territories by
virtue and in conformity with the provisions of the Treaty of 3 October 1893, the Treaty of 13 February 1904, and the Treaty of 23 March 1907.
Appendix VII
9 May 1941: The 1941 Tokyo Convention returned much of French Indochina to Thai control. France and Siam concluded a treaty under the
mediation of Japan, signed in Tokyo on May 9, whereby Thailand acquires the section of Laos province west of the Mekong River, three-fourths of the
Kampong-Thom province, and territory in northern Cambodia.
Appendix VIII
17 November 1946: The Settlement Agreement between France and Siam, under which the Tokyo Convention of 9 May 1941 repudiated by the
French government was annulled and the status quo ante was restored, meaning that the Indochinese territories covered by the Tokyo Convention of 9
May 1941 must be returned to the French authorities.
Appendix IX

It is the facts and truth, and in accordance with the ideal of the United Nations and in the interest of world peace, that between the
Kingdom of Cambodia and the Kingdom of Thailand an “international” frontier line exists, one of the primary objectives to achieve
certainty and finality. The “Dangrek map” or the “Annex I map” is an integral part of the “international” frontier line accepted by Siam
and France and its successor, the Kingdom of Cambodia.
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3. THE TEMPLE OF PREAH VIHEAR
1962: A Year of Decision
The ancient Angkorian Temple of Preah Vihear has belonged to Cambodia since it was built in the 11th century. However, Thailand came into
temporary possession of parts of Cambodia, including the area around the Temple, during the Second World War. After the War, by a Settlement
Agreement with France, Thailand accepted a reversion to the status quo ante 1941. Nonetheless, and in contravention of the Settlement Agreement,
Thailand continued its military presence at and in the vicinity of the Temple, a fact which ultimately led Cambodia to submit the issue to the International
Court of Justice in 1959.
On June 15, 1962, the ICJ delivered its verdict on the case, deciding that the famous Temple “is situated in territory under the sovereignty of
Cambodia.” Furthermore, it ruled that Thailand had to remove its troops from the Temple “or in its vicinity on Cambodian territory.”

The Case concerning the Temple of Preah Vihear,
Published by the International Court of Justice
(Printed in Netherlands)

