
T
wo weeks before
he and his 21-year-
old son were shot
dead, Cambodian
journalist Khim
Sambo reported
on a not-
uncommon topic
in opposition-
affiliated

newspapers. When gamblers from
the upper echelons of the ruling
Cambodia People’s Party (CPP),
accompanied by armed bodyguards
or police, have prolonged losing
streaks, it sometimes erupts in anger
and even violence. 

“When they lose, and cannot
borrow more from the casino, they
arrest the casino owners,” he wrote
under one of his numerous
pseudonyms, Srey Ka, in the June
28-29 weekend edition of the daily
Khmer Conscience, which is affiliated
with the opposition Sam Rainsy
Party (SRP). 

However, Khim Sambo – whose
own anger needed to be “toned
down”, according to a former
colleague – went further than most,
mocking the behaviour of a senior
police officer described by many as
“one of the most dangerous men in
Cambodia”. 

He reported on an incident that
allegedly occurred – SRP
newspapers are often accused of
fabrication or exaggeration – on
June 25 at a casino complex at a
border crossing with Vietnam in the
town of Bavat in Svay Rieng
province. 

After losing his shirt at Le Macau
Casino and Hotel, the officer
borrowed from the casino, lost that,
borrowed more – and lost again.
When the casino manager refused to
lend any more, he had him arrested
by the junior officers accompanying
him, Khim Sambo reported.

He went further, describing how
the officer stacked the deck: “When
he loses US$100,000, the casino
returns US$50,000. But he plays
until losing the returned money, and
demands to borrow more. If any
casino owner dares to say ‘no’, he
threatens to arrest him.” 

Khim Sambo did not identify the
officer by name but dropped
enough hints so that when he
concluded his report by stating
“there is no need to name [the CPP
gamblers] because everyone in
Cambodia knows who they are”, he
assumed readers would be able to
identify the officer, a source said.

“He did not think he had put
himself in danger because he did not
identify the officer by name,” the
source said on condition of
anonymity. Several others – all of
whom requested anonymity, citing
concern for personal security – said
that Khim Sambo was writing about
Cambodian National Police
Commissioner Hok Lundy. 

The former governor of Svay
Rieng province has been at the top
of Cambodia’s police force since
1994. “There is hardly anyone in
Cambodia who has shown more
contempt for the rule of law than
Hok Lundy,” Human Rights Watch
has said. He “represents the
absolute worst Cambodia has to
offer”, it said. 

“We believe the killing is related
to that article,” Son Chhay, the whip
of the opposition Sam Rainsy Party
claimed, though he declined to
identify the subject of the article. 

The editor of Khmer Conscience,
Dam Sith, who had been jailed on
defamation charges in June, said he
knew nothing about the article when
interviewed by phone last Thursday. 

That day, he was interviewed by
one of the two agents from
America’s FBI, said to be

“supporting” their Cambodian
counterparts in the investigation.

“I told them I don’t know
anything about who is behind the
killing, and that I hope they find who
it is,” he said.

Chan Soveth, a programme
officer at the Cambodian Human
Rights and Development
Association, warned that “if the FBI
cannot work independently [their
assistance] is just a political game”. 

He arrived at the scene of the
double homicide about 30 minutes
after it occurred at about 6.30pm on
July 11and has been investigating
ever since. He fears the police are
protecting the perpetrators rather
than trying to solve the crime. 

Khim Sambo, 47, bled to death
on the side of a busy street in central
Phnom Penh, minutes after being
shot twice in the back while riding a
motorcycle driven by his son Khat
Sarinpheata. The young man died
the next day in a Phnom Penh

hospital, after being shot twice while
cradling his dying father, said Chan
Soveth. 

The killers, two men on a
motorbike who approached Khim
Sambo and his son from behind,
were probably hired assassins, he
said, pointing out that they used a
K-49 pistol with a silencer.

“They had no fear of being
arrested. They weren’t wearing
helmets and made no attempt to
disguise their identity. They acted
like they were under protection,”
Chan Soveth said. 

When he arrived at the scene, he
was able to gather information from
bystanders but, when he returned
the following morning, no one
would speak to him, he said. Silence
permeates human rights groups in
Cambodia. When asked who he
thought was behind the killing,
Chan Soveth declined to answer. “I
want to continue living in
Cambodia,” he said. 

He believes the murders were
intended to create an atmosphere of
fear ahead of the July general
election, which the CPP won by a
landslide. This view was widely
promoted by Cambodian and
international human rights groups
who expressed outrage following the
killing. 

But SRP whip Son Chhay
disputes that there was any link
between the killings and the
election. “It was not a political
killing,” he said. “There was no order
from the top of the CPP,” he said.
“[Prime Minister] Hun Sen does not
know who is behind the killings. If
Hun Sen knew who was behind the
killings, the FBI would not have been
allowed to join the investigation.” 

