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Over the next hundred years the Thais encroached steadily further until they were storming 
and plundering even Angkor itself. It appears Angkor was occupied by the Thais on several 
occasions throughout the fifteenth century before the humbled Khmer kings finally transferred 
their capital to a more defensible site many hundreds of kilometers to the south. 

mailto:TAPROHM30@HOTMAIL.COM�


SLK v.2 

Page | 1  

 

[7] The sack of Angkor by foreign statue-looters & land 
plunderers, 1210 - 1434 

 

INDIA made the greatest contribution to the Angkor society. The Indian culture-its 
religion, philosophy, political belief, and language-gave the Khmers the larger framework they 
needed to build a true empire. Indian Brahmans travelled to the region as early as the second 
century A.D. from Burma to Cambodia and Champa. These Indians, whether priests of 
merchants, brought the new culture as commercial and religious emissaries from India, not as a 
vanguard for a military conquest. India never ruled over the region. India’s culture was 
impressed onto these Southeast Asian societies through this peaceful exchange, and much of the 
region was marked permanently as “Indianised” or “sanskritzed” states.1

Those who have studied Angkor believe the ordinary Cambodians were thankful to see the end 
of the city. Intense physical effort had been need to create and maintain the temples, canals and 
the roads. The Cambodians people suffered greatly for six hundred years to create splendour for 
their kings.

 

Nobody knows the exact reason for Angkor’s demise and total abandonment, but Thai 
aggression was undoubtedly a major factor. Around the year 1200 the Thais, who originated 
from the north, began challenging the Khmer stranglehold and soon carved huge chunks off the 
western reaches of Kambuja to establish their own nation of Siam. 

Over the next hundred years the Thais encroached steadily further until they were storming and 
plundering even Angkor itself. It appears Angkor was occupied by the Thais on several 
occasions throughout the fifteenth century before the humbled Khmer kings finally transferred 
their capital to a more defensible site many hundreds of kilometers to the south. 

The successive Thai invasions seem to have destroyed much of the irrigation system upon which 
Angkor was so dependent and this waste crippled the Khmer agriculture. Vast numbers of 
stagnant pools formed, providing ideal breeding grounds for malarial mosquitoes and perhaps, 
ultimately, it was this tiny but invincible enemy which drove the Khmers from Angkor also the 
soil becomes depleted from intensive use over the centuries. 

2

From the 3rd to the 14th century there was southward migration of ethnic T'ai (also known as 
Siam or Thai) from southern district of China called Nan Chao. At the beginning of 13th century, 
there were the establishments of some small kingdoms in the northern regions of the Khmer 

 

The decline of the Khmer Empire (1400-1867) 

                                                           
1 Elizabeth Becker: When the War Was over: Cambodia's Revolution & the Voice of its people (1986) P.47 
2 Simon Ross: Subjugation of Cambodia (1983) P.8 
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Empire. In 1279, the Sukhotei Kingdom was established and later on became Thailand. In 1353, 
at the northeast, Lan Xang Kingdom (Laos) was founded. Beyond the far northeast region of the 
Khmer Empire at the Chinese border, there was an establishment of a new state called Chao 
Chili by the Ytieh (Vietnam). Until the early 900's, the state of Chao Chili was a vassal state of 
the Chinese Empire. After the formations of states and regaining independence, the wars began 
to take a toll on the Khmer Empire. The Thai moved south from the Sukhotei; the Chams and the 
Vietnamese from the northeast; causing the Khmer Empire to become very weak. Consequently, 
their territory became smaller and smaller as time went by. The last episode of this tragedy took 
place when Kampuchea Krom was incorporated into Vietnam rather than Cambodia in 1954.3

A late Cambodian chronicle (there are in fact no early ones) gives a polite account of the 
conqueror’s exploits in Angkor describing the Thai king questioning the ‘Khmer mandarins’ 
about the origin, history and purpose of the various monuments he encounters. Having set up a 
guard to protect the city, ‘he removed the august statues of Buddha made of gold, silver, bronze 

 

What is unclear is whether this retreat took place with the great pomp and ceremony described 
by certain chroniclers, or whether the king and his court fled in disarray before the advances of a 
Thai army. One thing is certain: Angkor was plundered and devastated and, except perhaps for a 
very short period during the 16th century, was never again to house the capital of Cambodia, 
which was removed south of the Great Lake and eventually established at Phnom Penh. 

By transporting Angkor’s statues to his own capital the Thai king was not setting a precedent for 
Napoleon Bonaparte pillaging Europe to enrich the Louvre, it was not beauty he was removing, 
but the power of the kings of Angkor as contained in these divine images. A hundred years later 
the Burmese were shrewd enough to do the same: 

Three headed elephant dating from the 12th or 13th century. Like the other statues now in 
Mandalay, plundered by the Thais and then by the Burmese, it probably came from Neak Pean, 
Chou Ta-Kuan’s ‘island in the Northern Lake’ at Angkor. 

When they conquered Thailand they sacked Ayuthaya, the capital, and in their turn removed a 
number of the Angkor statues. Finally in 1734 these statues arrived in Mandalay, where they 
have remained ever since. 

