Acquiescence
(mm@fja@ﬁmsswm WnY)

It has been contended on behalf of Thailand that this communication of the maps by the
French authorities was, so to speak, ex parte, and that no formal acknowledgment of it was either
requested of, or given by, Thailand. In fact, as will be seen presently, an acknowledgment by
conduct was undoubtedly made in a very definite way; but even if it were otherwise, it is clear
that the circumstances were such as called for some reaction, within a reasonable period, on the
part of the Siamese authorities, if they wished to disagree with the map or had any serious
question to raise in regard to it. They did not do so, either then or for many years, and thereby
must be held to have acquiesced (Judgement of 15 June 1962, p.20, Case Concerning the
Temple of Preah Vihear, Cambodia v. Thailand).
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