He added: “The FBI has been
allowed in because the CPP believes
they will be unable to find evidence
of government involvement,”
though he in no way suggests that
the CPP has turned benevolent.

“Their behaviour, their
totalitarian thinking is very much
like the Khmer Rouge. Either you
support the CPP or you are an
enemy of the state. Killing
opposition members is acceptable,”
he said. 

Son Chhay and Chan Soveth said
they feared that the FBI was likely to
be used by the Cambodian police to
provide a veneer of legitimacy to
what the latter described as a “sham
investigation”.

Son Chhay noted: “They have
this great ability to manipulate the
international community and they
will manipulate the FBI to make sure
nothing happens [with the
investigation].” 

This is already happening, he
said, pointing to a police statement

published in the Cambodia Daily
this month quoting Phnom Penh’s
police commissioner as saying that
an “FBI official had agreed that the
killings were motivated by someone
seeking revenge against the
journalist’s son”. 

Senior police officers have
suggested that the target of the
killers was not Khim Sambo but his
son. 

In his initial report into the crime,
Chan Soveth found no evidence that
either the father or the son were
involved in a personal dispute that
could have led to their murders. 

US embassy spokesman John
Johnson said he was aware that
some human rights investigators
had accused the local police of a
cover-up. Because the investigation
was ongoing, he said, he could not
comment on the details of the case. 

The FBI agents were playing a
“purely supportive” role in the
investigation at the invitation of the
interior ministry, he said. Besides
two investigators, who arrived on
September 14, a forensic artist had
arrived last week to assist local
police with a sketch of the assailants,
he added. 

One day after meeting the FBI
agents, Phnom Penh deputy police
chief Hy Prou, who is in charge of
the investigation, said there were no

leads on a suspect and that the
complexities of the case made
investigating it difficult. 

However, the fact that editor
Dam Sith was interviewed for the
first time after the FBI agents arrived
could signal that the bureau is
nudging the Cambodian police in a
new direction – towards the articles
Khim Sambo wrote before he was
killed. 

In an interview at his home last
Saturday, Dam Sith said that one of
the questions asked by the FBI
agent, who was accompanied by a
translator from the US embassy and
two Cambodian officers, concerned
the kind of articles Khim Sambo had
written for him. He said he replied:
“A lot of articles about different
things.” 

Dam Sith is a father with three
young children. Since Khim
Sambo’s killing he does not leave his
home unless he has to. He looked
like he had not slept in weeks and
was in a highly nervous state.

In 2006, Hok Lundy was denied a
US visa due to allegations that he
was involved in drug and human
trafficking. The following month,
however, the FBI awarded him a
medal for his efforts in fighting
terrorism. In April last year, he was
finally granted a US visa, to attend a
counterterrorism workshop. 
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The circumstances surrounding journalist
Khim Sambo’s murder point to official
involvement, writes Vincent MacIsaac

They had no fear of
being arrested. They
weren’t wearing
helmets and made no
attempt to disguise
their identity
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Chan Soveth, of the Cambodian Human
Rights and Development Association

In cold blood
A woman prays in front of a portrait of journalist Khim Sambo, who was murdered along with his son in a Phnom Penh street on July 11. Police, who are being aided by the FBI, say they have no suspects in the case. Photo: AFP

CAMBODIA
Crime

The Indian government’s campaign
to curb smoking has spilled over into
a very public spat between a
crusading minister and Bollywood’s
reigning superstar. 

From yesterday, a new law bans
smoking in public places, including
bars and restaurants. In his zeal to
wean smokers off the habit – which
kills more people in India than in
any other country – Health Minister
Anbumani Ramadoss has targeted
chain-smoking actor Shah Rukh
Khan. 

“The clash between the politician
and the film hero throws a spotlight
on the landmark Prohibition of
Smoking in Public Places Rules,
2008, which empowers state-
appointed watchdogs for the first
time to slap fines ranging from 200
to 1,000 rupees (HK$32 to HK$160)
for lighting up virtually anywhere
except parks, roads and homes,”
said columnist Rajat Roy.

“Khan is known for his addiction
to cigarettes in real life as well as
smoking scenes in many a super-hit
film. So targeting one of India’s most
high-profile smokers makes a lot of
sense.”

Mr Ramadoss has ordered a non-
governmental organisation in
Mumbai to bombard the actor’s
palatial house daily with pamphlets

highlighting the effects of cigarettes.
The minister has also instructed the
NGO to flood the actor’s wife and
son with letters and e-mails warning
them about the threat nicotine
poses to his health.

“Shah Rukh must stop smoking
both on and off screen because our
studies show that popular actors
and actresses exercise a big
influence on teenagers and youths
of both sexes. He is a role model for
the young generation, which is
increasingly getting addicted to
cigarettes. I expect him to kick the
habit for the sake of the country,”
says Mr Ramadoss who boasts that
he is waging a war against smoking.

“While I appreciate the minister’s
concern, I do not like anyone telling
me what to do and what not to do,”
an unfazed Khan retorted.