The reasons for the Court’s decision were presented in judgment. At the outset of its judgment, the ICJ stated that it could “only give a decision
as to the sovereignty over the Temple area after having examined what the frontier line is.”
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The Court found that in 1904, the governments of Siam (Thailand) and France (then the protectorate of Cambodia) signed a treaty agreeing to
survey and establish the border of Cambodia and Thailand. A Franco-Siamese Mixed Commission was created to map the border, and a series of 11
maps were produced.
The map concerning the Dangrek region (including the border adjacent to the Temple, and referred to as the Annex I map) was completed in late
autumn 1907, when the new 23 March Treaty 1907 came into existence, thus bringing the final settlement of the territories between France and Siam.
After a careful examination of the history of the map and the circumstances of its creation, the Court concluded that be little doubt about the origins of
the map: “What is certain is that the map must have had a basis of some sort, and the Court thinks that there can be no reasonable doubt that it was
based on the work of the surveying officers in the Dangrek sector.”
Even so, the fact that it was produced after the Commission ended, and may not have been consistent with the text of the 1904 Treaty which
referred to a border using the watershed; the question was raised as to whether the map could be held to be valid under the circumstances. The Court
expressed its opinion:
“The real question, therefore, which is the essential one in this case, is whether the Parties did adopt the Annex I map, and the line indicated on
it, as representing the outcome of the work of delimitation of the frontier in the region of Preah Vihear, thereby conferring on it a binding character.”
More importantly, in the eyes of the Court, was that the map was adopted by the two governments as representing the border. In its judgment,
the Court recounts the dissemination of the Annex I map within the Royal Thai government and the adoption of the border in a subsequent map
produced by the Royal Thai Government Survey Department.
In detailing the long history of the adoption of the map by Thai authorities, the Court also listed the numerous occasions that they had the
opportunity to object to the map apparently produced by the Mixed Commission and did not do so. It judgment thereafter became famous for helping
to establish the legal principle of acquiescence in international law.
Thailand’s objection to the use of the Annex I map was that the Treaty of 1904 stated that the border should be drawn in accordance with the
watershed, and the Annex I map is not in accordance with the watershed. The Court specifically rejected the Thai argument concerning the map’s
departure from the watershed line, stating “it was certainly within the powers of the Governments to adopt such departures.”
Based on all of the evidence, the ICJ concluded that “Thailand in 1908-1909 did accept the Annex I map as representing the outcome of the work
of delimitation, and hence recognized the line on that map as being the frontier line, the effect of which is to situate Preah Vihear in Cambodian
territory.” The Court concluded that “the acceptance of the Annex I map by the Parties caused the map to enter the treaty settlement and to become an
integral part of it.”
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4. THAILAND’S TWO TRACK POLICY REGARDING THE TEMPLE OF PREAH VIHEAR
The consequences of losing the ICJ case were dramatic for Thailand. According to accounts written at the time, there were “violent protests and
a virulent press campaign.” Demonstrations and marches were held to protest the ICJ decision. Students at Thammasat University in Bangkok
demanded that the name of Prince Sihanouk be removed from the rolls of the University and insisted that an honorary degree that had been conferred
upon him be withdrawn. (His Majesty King Norodom Sihanouk complied by returning his degree.)
By late June, 1962, and after much internal deliberation, the Thai government announced that it would honor its obligations under the U.N.
Charter. However, in writing to the UN’s Secretary General, U Thant, Thai Foreign Minister Thanat Khoman wrote that Thailand reserved all rights that
it had, or might have in the future, to recover the Temple.
Thus, Thailand’s decision to accept the ICJ ruling was provisional. Even after accepting the decision and withdrawing its troops, it was clear at
the time that Thailand fostered hope of reclaiming the Temple of Preah Vihear in the future. According to one account of the Thai reaction, “it was
noteworthy that the Thai flag and flagpole were removed from the temple in a standing position and later placed in a Thai museum. This refusal to lower
the Thai flag was viewed by contemporary observers as an indication that Thailand remained determined to return its standard to Preah Vihear at a later
date.”
Even the lapse of the statute of limitations of the ICJ requiring appeal within 10 years of the decision did not dampen Thai interest in getting the
Temple again. Apparently, this hope continued into the period of time of Cambodia’s civil war, as there are reports that Thai Government officials
approached leaders of the factions that existed along Cambodia’s border with Thailand and, as a condition for continued support from Thailand,
requested agreement that the Temple be given to Thailand if the factions were able to assume power in Phnom Penh.
But it is now evident that, in the event that they were not able to take the Temple outright, the Thais have had a second plan in place – they would
lay claim to the land located around the Temple. Cambodia’s nomination of the Temple of Preah Vihear to be inscribed as a World Heritage Site in 2007
forced the Royal Thai Government to implement the above-mentioned alternative.
When Cambodia put forward the Temple as a candidate for inscription at the 31st Session of the World Heritage Committee at Christchurch, New
Zealand, Thailand raised objections to the listing and asked that the inscription be postponed. At the same time, Thailand unveiled a map which was at
a variance from the map used and endorsed by the ICJ in rendering its judgment regarding the sovereignty of the Temple. In the Thai map, the border
between the two countries is at the immediate edge of the structures of the Temple, rather than at some distance as is the case with the ICJ’s Annex I
map.
The World Heritage Committee and the two Parties agreed to postpone the inscription on the Temple of Preah Vihear until the next year’s meeting at Quebec City, Canada, and the Thai delegation agreed to support the nomination at the next session. In the year that followed the Christchurch
meeting, the Cambodian Government and its technical experts worked on the issues that had been discussed at Christchurch and updated the
nomination file in anticipation of inscription at the 2008 Quebec City session of the Committee.
13

As the 32nd Session of the World Heritage Committee in Quebec City approached, Thailand reaffirmed its support of inscription of the Temple
of Preah Vihear. In a Joint Communiqué signed on June 18, 2008 by the then Thai Foreign Minister, Noppadon Pattama, and Cambodian Deputy Prime
Minister H.E. Dr. Sok An, and witnessed by a UNESCO representative, Thailand reaffirmed its support for the inscription of the Temple.

