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The Prime Minister of the Kingdom of Cambodia, Samdech Techo Hun Sen, has sent separate
letters to H.E. Ali Abdussalam Treki, President of the United Nations General Assembly and H.E.
Vitaly Churkin, President of the United Nations Security Council, regarding Thailand Prime Minister’s

harsh statement to thread Cambodia over the disputed land that belong to Cambodia.

The full letters dated August 8, 2010 read as follows:

“Mr. President,

I have the honour to inform Your Excellency that on 7 August 2010 during a public meeting
with the “People’s Alliance for Democracy”, the Prime Minister of Thailand declared openly: “
About the land encroachment, we will cancel the MOU if the problem can’t be settled. We will use

both diplomatic and military means”.

This statement of the Prime Minister of Thailand constitutes on the one hand an obvious threat
to cancel unilaterally a legal document, namely the Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) signed on
14 June 2000 between the Royal government of Cambodia and the Government of the Kingdom of

——
H
| —



Thailand for the demarcation of the border, and on the other hand, a clear threat to use military force to
settle the problem of demarcation of the border, which has been clearly demarcated by the Convention
of 1904, the Treaty of 1907 between France and Siam, as well as the maps produced by the Franco-

Siamese Commission set up by the above convention.

I would like to bring to Your Excellency’s kind attention that the maps which had been issued
by the Franco-Siamese Commission in 1908 was the solid basis by which the International Court of
Justice (ICJ) adjudicated on 15 June 1962 as follows:

... “the Temple of Preah Vihear is situated in territory under the sovereignty of Cambodia;”

“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;”

In violating the judgment of the ICJ, Thailand currently maintain its soldiers in the Keo
Sikkhakiri Svara pagoda of Cambodia, situated only about 300 meters from the Temple of Preah

Vihear, well inside the Cambodian territory.

By seriously threatening to use military force against Cambodia to settle the problem of the
border, Thailand flagrantly violates Article 2.3 and 2.4 of the United Nations Charter. Cambodia, for
its part, reaffirms its constant policy not to use armed forces to settle any problem with neighboring
countries. Cambodian nonetheless, reserves its legitimate rights to defend its sovereignty and territorial

integrity in case of deliberate acts of aggression.

In the face of this serious threat of use of armed forces against Cambodia to settle the border
demarcation, | earnestly request Your Excellency to circulate this letter to all members of the United

Nations/United Nations Security Council for information.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.”

Signed Hun Sen.
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Ministry of Foreign Affairs
and International Cooperation

Press and Documerntation Depi.

STATEMENT OF THE MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND
INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International Cooperation of the Kingdom of Cambodia
has issued a statement in response to Thai Prime Minister Abhisit Vejjajiva quoted by a Thai media as
saying that Thailand “will use both democratic and military means” to settle the border issue with

Cambodia.
The full statement dated Aug. 7 reads as follows:

“According to the Thai newspaper ‘The Nation’ today, during the meeting with the ‘People’s Alliance
for Democracy’, the Prime Minister of Thailand said as quoted by the Nation °...About the land
encroachment, we will cancel the MOU if the problem can’t be settled. We will use both democratic

and military means.’

If the Prime Minister of Thailand had indeed pronounced these words, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
and International Cooperation of the Kingdom of Cambodia would like to draw the international

public’s attention on the followings:

First, Article VIII of the 2000 MOU between Cambodia and Thailand stipulates: ‘Any dispute arising
out of the interpretation or application of this Memorandum of Understanding shall be settled

peacefully by consultation and negotiation’.

Therefore, if Thailand UNILATERALLY cancels the MOU, Thailand will flagrantly violate this

bilateral legal document. This would show clearly Thailand’s violation of the international law.

Secondly, with regard to the wordings ‘...We will use both democratic and military means’, they
constitutes clearly a threat to use its military force against Cambodia to ‘settle’ the problem of
demarcation of the border between the two countries, where both countries are bound by international
legal documents. This also shows clearly the true color of the government of Thailand of the so called

Democratic Party.

Cambodia reserves its legitimate rights to safeguard its sovereignty and territorial integrity against any

deliberate acts of aggression.”
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Below is the summary of the Results of the 34™ Session of the World Heritage Committee taking place
in Brasilia, Brazil, followed by the Talking Points, posted on the website of the Office of the Council

of Ministers of Cambodia.

“The Committee’s Decision [34 COM 7B.66] recognized the Report produced by the World Heritage
Centre, which is the Secretariat of the Committee. That Report [WHC-10/34.COM/7B.Add.3] is now
part of the record of the World Heritage Centre.

The WHC Report contains the evaluation of the Management Plan and the report on the state of
conservation of the Temple of Preah Vihear. Both of these reports were submitted to the World

Heritage Centre by Cambodia in January 2010.

As recognized by the Committee’s Decision, these two Cambodian reports were mandated by World

Heritage Committee Decisions adopted in its sessions in Quebec (2008) and Seville (2009).

The evaluation of the Management Plan and the updated report on the conservation of the Temple
contained in the World Heritage Centre Report represents the collective judgment of the professional

staff of the following organizations:

* The World Heritage Centre, which is the Secretariat of the World Heritage Committee;
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* ICOMOS, an advisory body the mandate of which is to evaluate and monitor inscribed properties;

and

* Other Advisory Bodies comprised of technical experts which also support the work of the Secretariat
and the World Heritage Committee.

Concerning the Management Plan, the World Heritage Centre Report recognized by the World

Heritage Committee said the following:

* The Management Plan was completed in 2009 after a number of technical missions on the site by a

team of international experts.

* The international experts identified conservation issues, explained how it would be implemented, and

proposed a plan of action.