Map showing the route taken by the Khmer bronzes looted by the Thais in 1431. The road to 
Mandalay: 

Angkor in 1431 to Bangkok; from Bangkok in 1569 to Ayuthaya; from Ayuthaya in 1600 to 
Pegu; from Pegu in 1734 to Mrohaung, and Pagan and then to Mandalay. 

The Thais in Angkor 

                                                           
3 Khmer Krom websites 
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and previous stones, as well as a number of statue of August Bull and of the other animals’. He 
also invited the monks to follow him and, for good measure, deported to Thailand sixty thousand 
families from the conquered capital.4

                                                           
4 Angkor Wat: (1996) Britain, P.20, Discovery? 

 

Jayavarman VII was probably succeeded by Indravarman III as late as 1215, probably later. It is 
not certain that Indravarman was a son of Jayavarman or that he succeeded him directly; but it is 
known that he was reigning just before 1243 and Jayavarman VIII’s chaplain seems to have 
served Indravarman III also. He seems to have been one of sons of Jayavarman VII and 
Jayarajadevi. Finot was inclined to identify him with the son whom Jayarajadevi advised against 
celibacy in 116-1165; but if he was twenty years of age in 1165, he would have been ninety-eight 
at the time of his death in 1143, which is improbable; and, anyway, Coedes has shown that the 
name of this prince was not Indravarman, but (Nripa?) –tindravarman. Coedes now suggests that 
Indravarman III may have been the Srindrakumara of the chapel of Banteay Chmar; but this 
solution seems to raise the same difficulty in a slightly lesser degree. Indravarman III is 
mentioned in only one important inscription-that of Mangalartha-and this inscription calls him 
Sri-Indravarman and simply says that, in 1165 saka (A.D. 1243), after Indravarman’s death, the 
Brahman Jaya Mahapradhana (Hrishiksa) went to the shrine of Siva at Bhimapura (Phimai) to 
offer prayers for the peace of the king’s soul.  

Beginning of the dissolution of the Empire evacuation of Champa 

The dissolution of the Khmer Empire seems to have set in early in the reign of Indravarman III. 
The far-flung empire of Jayavarman VII seems to have been more than the weak hands of his 
successor could hold, under the blows of new enemies from the north. 

Champa was the first to break away. We have seen how the army of the Khmers and Chams 
suffered reverses in their campaigns against the Annamites in 1216 and 1218. Finally, in 1220, 
the king of Kambuja decided to evacuate Champa. In 1222 Ansaraja was placed on the throne of 
that kingdom under the name of Jaya Paramesvara IV. The long series of wars between the 
Chams and the Khmers came to an end. The Chams were to meet a more redoubtable foe-the 
Annamites-who for several centuries had been pushing down the coast from the north. The 
Khmers were soon to be harried, in the Menam and Mekong valleys, on the northwest and north, 
by the Tai, who were to prove a much more formidable foe than the Chams. 

The accession of Jayavarman VII 

Indravarman III died in 1243, or possibly a little earlier. All we know about the date of his death 
is that, in 1243, Jaya Mahapradhana sent to Bhimapura to pray for the soul of the deceased king. 
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He was succeeded by Jayavarman VIII, probably immediately, but that is not certain. We do not 
know this king’s relations to his predecessor, but the succession seems to have been regular. The 
same families served both (390). He probably was not a son, for Indravarman III must have been 
an old man at his death and Jayavarman VIII reigned more than half a century. Probably he was 
a grandson. His ministers and foundations seem to indicate that, he too, was Sivaite.5

Thus it seems that, by the end of thirteenth century, the Tai of Sukhothai, called Syam by their 
neighbours and Sien (Hsien) by the Chinese and who were beginning to call themselves Thai, 
had pretty definitely overrun the Menam valley and the entire Malay Peninsula. Chou ta-Kuan, 
writing of Cambodia in 1296-1297, says the country had been completely devastated by the 
Siamese; but the capital seems to have been spared and not part of Kambujadesa proper was 

 

Two personages of influence during the reign of Jayavarman VIII were Jaya Mahapradhana and 
Jaya Mangalartha, both pious Sivaites, the former had been appointed royal chaplain (Was this a 
revival of the Devaraja and its purohita? did the worship of the linga gradually become reduced 
to a sect?) by Jayavarman VII and seems to have held the same post under Indravarman III and 
to have been a guiding spirit in the Sivaite reaction of that region. On his trip to Phimai in 1243, 
he married a rich young girl, named Sri Prabha, of a prominent Sivaite family. As we have 
presumed that he was born about in 1243. It is not probable that he was older than that; for the 
inscription which mentions his marriage says he had six children by his marriage. He seems to 
have retained is influence under Jayavarman VIII, for that king married his second daughter of 
his wife. This daughter bore the presumptious name of Chakravartirajadevi.  