Meeting at the UNESCO Paris Headquarters on 22 May 2008 between H.E. Dr. SOK An, Deputy Prime
Minister, Minister in charge of the Council of Ministers of the Royal Government of Cambodia and
H.E. Mr. Noppadon Pattama, Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Government of the Kingdom of Thailand
in the presence of H.E. Mrs. Françoise RIVIERE, Assistant Director-General for Culture of UNESCO
and H.E. the Ambassador Francesco Caruso.

(Photo: OCM/RGC)
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Unfortunately, immediately prior to the 2008 World Heritage Committee meeting in Canada, political turmoil in Bangkok caused the Thai
government to once again withdraw its support of the nomination, reversing the promise made in Christchurch. And in the overheated political debate
in Bangkok prior to the World Heritage Committee meeting, the Thai government aggressively promoted the map which drew the border substantially
inside the previously recognized demarcation line with Cambodia.
At the time it was unveiled, the Royal Thai Government authorities stated that the map that they had unilaterally drawn represents the long-standing
position of the Royal Thai Government. The Thai Foreign Ministry, for example, stated that the map represents of the Royal Thai Government position
15

regarding the border after the ICJ decision in 1962. But to the extent that the map had been created and
adopted unilaterally by the Royal Thai Government, it had not been promoted in the years following the
ICJ decision as the Thai perception of the real border.
For over 40 years, Thailand did not openly dispute the ICJ border. The fact that it had kept its
unilateral map out of public view was underscored by the recent revelation of a map produced by the
Royal Thai Survey Department during the conflictive period of Cambodia’s recent history. Although
there is no date on the map, it is clear that it was created at some time from the assumption of the Khmer
Rouge regime in 1975 and the end of the
war in Cambodia at the end of the 1990s.
This is clear because the Cambodian side of
the border is marked “Democratic
Kampuchea,” the name assumed by the
Khmer Rouge government for the country.

Map used by the Kingdom of Cambodia based on the Map
recognized by the ICJ as an intergral part of the treaty settlement
in its judgment of 15 June 1962

Recent map for the same area unilaterally prepared and
presented by the Kingdom of Thailand. The yellow colored
area indicates the claim by Thailand.

The border depicted on the map that
identified Cambodia as “Democratic
Kampuchea” is the same as the border on the
unilateral map as unveiled in Christchurch
World Heritage session and publicly
promoted by the Royal Thai Government
before the following Quebec City meeting.
But the map produced by the Royal Thai
Government Survey Department during the
time of Democratic Kampuchea is marked
“secret” in the Thai language. Accordingly,
such aspect of the map that the Royal Thai
Government Survey Department was
16

warning the map users to keep from public view. (The legend placed on the Thai map of the border with “Democratic Kampuchea” reads in full in the
Thai language: “Reminder: This map is a secret document. Map user should keep it very carefully for the safety of Thailand.”)
It must have been a great disappointment to the Thai officials that, when peace was finally achieved in Cambodia, they had not taken back the
Temple. But they kept the map of the border near Preah Vihear Temple secret and waited for the moment when they could advance their territorial
ambitions and encroach on the land adjacent to the Temple. If they could not have the Temple itself, then they determined that they could control the
land around it.
The moment arrived with the inscription of the Temple of Preah Vihear in Quebec City on July 7, 2008. With a unanimous decision of the World
Heritage Committee, the Temple was inscribed. This led to an ugly outburst by the then Thai Foreign Minister, who headed their delegation. And this
was followed by an even angrier speech by the head of the Thai Heritage Committee. There was no applause as the unhappy Thai delegation stormed
out of the convention hall, leaving hundreds of members and observers in stunned silence.
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5. THAILAND’S INVASION OF CAMBODIA
15 July 2008
Thailand Uses the Pretext of the Inscription to Invade Cambodia
While emotions were still running high in Bangkok, it must have seemed the best time to implement the long standing desire to advance the
objective of redrawing the border. The invasion started with a subterfuge.
On July 15, 2008 – just one week after the inscription – Thai military troops entered Cambodia near the Temple of Preah Vihear. The Thai armed
forces used the pretext of going in to negotiate the release of a Thai monk, nun and layman who had illegally entered the area. In fact, the Thai soldiers
had gone into Cambodia to occupy the area proximate to the Temple.
The Thai military troops entered the Keo Sikha Kiri Svara pagoda, which local Cambodians used as a place of worship. The pagoda, which is
approximately 700 meters inside Cambodia, is only 300 meters from the Temple.