* The key judgment of the international technical experts concerning the Management Plan is that they
“consider that it provides a good vision for the conservation of the World Heritage property as well as
a solid basis on which the ANPV (National Authority for the Protection of Preah Vihear) can develop

its policies and operational procedures.” (emphasis added)

Concerning the Report on Preah Vihear Temple, the document produced in response to the Decision in
Seville for an update on conservation at the site, the experts at the Secretariat and the Advisory Bodies

made the following determinations in the Report to the World Heritage Committee:

* The Report describes the wide-ranging actions taken in 2009 by Cambodia to implement the plan.
These include support undertaken by Cambodia for the international technical experts, landscaping and
enlargement of the buffer zone, movement of a village the location of which impinged on a recently
discovered archeological site, establishment of an eco-global Museum, etc.

* The key judgment made by international technical experts regarding the Report submitted by

Cambodia is as follows:

“The World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies note with satisfaction the steps undertaken by
the State Party to enlarge the buffer zone of the World Heritage property to the south, since this would
contribute to preserving the visual integrity of the wider natural setting. The World Heritage Centre
and ICOMOS also welcome the measures taken by the State Party to preserve the environment
surrounding the World Heritage property towards the south, provide a solution for the relocation of
some of the recent settlers that occupied areas of archaeological significance, as well as the ongoing

establishment of an eco-global Museum.” (emphasis added)
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The WHC Report submitted to the World Heritage Committee also supports continued actions by
Cambodia in furtherance of the objectives listed above. Specifically, the WHC endorses the following

actions:

* The WHC Report endorses further implementation of the Management Plan. It states that the World
Heritage Centre and ICOMOS “note... that many of the very important recommendations made in the
Management Plan are yet to be implemented, and encourage the State Party [of Cambodia] to make

every effort to this end, in cooperation with the international community.” (emphasis added)

* The WHC Report also takes note of the efforts of Cambodia to convene an international coordinating
committee to support conservation efforts at the Temple:

“The World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, moreover, welcome the steps taken by...
Cambodia to convene a preliminary meeting for the setting up of an international coordinating
committee, acknowledge the efforts deployed by it in that regard, and hope that the ongoing

discussions will lead to positive results.” (emphasis added)

* The World Heritage Committee, in the Decision taken at its Session in Brasilia, specifically endorsed
Cambodia’s efforts to establish “an international coordinating committee for the sustainable

conservation of the Temple of Preah Vihear.”

Cambodia already has authority to move forward on the basis of the Management Plan it has already
developed, but welcomes the support it has received from the World Heritage Centre, the Advisory
Bodies, and the Committee itself.

The objections of Thailand came to nothing. It had no substantive arguments against the WHC Report,
or the two documents submitted by Cambodia. It could only say that there was not sufficient time to
study the WHC Report and the documents upon which it was based. Despite extensive press coverage

in Thailand, there was no discussion in Brasilia of joint inscription or joint management of the Temple.

In order to avoid a debate on the procedure about the deadline for the World Heritage Centre to
distribute documents (i.e., 6 weeks before the Session), the WHC Report, the Management Plan, and
the Report on Conservation for the Temple of Preah Vihear were not formally discussed by the
Committee in Brasilia. The Committee will consider the various reports at its next session in 2011.
However, based on the favorable reception by the international community, including the World
Heritage Centre and the Committee’s Advisory Bodies, Cambodia will move ahead with
implementation of the Management Plan, creation of an international coordinating committee, and

other measures designed to enhance conservation of the inscribed site.”
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TALKING POINTS

“The decision to discuss the various reports at the 35" Session of the World Heritage Committee next
year has no impact on the implementation of the Management Plan for the conservation of the Temple
of Preah Vihear. There is no requirement that the Committee approves our plan because the role of the
World Heritage Committee is not to approve or disapprove any progress report or Management Plan
submitted by a State party, but to review those documents in order to take note. The conservation work

is too important to be delayed.

The Royal Government has support in implementation of the Management Plan from the Report issued
by the World Heritage Centre, which serves as the Secretariat to the World Heritage Committee.
Relying upon the evaluation conducted by the WHC, and the technical experts at ICOMOS and other
Advisory Bodies, Cambodia will proceed with implementation.

The Royal Government also won praise from a number of World Heritage Committee related
organizations for the actions taken in the last year to improve conservation of the Preah Vihear
Temple. These include landscaping, enlargement of the buffer zone, a village relocation, creation of an

eco-global Museum, etc.

The World Heritage Committee also congratulated and supports steps taken by the Royal Government

to create an international coordinating committee to support its conservation efforts.

Thus, Thailand failed in its efforts to derail the Management Plan, failed in its efforts to have the
Temple inscribed by the two countries, and failed in its efforts to have joint management. However,
the Committee’s did decide to allow additional time for the distribution and consideration of the
documents, which will be discussed at the next Session. This decision in no way impedes our

implementation of the Management Plan.






The only argument raised by the Thai delegation was that the reports and other documents were given
to them too late. However, the record shows that the Management Plan and the Report on the
Conservation of the Temple of Preah Vihear were delivered to the World Heritage Centre in January
2010, ahead of the schedule as decided by the World Heritage Committee.

It should be noted, however, that even after having received the WHC Report for 3 days, the Thai

delegation had no substantive comment on the 4 page report.

The delay tactics of Thailand, which has occurred at each of the last 4 Sessions of the World Heritage
Committee, is tantamount to the interference in the internal affairs of Cambodia. Since the 1962
decision of the International Court of Justice, the Temple of Preah Vihear and the area adjacent to it
has been legally judged to be on Cambodian territory. Thus, Thailand is not a party at interest in the

matter of Preah Vihear Temple, including its conservation.”

Heritage Committee, Juca Ferreira.
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