The Tai of Sukhothai extend their conquests  

It was during the reign of Jayavarman VIII that the Tai completed the conquest of most of what 
is now Siam. The conquest of Siam proper-i.e., the valley of the Menam and of the upper part of 
the Malay Peninsula-was the work of the Tai of Sukhothai, called Syam by their neighbours. As 
has been noted, Indraditya overthrew the Khmer governor of the upper Menam valley and 
established there the Tai kingdom of Sukhothai. Indraditya-called Rocaraja by the Pali 
documents-is said to have made a voyage to Tambralinga in 1256 and to have entered into some 
have secured for him from Ceylon a statue of the Buddha called Sihing. (There are said to be 
three replicas of this statue in Siam at Bangkok, Chiang Mai, and Ligor) 

Rama Khamheng, second son of Indraditya, seems to have come to the throne about 1270, after 
the short reign of an elder brother. He won the suzerainty of the Pegu and the Tenasserim coast 
region through the allegiance of a Shan trader from Thaton named Wareru, who eloped with 
Rama Khamheng’s daughter, killed the Burmese governor of Martaban and took his place and 
then made himself King of Pegu. As early as 1282, Syam embassies began to appear at the court 
of China, under the name of the Sien (Wade-Gile, Hsien.) 

                                                           
5 Lawrence Palmer Briggs: The Ancient Khmer Empire (1999) Pp.238-239 
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alienated at this time. But the upper part of the Malay Peninsula, which had once been a part of 
Dvaravati-and of Louvo-seems now to have fallen into the hands of Sukhothai. 

The Yuns conquer Haripunjai 

Meanwhile, a prince named Mangrai had conquered the Mon Kingdom of Haripunjai in the 
Meping valley. Mangrai was the son and successor of the Lu king of Lao-Chang, whose capitals, 
Chieng Sen and Chieng Rai, were near the great bend of the Mekong. North of the headwaters of 
the Meping and the Menam. His mother and apparently also his wife. Was the daughter of a Lu 
king of the Sib-Song Pan-Na, whose capital was at Keng Hung or Keng Rung (Called Cho-li 
after the reorganisation by the Mongols in 1296) on the Mekong above Chieng Sen. As will be 
seen later, Mangrai’s father-in-law-and probably also Mangrai-had reached an understanding 
with the representatives of the Mongol Emperors of China, who a short time before (1253) had 
conquered the Tai Kingdom of Ta-Li in what is now Yunnan. 

An event which undoubtedly had a great effect on the Tai inundation of the Khmer Empire was 
the conquest of the Tai Kingdom of Ta-Li, or Nan Chao, by Kublai, brother and general of 
Mangu Khan, in 1253-1254. The influence of this event manifested itself on the Tai migration 
into Indo-China in two ways: (1) fugitive Tai, fleeing before the army of the Mongols, furnished 
soldiers for the armies of Tai chieftains like Rama Khamheng and Mangrai, and (2) the Mongols 
set up a Tai dynasty in Yunnan, with representatives to deal with the Tai principalities, to attempt 
to secure their assistance in obtaining the submission of the neighbouring states. Thus the 
accession of the Mongol dynasty to power in China had important repercussion in Indo-China as 
well as in all the rest of Eastern Asia. 

Mongols met with less success in Annam and Champa. Several embassies were sent to these 
countries between 1267 and 1280, but without much success. Several expeditions were sent 
against them, but did not succeed in subduing them, although Vijaya (Chaban), capital of 
Champa, was captured once in 1283 and Hanoi, capital of Annam, in 1287. In 1285 the old king 
of Champa sent an embassy with presents to the Mongol Court and an envoy from Kambujadesa 
is said to have accompanied him; but they do not seem to have made submission. Finally, in 
1288, Kublai seems to have given up all attempts to conquer these two countries.6

                                                           
6 Lawrence Palmer Briggs: The Ancient Khmer Empire (1999) Pp.240-241 

 

Kublai Khan died in 1294. His immediate successors continued his policy, but less energetically. 
By the end of thirteenth century, practically all of Indo-China had submitted to the Mongols. 
West of Annamitic chain, Tai prince ruled everywhere, except at Kambujadesa-a very much 
reduced Kambujadesa. The immense extension of Tai power as a result of the Mongol conquest 
of Yunnan is a very important, and perhaps not sufficiently emphasized, factor in the decline of 
the Khmer Empire at this time. 
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Relationships between the Kambuja and the Mongol court 

In 1268 the Mongol governor of Yunnan was ordered to conquer “Chen Cheng” (Wrongly so-
called for Chan-Ch’eng) (Champa) and Chenla (Kambujadesa) in concert with the king of 
Annam. According to Chou Ta-Kuan, an almost contemporary Chinese writer, when Sagatu 
came to Champa to subjugate that country in 1282, he sent two envoys to the Khmer court, but 
they were imprisoned and did not return. Georges Maspero (quoting Yuan Shih, xiii, 45a), says a 
Kambuja envoy accompanied a Cham envoy to the Mongol Court in 1285; but Pelliot quotes a 
Chinese author who, writing in 1520, says that Cambodia did not render homage one single time 
to the Mongol Emperor. 

Beginning of the decadence 

Although Kambujadesa  had been ravaged by the Tai of Sukhothai (Syam) and had lost much of 
its territory to the north and west, the capital seems to have been spared and, according to Chou –
Ta-Kuan, was still wealthy and prosperous, with few signs of decadence.7

After his death, Jayavarman VIII received the posthumous name of Paramesvarapada.