Thai army units crossed the Cambodian border and moved deeply inside Cambodia.........

occupied Keo Sikkha Kiri Svara pagoda.......

and the Cambodian civil administrative post.
(Photos:OCM/RGC)
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After the initial incursion, the Thai military forces engaged in the deployment of more troops to the area, with hundreds of heavily armed
soldiers in the area next to the Temple, and thousands more just behind the border, as well as artillery and armored combat vehicles. Thailand also has
redeployed jet fighter aircraft to the area near the border.

On the same day of ground invasion, Thailand displayed its air
power flying F16’s and other military aircrafts.
(Photo: Thai Military - Wing I Korat)

Thailand flexed its military’s muscle including tanks
and long-range howitzers.
(Photo: Thai Military)

Thai soldiers set-up heavy artillery on the Thai-Cambodian border.
(Photo AFP)

After a Thai military presence had been established in and around the pagoda, the Government of Thailand abandoned the subterfuge that it had entered
the pagoda to free the illegal Thai intruders. Instead, H.E. Samak Sundaravej, the then Prime Minister of the Kingdom of Thailand, announced that the
pagoda was “within the territory of the Kingdom of Thailand.” According to his letter to Samdech Akka Moha Sena Padei Techo Hun Sen, Prime
Minister of the Kingdom of Cambodia,
“The presence of this Pagoda and other structures as well as that of Cambodian settlers and military personnel in the area, constitute a
continued violation of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the Kingdom of Thailand.”1
1

Letter from Prime Minister Samak Sundaravej to Prime Minister Samdech Hun Sen, July 18, 2008. Appendix x

19

In response, Prime Minister Samdech Hun Sen replied,
“…according to the “ANNEX I MAP” used by the International Court of Justice (ICJ) in 1962, (the pagoda) is legally located approximately
seven hundred meters inside Cambodian territory. The “ANNEX I MAP”, used by the ICJ as basis for its judgment in 1962, was drawn in 1908
as a result of the demarcation work of the Commissions of Delimitation of the Boundary between Indo-China and Siam set up on the basis of the
Convention of 1904 and the Treaty of 1907 between France and Siam and was accepted by the Kingdom of Siam. In its reasoning, the ICJ very
clearly demonstrated the legal validity of the border line as shown in the “ANNEX I MAP.” 2
Also, it is worth noting that in his letter, the then Thai Prime Minister alleged that the so-called violations of Thai sovereignty had been the
subject of repeated protests for the previous 4 years. But if one examines the Notes to which he refers, there is no specific allegation that Thai
sovereignty and territorial integrity have been violated. Those protests are more related to practical matters such as population growth of the village and
the resulting waste and water disposal. The problems mentioned are not in the context of a violation of sovereignty.
There can be no doubt that this issue concerning the alleged Thai territory is of recent vintage, and the reasons have as much to do with the
current political unrest in Thailand as an old unhappiness about the 1962 ICJ decision concerning the Temple’s sovereignty. The Thai diplomatic notes
attempt to create a history of a border dispute when, in fact, there was no controversy for decades.