“I will quit smoking if I decide to.
I might give up smoking – and I
might not. I’m fully aware of the
consequences of inhaling nicotine.
But it’s a personal issue between me,
my family and my doctor, and I
thoroughly disapprove of it being
made a public issue.”

The acclaimed actor – who has

featured in more than 100 smoking
scenes since 1991and tops a recent
list of Bollywood’s “serial offenders”
compiled by the World Health
Organisation – is even more critical
of the minister’s attempts to ban
smoking scenes in films and
television serials.

“Contrary to claims, films do not
glorify murder, rape, robbery or
smoking and drinking. These
negative aspects are depicted
because they are a reality. Films
reflect what’s happening around us.
So cinema can’t portray only good
things as everyday life is a mix of the
good and the bad.”

Mr Ramadoss refuses to buy the
argument. “India has the highest
number of smokers who get
addicted between the age of 13 and
15 in South Asia,” he says. “And the
biggest culprits are films and
superstars. Tragically, more and
more youngsters and women are

using tobacco because films glorify
smoking. Some 15 million Indians go
to the movies every day. So one can
imagine the magnitude of the
incitement.

“Our data shows that 52 per cent
of children smoked their first
cigarette under the influence of film
celebrities.” 

Besides Khan, Mr Ramadoss has
also attacked former Bollywood
superstar Amitabh Bachchan for
popularising what he derisively calls
“the cancer stick”.

The minister, whose campaign is
reportedly backed by India’s teetotal
prime minister, Manmohan Singh,
and ruling Congress Party president
Sonia Gandhi, says that the new
legislation and targeting
Bollywood’s smoking stars are in the
public interest because 1million
Indians die annually from smoking-
related diseases.

The latest National Family
Health Survey shows that 33 per
cent of men across India aged 15 to
49 are smokers. In urban areas, 31
per cent of women in the same age
bracket are addicted to cigarettes.
The trend is particularly alarming
because, in 1995, only 10 per cent of
women smoked.

His drive, Mr Ramadoss insists,
also makes economic sense: while
the tobacco industry is worth 350
billion rupees, the government is

forced to spend 360 billion rupees
annually on treating and preventing
tobacco-related diseases.

As of yesterday, anyone lighting
up in government and private
buildings, including workplaces,
cafes, restaurants, schools, hotels,
pubs, discos, stadiums, railway
stations, airports, hospitals and bus
stands, will be fined.

The new law also bans matches,
lighters and ashtrays from public
spaces. However, airports, hotels
with more than 30 rooms and
restaurants seating more than 30
diners, are permitted to have a
smoking bay.

“We have excluded roads and
parks from the list of no-smoking
zones although, strictly speaking,
they are public places. Homes, too,
are exempted but I expect smokers
to seek the permission of their
spouse and children before lighting

up in their residence,” Mr Ramadoss
said.

A survey conducted five days
before the clampdown by Mumbai’s
Healis Sekhsaria Institute of Public
Health showed that 92 per cent of
respondents in the four largest cities
– Mumbai, New Delhi, Calcutta and
Chennai – are in favour of smoke-
free public spaces and workplaces,
while 99 per cent want smoke-free
restaurants.

“The public evidently can’t wait
for the implementation of the new
law, whose prime objective is to
protect non-smokers from second-
hand smoke,” said Monika Arora,
convenor of the Advocacy Forum for
Tobacco Control, an NGO fighting
for tougher anti-smoking
regulations.

But the tobacco and hotel
industries are up in arms against the
new law and are apparently

planning to sue the government in
the Supreme Court. An Indian
Tobacco Company spokesman said
that the ban on smoking in
workplaces could be easily
challenged because it includes
private offices like a lawyer’s
chamber or a painter’s studio.

Similarly, the Indian Hotels
Association has objected to the
banning of matchboxes and lighters
in restaurants. 

“I would not be able to organise a
candlelit dinner. I cannot even use
matchboxes if there is a power cut,”
complained one association
spokesman. 

But Ms Arora says that the
hospitality industry had no reason to
worry. She cited research from
Australia, Canada and the US that
shows anti-smoking legislation had
no negative impact on sales,
revenues or employment in
restaurants, bars and hotels in the
long run.

Mr Ramadoss has also read the
riot act to powerful politicians. 

He told a TV channel that
Buddhadev Bhattacharya, West
Bengal’s chain-smoking chief
minister, should not light up in
Writer’s Building, the administrative
headquarters of the state
government. Mr Bhattacharya
remains defiant, saying he has no
plans to quit smoking.

No butts as anti-smoking
minister targets Bollywood star 

Yongsters are getting
addicted to cigarettes.
I expect Khan to kick
the habit for the sake
of the country 
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Anbumani Ramadoss, health minister

Bollywood heartthrob Shah Rukh Khan, who has featured in more than 100
smoking scenes since 1991, says his smoking is a personal matter. Photo: AFP
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