 

Abdication of Jayavarman VIII, 1295 

At the end of 1295, or the beginning the 1296, Jayavarman VIII, old and infirm, abdicated in 
favour of his son-in-law, Indravarman. In a panegyric upon himself, the new ruler congratulated 
the country on having exchanged a weak old man for a vigorous young one. The unrest of the 
lower class is shown by Chou Ta-Kuan’s statement that Jayavarman VIII never went outside of 
the Royal Palace, through fear of assassination. The new king was a soldier who had married the 
old king’s daughter. The daughter stole the Sacred Sword-the palladium of the country-and 
presented it to her husband. Jayavarman VIII’s son prepared to resist. Indravarman seized him, 
cut off his toes and shut him up in a dark chamber. Having put down the revolt, Indravarman was 
crowned. 

It was long supposed that the old king was put to death by his son-in-law, who then succeeded 
him. an ancient legend, found all over Southeast Asia, about a king’s gardener who, following 
the king’s orders, killed the king one dark night when he found him in his cucumber patch and 
then married the daughter and ascended the throne, found its way into the Cambodian Chronicles 
and was repeated by historians. Recent investigations, however, have shown that Jayavarman 
VIII abdicated in favour of his son-in-law, although he was probably forced to abdicate. 

8

Why do we Khmers use “Chey Haong and Suosday Haong” when we get married? 

 

What do “Chey Haong and Suosday Haong” mean in Khmer wedding ceremony? 

                                                           
7 Lawrence Palmer Briggs: The Ancient Khmer Empire (1999) P.242 
8 Lawrence Palmer Briggs: The Ancient Khmer Empire (1999) P.244 
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Who were Chey and Suos? 

In 998, Chey, who was known as “Ta Trasak/sweet melons”, was 450 years old, had a brother 
who was “Suos”, 350 years of age. Both of whom were siblings living in the North of Phnom 
Prasith, growing only melons in their farm. 

One day His Majesty, Preah Bath Senakareach who went with his entourages to built a royal 
palace at Phnom Prasith. When Chey and Suos heard the news of the king. They both were in 
hurried to pick some sweet melons/similar to rockmelons from their farm by offering to the king 
who sternly warned to Chey and Suos, “Not to sell any melons to anyone! But only for myself, 
because these melons are very weird sweet.” 

One day, Preah Bath Senakareach who was always sceptical of Chey-Suos about their sweet 
melons whether they still had kept it for him or sold to someone else. After he thoroughly 
thought, one quiet night, he called seven of his mandarins to prepare a horse for him galloping 
toward the melon farm. He got off his horse, went to hide in a bush nearby Chey-Suos’s melon 
farm by looking around to see whether Chey-Suos who might had a trick by selling melons to 
some else. That night, while Chey was watching a show. All of a sudden, he saw someone in the 
distance by throwing a spear toward that person in his farm without knowing that was the king. 
The Hill of death of the king, which was known until today as, “Dampuok Chak Sdech.” 

The death of Preah bath Senakareach came out quickly to the public. After that, all mandarins 
had discussed that: Preah Siha Koma, who was son of Preah Bath Senakareach, also died in 
Laos. Now there is no one to be crowned as a king after Preah bath Senakareach. 

After a long debate, all mandarins and ministers quite agreed that: both Chey-Suos, who had 
long lives and a very sharper weapon than other weapons. His historic family was also royal 
family. Not only that, people loved him so much. Chey was crowned as a king, known as “Ang 
Chey”. As for Suos was also crowned as a prince/heir apparent, known as “Oparaac”. 

The country and people were living happily, peacefully, and prosperously because of His 
Majesty. All ministers/mandarins and people requested His Majesty was to allow: if there is a 
wedding ceremony is going to be held by blessing this couple that: “Chey Haong-Suosday 
Haong” for offering harmony and long live was followed by Chey-Suos who had long lives. 

Since then, all Khmers always bless their children when they get married by saying: “Chey 
Haong-Suosday Haong” to those new-wedded couples.9

                                                           
9 Document of Great Khmer Heroes: Khmer Royal Family, genuine inscription (2001) 
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Cambodia not decadent 

Although the thirteenth century seems to have been one of the reaction and weak government, 
the Memoirs of Chou Ta-Kuan and the few inscriptions of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries 
do not picture a decadent Cambodia. They describe a Cambodia wealthy and prosperous, in the 
full tide of its magnificence.  They tell us that the country was recently ravaged by the Siamese, 
but they hint that this was due to the weakness of an aged king and that a vigorous young ruler 
was now keeping the enemy at a distance. To be sure, the territory of the Khmer Empire had 
been greatly reduced.  

True, knowing the causes of the decadence of this civilization, as we do know now, it is possible 
to trace the symptoms in the testimony of these contemporary witnesses, and even much further 
back; but the general impression given by this contemporary testimony it not that of a decadent 
civilization. 

The capital seems to have escaped Siamese raids; for, according to Chou Ta-Kuan, gold statues, 
gold and copper towers, and gold and silver utensils, which most certainly would have been 
looted a conqueror, were almost commonplace at Angkor in 1296. The fabulous wealth of 
Cambodia was still a common proverb in the Far East.According to Chou Ta-Kuan, the face-
towers of the gates of Angkor Thom contained a fifth head which was of gold. There were gold 
towers at the Bayon, at the Phimeanakas, and at the North Baray. The king often went to see a 
golden Buddha in front of a little golden pagoda and there was a golden Buddha at the North 
Baray and there were eight golden Buddhas at the Bayon and two golden lions on each side of 
the golden bridge there. There was also a golden lion at the North Baray. (These towers and 
statues were probably gilded as they are today in Siam and Burma.) 