6

2 Letter

from Prime Minister Samdech Hun Sen to Prime Minister Samak Sundaravej, July 19, 2008. Appendix xi
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6. THE CONSEQUENCES OF THAI HOSTILITIES: POST-INVASION CONFLICT AND OCCUPATION
In the time since its troops crossed the internationally-recognized frontier, Thailand has used various measures to expand the territory it controls
and assert Thai authority over which previously had been uncontested Cambodian soil. The measures taken by the Thais include both military and
non-military actions.
As the Thai military forces have attempted to extend their reaches into Cambodia through military patrols, there have been the inevitable
incidents in which Thai soldiers have wandered into minefields left over from the conflictive period when the area was under Khmer Rouge control. As
Cambodian soldiers know where the minefields are, they are unlikely to have casualties due to troops inadvertently stepping on explosive devices. But
every time Thai soldiers make the mistake of venturing into these old minefields, they blame the Cambodian military for laying new landmines when
casualties inevitably increase as a result of the expansion of Thai military activities.
Most seriously have been the battles that have resulted from Thai soldiers attempting to expand their territory. On October 15, 2008 fighting
erupted between Thai and Cambodian soldiers. While Thailand attempted to blame the Cambodian soldiers on the incident they did admit that the Thai
soldiers were “patrolling” near the border, indicating aggressive intent.

On October 15, 2008 at 14:15 Thai troops started attacking
the Cambodian troops at three different places deep
inside the Cambodian territory.
Area 1. At Prolean Intry (Eagle Field), approximately
1,120 meters South of the international
boundary line between Cambodia and Thailand.
Area 2. At the area of Phnom Troap, 1,600 meters
South of the International boundary line
between Cambodia and Thailand.
Area 3. In the vicinity of Keo Sikha Kiri Svara pagoda,
approximately 300 meters west of the Temple
of Preah Vihear and approximately 700 meters
from the international boundary.
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Subsequently, fighting erupted again on April 3, 2009 with Thai rockets and heavy weapons completely burning the village market near the
Temple, and seriously affecting the livelihood of 319 Cambodian families.

The market-village burned and completely destroyed by Thai’s shelling. (Photos: OCM/RGC)

319 Cambodian families were made destitute by Thai military hostilities
(Photos: OCM/RGC)

In addition to these military actions, Thailand has warned that anyone traveling to the Temple must have Thai permission. This includes not only
Cambodian officials, but international experts and UNESCO and World Heritage Committee personnel who are tasked with preserving the Temple of
Preah Vihear as well. Such a warning represents the most aggressive expansion of Thai territorial claims to date.
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7. THE FUTURE OF THE TEMPLE OF PREAH VIHEAR
The recent actions taken by the Royal Thai Government at the 33rd Session of the World Heritage Committee in Seville - Spain, indicate that it
will not give up its territorial claims or its desire to insinuate itself into the sovereignty of the Temple itself. Prior to the meeting in Spain, Thai officials
including the Prime Minister, Foreign Minister, and head of the delegation to the World Heritage meeting denounced UNESCO and the World Heritage
Committee on the basis of the 2008 inscription of the Temple, and announced various objectives sought at the Seville conclave. They wanted a review
of the Quebec City decision to inscribe the Temple. It was also announced that they have wanted a joint management, a notion which had been
rejected at the previous year’s meeting. In the alternative, they wanted either joint listing of the Temple, or to have the Temple delisted.
Their pleadings fell on deaf ears. The Thai delegation was not even accorded the privilege of speaking at the meeting. Nevertheless, upon their
return to Bangkok, it was announced that they would be preparing for next year’s meeting of the Committee and again attempt to have the Temple
matter reviewed and push for a joint listing.
It is clear that the Royal Thai Government, frustrated in exerting control over the territory and sovereignty where stands the temple and ruled by
the 1962 ICJ decision, continues to flex its military muscle and to step up its diplomatic campaign to push its way towards other Machiavellian and
vicious schemes. However, it would be an unfortunate choice by the Thai officials because Cambodia, based on strong legal and historical grounds and
constant vigilance, could preserve her sovereignty over the sacred Temple of Preah Vihear and its vicinity on Cambodian territory.
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