The accession of Andravarman III, 1296 

His wives 

As we have seen, Indravarman married the daughter of Jayavarman VIII, forced the abdication of 
that monarch, disposed of the legitimate claimant and began to reign himself, at the end of 1295 
or early in 1296. Chou Ta-Kuan speaks of him as a soldier and a vigorous young ruler. The only 
inscription of his reign which gives much information about him speaks as if he reorganized a 
disunited country.  It contains a panegyric in which he congratulates his subjects on replacing an 
old king by a young one: “If the land, sustained by an ancient king, experienced ordinarily the 
inconvenience of a superabundance of enemies, now, guarded by a young king, it does not 
experience the least inconvenience. This new king, covered with mail, ventured on the streets, 
which the old king had not dared to do. Chou Ta-Kuan says that, during the year he spent at 
Angkor, he saw the king set out from the palace four or five times.10

                                                           
10 Lawrence Palmer Briggs: The Ancient Khmer Empire (1999) Pp.250-251 
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An inscription in Pali-by far the oldest one yet found in Cambodia-at Vat Kok Khpos, or Kok 
Svay Chek, near Siemreap, dated 1309, records that, in 1308, the king gave a certain village to a 
Mahathera (Hinayanists grand priest) and that the next year (1309) the laic, by order of the king 
(now abdicated) erected there a statute of the Buddha and made donations to it and that the king 
assigned four villages to the maintenance of the monastery. 

This same inscription says that Indravarman abdicated in 1308. Now, Indravarman being still 
young, Coedes suggests that he may have retired to the monastery-perhaps this one-to devote 
himself to the study and practice of the Hinayanist religion. On this point, it may be recalled that 
Chou Ta-Kuan  says that when this king left the palace, he generally went to see a little golden 
pagoda, in front of which was a golden Buddha. 

Owing to the misreading of an inscription, it was long supposed that Indravarman III died in 
1307. A correct reading of the inscription of Mangalartha and the appearance of the inscription 
of Vat Kok Khpos teach us that the he abdicated in 1308, in favour of the Yuvaraja, who was a 
relative. 

The reign of Indrajayavarman, 1308-1327 

Indrajayavarman, relative and Yuvaraja of Indravarman III, came to the throne in 1308. The 
inscription of Mangalartha calls him Srindrajayavarman and calls his Srindrajayapura. All we 
know about his reign, we gain from four inscriptions and the meagre statement in Chinese 
dynastic history: 

The inscription of Vat Kok Khpos, dated 1309, says the region of Indravarman came to an end in 
1308. This inscription still speaks of the capital under the name of Yasodharapura. 

(2) The first part of the inscription of Angkor Wat, dated after 1327, does not mention 
Indrajayavarman, but passes from Sri Srindravarman (Indravarman III) to Sri 
Jayavarmadiparamesvara. The second part simply says that an eminent Brahman (apparently 
Vidysadhiman) became a good hotar to King Sri Srindrajayavarman. 

(3) The temple-inscription of Mangalartha, undated but of this region, says that Jaya 
Mangalartha (II), “Prince of Professors,” so of a father bearing the same name and title, and of a 
younger sister of the mother of Queen Chakravartirajadevi, died some time during this reign at 
the age of 104 (This must refer to the death of Jaya Mangalartha I or to be an error. The 
inscription says Jaya Mahapradhana married Sri Phabha after 1242 and that she was a younger 
girl. If Jaya Mangalartha II’s mother was her younger sister, he could not well have been born 
before 1243, which would have made him on 84, if he had died in the very last year of 
Indrajayavarman’s reign). Jayavarman VIII had founded a temple for this family and established 
a cult there and his successor made gifts to it. Indravarman appointed a son of Jaya 
Mahapradhana, probably a cousin of Jaya Mangalartha II, as head of the cult there and this 
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exalted personage composed the inscription of Mangalartha, which is such an important source 
of information about the kings of Kambujadesa from the reign of Jayavarman VII to the date of 
the inscription, at some time during this reign. (4) A re-reading, by Coedes, of the inscription of 
the Bayon, dated after 1327, has yielded the information that the reign of Indrajayavarman lasted 
until 1327. Yuan-Shih, quoted by Pelliot, says a Chinese mission came to Cambodia to buy 
elephants in 1320. 

The accession of Jayavarman Paramesvara, 1327 

According to the undated inscription of the Bayon, just cited, Jayavarman Paramesvara came to 
the throne in 1327. We have no other certain date of his reign and, consequently, we do not know 
how long he was on the throne. But, as we shall see, there are reasons to think that he enjoyed a 
quite long reign. 

The only inscription which gives us any information about this king is that of Angkor Wat (II), 
which belongs to this reign. This inscription mentions him three times, always under the name of 
Sri Jayavarmadiparamesvara; but Bergaigne, who edited the inscription says the Adi does not 
belong to the name; consequently, he may be called Jayavarman Paramesvara; and as the 
Paramesvara is apparently a posthumous name (although, in this instance, undoubtedly used 
during the lifetime of the king), it would probably be proper to call him Jayavarman IV. Thus the 
first and last kings of the Angkor period, mentioned in the inscriptions, seem to have borne the 
same name: Jayavarman Paramesvara. 

The last Sanskrit inscription of Cambodia 

The inscription of Angkor Wat tells us that Vidyesidhimant, who had been Hotar for his 
predecessor, held the same post under Jayavarman Paramesvara. It was in commemoration of the 
king’s decree to erect a Nandisa Sri Bhadresvara (apparently a hermitage to Siva, under the 
vocable of Bhadresvara) that Vidyesidhimant indited the inscription. 

The inscription of Angkor Wat is undated (Chatterjee places it about the middle of the fourteenth 
century), but it seems to indicate that Jayavarman Paramesvara had been ruling for some time. It 
gives no indication of decadence. On the other hand, it seems to hint of an enemy king defeated 
and his capital destroyed. It speaks of his “having torn out (like a bristle) the city of his enemy”. 
It was composed by a member of a family which had served the kings of the Kambujadesa for 
many generations. It was the last great Sanskrit inscription of Cambodia. It was a long poem-103 
stanzas-said to be in conventional Sanskrit verse and to show a deep knowledge of India 
literature and religions. 

Decline of Sukhothai: Rise of Ayuthia 

During Rama Khamheng’s reign, Sukhothai built up a great Kingdom, chiefly at the expense of 
the Khmer Empire. Although Kambujadesa proper had been ravaged, the capital does not seem 
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to have been taken. Chou Ta-Kuan relates that Cambodia suffered from Siamese raids; but 
Indravarman III hints that a vigorous young king was keeping the enemy at a distance. Rama 
Khamheng died about 1317. Almost immediately his Kingdom began to decline under his 
unwarlike successors. The old-Khmerized Mon Kingdom of Louvo, although overrun by Tai, 
seems to have retained its identity if not its entire independence, probably with support from the 
Khmers, who were still holding out in the Southeast past of the Menam delta and to the region to 
the east (Chantaboun-the old Chen-li-fu region (?) ).11

In 1403 a new Ming emperor, Ching Sung, sent officers to Cambodia “to publish the patent of 
investiture accorded to the prince of this country.” In 1404 tribute was received from a king who 
bore a title equivalent to Samtac Preach Phaya. That year of the next he died; for in 1405 the 
Emperor sent a delegation to attend his funeral and to establish on the throne his eldest son, 
whom the Chinese called Phin-Ya and who carried a title equivalent to Samtac Chao Phaya (This 

 

Relations with China, 1370-1403 

But when the Ming dynasty came into power (1368), Cambodia hastened to renew tribute. 
Remusat has translated the portion of the Ming Dynasty history concerning the relations between 
the countries during this period. In 1370, according to Remusat, an embassy from Cambodia 
arrived at the imperial court. In 1371 a king of Chenla (as Chinese continued to call Cambodia) 
arrived in China with rich presents. This king was called Hou-eul-na by Remusat and Wouh-
kien-no by Leon de Rosny. Embassies were sent to China ten times between 1371 and 1403, 
often carrying rich presents. 

Fighting in Chantaboun and Jolburi 

At some time during this period, one recension of the annals of Ayuthia, repeated by two 
recensions of the Cambodia chronicle, reports fighting between Cambodians and Siamese in the 
frontier provinces of Chantaboun and Jolburi these regions seems to have been Khmer-perhaps 
the old dependencies of Chen-li-fu and Po-Ssi-lan- possibly the region where a Khmer dynasty 
was ruling in the early tenth century, and probably itself with divided sentiments (Malyang, on 
the border of this region, seems to have been of uncertain loyalty). The date of this fighting is 
difficult to determine, but the fighting seems to have started in 1390 and continued for several 
years. According to the Annals of Ayuthia, the king of Cambodia invaded the region and carried 
off about 6, 000 inhabitants. The king of Ayuthia drove out the Khmers and left a general named 
Chainerong with 5,000 men to hold the region in subjection. Later, when the Chams overran the 
country, the king of Ayuthia ordered Chainerong to bring all the inhabitants of the region to 
Siam. 

Nippean-Bat to Ponha-Yat, 1405-1432 

                                                           
11 Lawrence Palmer Briggs: The Ancient Khmer Empire (1999) Pp.252-253 
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king, who was also called Chieu Binh-Nha by the Chinese, was identified wrongly, by Moura 
with Ponha Yat, who certainly came to the throne twenty-seven years later). 

The Chams ravage the delta region 

These five kings from Nippean-bat to Ponha Yat probably ruled from 1404 to 1431, but we do 
not know much about their reigns. The Chams seems to have invaded the delta region and the 
coast as far as Chantaboun early in the fifteenth century, perhaps earlier. The first definitive date 
on this point seems to have been 1414, when the Chinese say the Cambodian envoys of that year 
complained that invasions of the Cochin Chinese had several times prevented the arrival of their 
embassies in China. The Emperor sent an escort with the envoys and ordered the king Cochin 
China (Champa) (The name Cochin China was originally applied to Champa (Chan Cheng = city 
of Chan= Champapura, city of Champa). It moved southward with the Chams. Gradually it came 
to be applied to the territory, then the Annamites who occupied that territory, then southward 
with the Annamites) to withdraw his troops from Cambodian territory and leave his neighbour in 
peace. 

But we know from other sources that the Emperor’s letter was not sufficient to check the 
predatory instincts of the Chams; for, although embassies from Chenla arrived at the Chinese 
court in 1417 and 1419, an inscription dated 1421, in Cham language, carved on the pedestal of 
an image of Vishnu found at Bienhoa near Saigon (Old-ancient city of Khmer was Prey Nokor), 
says that the Cham king took possession of a Kingdom called Brah Kanda and , after numerous 
victories, returned to Champa that year and made several pious foundations with the booty he 
had taken from Kvir (Khmers).  The Nagaraja Brah Kanda of the inscription seems to have 
included the entire delta; for a recension of the Cambodian chronicle says the Chams and Indian 
(probably Malays, who from early times were associated with the Chams, whom they resemble. 
At this time, both were Mohammedans) seized many gold and silver Buddhas and attacked Catur 
Mukha (later, Phnom Penh); whereupon, king Gamkhat defeated them, recovered the loot and 
drove them out. This probably occurred about 1426 or shortly after, Gamkhat died in 1428. 

Wars between Angkor and Ayuthia, 1350-1430 

After 1350 the center of Tai attacks on Cambodia shifted from Sukhothai to Ayuthia. This was a 
great danger to Angkor because of the nearness of the new capital. From 1350 1430 wars 
between the two capitals were almost incessant. It must not be supposed that these campaigns 
were wholly one-side and that Angkor was always on the defensive. During all this period and 
even for a long time after the sack of Angkor 1430-1431, the Khmers held their own along the 
Chantaboun-Jolburi-Korat frontier, not too far from the present boundary, and Khmer armies 
often penetrated deep into Siamese territory. The documents show that less than ten years before 
the sack of Angkor, an ambitious Khmer king, while checking Cham inroads in the delta on the 
one hand, made repeated attempts on the other to reach the new Siamese capital,  not only by the 
Jolburi route, but also via the Mun valley in the north. 
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Perhaps a greater danger to Angkor lay in the character of the new Tai capital. Where Sukhothai 
was the centre of the Thai-a more vigorous but less advanced people than the Khmers and their 
sworn enemies-Ayuthia was the centre of the old Mon Kingdom of Louvo which with Dvaravati, 
formed part of Ramanyadesa, “the Mon country,” which had been the center of dispersal of 
Hinayanism in Southeast Asia from the half legendary Buddhaghosha, of the early centuries of 
the Christian era, to the new Singhalese cult which had recently been introduced into the Khmers 
in race, language, and culture; Khmer settlement had existed in the lower Menam valley for more 
than four centuries and that valley had been part of the Khmer Empire for from two and a half to  
three and a half centuries.12

But, in spite of the fact that the Siamese are said to have besieged the capital for seven months 
before capturing it, they do not seem to have come in force to occupy the country and they 
returned almost immediately to Ayuthia with the loot. The reign of the Siamese prince was short. 
Next year, Ponha Yat, who seems to have been the legitimate Cambodian claimants, had him 

 

The capture of Angkor by Ayuthia, 1430-1431 

Finally, in 1430, King Paramaraja, or Boroma-raja II of Ayuthia, invaded Cambodia and 
invested Angkor. After a siege of seven months, in which the Cambodian king, Dharmasoka 
(Thommo Soccarach) died and two Cambodian mandarins and two monks went over to the 
besieger, the city was taken and plundered (1431). The booty must have been enormous. The 
local chronicles and annals and the histories dependent on them speak of the statues and images 
taken to Ayuthia. Two pagodas were founded near Ayuthia in honor of the two renegade bonzes. 
Many prisoners were taken. The surviving notables fled to the provinces. The Siamese king put 
the crown on his son. Ento (Indrapath) (1431). The Cambodian crown prince, Ponha Yat, or Gam 
Yat, had the Siamese puppet assassinated and was himself crowned at Angkor Wat. But finding 
the old capital untenable, he moved his court to Basan, in the province of Srei Santhor, on the 
eastern side of the Mekong just above the forks. After remaining there only a year, he moved his 
capital again in 1434, this time to the hill (Phnom) at the Caturmukha (=four faces), at the 
junction of the Mekong and the Tonle Sap. 

The fall of Angkor 

It is the custom of historians in writing of the train of events which began with the siege, capture 
and sack of Angkor by the Siamese and ended in the removal of the capital to the other side of 
the Kingdom, to call this train of events the fall of Angkor. 

This writer believes it may now be considered as established that Angkor was captured but once 
during that period and that the date of the siege and capture was 1430-1431 and that of the 
abandonment of Angkor Thom as capital took place in 1432. 

                                                           
12 Lawrence Palmer Briggs: The Ancient Khmer Empire (1999) Pp.254-257 
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assassinated, drove out his supporters and seated himself on the throne at Angkor (1432). Almost 
immediately, he abandoned Angkor as capital and moved to the other side of Kingdom. 

Yet seeming transient and apparently innocuous train of events marks a great date in Cambodian 
history, the great date since the founding of the Khmer Empire in 802. The year 1431 was the 
most portentous date of the entire history of the Kambuja. It marks the fall of Angkor-definitive, 
complete, and irremediable.  

The fall of Angkor, on the other hand, marks the end of the definite type of culture which had 
characterized Ancient Cambodian civilization-the culture of magnificent monuments and 
marvellous sculptures, of Sanskrit inscriptions, poetic and beautiful. The Khmers left the world 
no system of administration, education, or ethics, like those of China; no literatures, religions, or 
systems of philosophy, like those of India; but here Oriental architecture and decoration reached 
its culminating point. This was the ancient Khmer’s contribution to civilization. And this was 
what fell when Angkor fell. 

Thus, the capture of Angkor and subsequent abandonment of that city as capital brought to an 
abrupt and definite close a period of decay. There has been much speculation as to what caused 
the downfall of this wonderful civilization. This misfortune is popularly attributed to the sack of 
the capital by the Siamese. The causes of the decline and fall of ancient Khmer civilization may 
be stated as follows: 

Loss of revenue 

The early conquest of the Tai-in the latter part of the thirteenth century-stripped the Cambodians 
of a large part of their Empire and, consequently, of their revenues. The inscription of Rama 
Khamheng, dated 1293, shows that monarch in possession of nearly all of present Siam and 
Laos, while the conquests of other Tai rulers reduced Khmer possessions to almost their present 
limits. Great monuments cannot be built without money or its equivalent. 

Loss of labor supply 

The liberation of the dependent Tai states had deprived Cambodia of a large part of its slave 
labor of captives and decorated by the spoils of some foreign country or a revolted province. 
Since the middle of the thirteenth century, Cambodia had been its own wealth and labor supply 
still further reduced by captives and spoils from its own cities carried off by Siamese, Cham, and 
Annamite raids.13

Finally the sack of Angkor ended the period of Classical Khmer civilization, beyond hope of 
restoration. This it did by two means: (a) it carried off the last remnant of the intelligentsia at a 
time when it could not be replaced. (b) The frequent Siamese raids and the sack of Angkor, 

 

                                                           
13 Lawrence Palmer Briggs: The Ancient Khmer Empire (1999) Pp.257-258 
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joined with growing desire for an escape from their condition, led the survivors to establish a 
new capital far from Angkor. These were the chief reasons for the decline and fall of ancient 
Khmer culture.14

 

 

                                                           
14 Lawrence Palmer Briggs: The Ancient Khmer Empire (1999) P.259 
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So the capture and sack of Angkor by the Siamese in 1430-1431, was really sufficient disaster to 
cause the end of the great Khmer civilization, as has often been stated in every book of Khmer 
History. The Malays had conquered their country in the eight century and held it in subjection 
for a period of a few years. Yet Jayavarman II won his independence from his suzerains and laid 
the foundation of the great Khmer Empire, not without resistance. The Chams had sacked their 
capital, killed their king, and conquered the country in the latter part of the twelfth century. Yet 
Jayavarman VII, after a struggle of four years, drove them out, mounted the throne, and in less 
than decades had sacked their capital, subjugated their country in its turn and annexed it, had 
pushed the boundaries of the country to their greatest limits, and had begun a building orgy never 
equalled by any other monarch in any country. 

It was the sack of Angkor by Siamese so much as its abandonment as capital that marked the end 
of the wonderful Khmer civilization. 

No one knows exactly what happened, but it appears that through the thirteenth and fourteenth 
centuries the spirit of the empire dissipated. The waterways were no longer properly tended, the 
barays began to leak, and the canals became cogged. Rice fields reverted to swamp or savannah, 
food production fell and so did the population. As the Siamese (Thais) expanded their kingdom 
to the West they began, with the encouragement of Kubla Khan to the north, to lay waste to 
Angkor. They annexed province after province and finally seized and sacked the capital itself. In 
1431 the Khmers were driven out; thousands were carried off to Siam as slaves. Conscious of the 
power of the waterworks, the Siamese destroyed them. They stripped the temples and palaces of 
their rich adornments; the gray stones were left naked to face an encroaching jungle. 

Unfortunately, whenever Siamese sacked and invaded Angkor Wat, they never left any Khmer 
document to Cambodians at all. They brought all kinds of documents with them back to 
Bangkok. Perhaps, they still keep those documents in their secret archives, or perhaps they 
already burnt them all. No one knows exactly what Thais are doing with those seized documents 
that are stolen from Cambodians. 

After the Fall of Angkor; why does Cambodia become a good sandwich on a silver plate between 
Siamese and Yuonese? Who are the present warmongers and landplunderers of Cambodians? 
Why did the Fall of Angkor of its greatest glorious zenith rapidly go down the drainage like that? 
Who secretly created Killing Fields in 1800-1845 and 1945 to present day in Khmer Krom, and 
in Kandal from 1975 to 1979 to brutally massacre more than 3 million innocent Cambodians, 
more than 460,000 live again from 1979 1991 in Cambodia like that? Who were behind the Gall 
Bladder harvesters? How many Khmer Rouge groups are there? How many Pol Pots are there?  
Who was Angkar Leu/Cap Tren? Who brutally forced Cambodian refugees back into Cambodia 
from 1975 to 1979?  Why are there so many and many Khmer refugees who are brutally 
dispersed to live everywhere on this planet so far so worse? Why are Cambodian lands getting 
shrank a little by little in the West “Siam” and in the East “Yuon” like that? Can the people in the 
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outside world consider “Siamese and Yuonese” as the “Two civilized Nations” on the dead 
bodies of Khmers who were brutally butchered in the name of protecting of a tiny present-
Cambodia? Who keep encroaching and plundering Cambodian lands so far so worse like that? 

 

 


