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© ABSTRACT

Thls study is an atbempt to establlsh the

Z'nature of the Buddhlst scu]pture found in Sumatra,

Penlnsular Malay81a and Penlnsular Thalland From this,

flb is, hoped that ‘new 11ght w1ll be thrown on- the4>
' q“relatlonshlps between Palembang, the assumed capltal
Lc'of Sr1v13ayan Emplre, and other areas, the consequent’~'
:effects upon the flucutablons of power of Palembang over
;other areas, and the role of Palembang as a source for L

=fMahayana Buddhlsm expans1on in South East AS1a.,

The heS1s 1s d1v1ded 1nto seven chapters.

lifIn Lhe flrst chapter, the alm of bhe study is seb. out,v
h 1bh ﬁ survey of past WOrk on Srlvlaaya and flnally the

' 5approach to be undertaken.~ 0

The second chapter is. a survey or Lhe topographyf ':Q’:

Qand archaeology of the slbes from where the sculptures

'ilocal workshops produ01ng Buddhlst 1mages in. compos1te
fyforms of style, trdces thelr orlglns.FaiThe fourth chapter;‘
“;.1s the sbudy of. Lhe oldest Avalokltegvara 1mage in- the

' ‘E;Sr1VlJayan Emp1re.~ The flfth chapter establlshes the
| ;beglnnlngs of" the styllstlc relatlonshlps bebween Palem—
fbang and the Penlnsula whlch culmlnate 1n the productlon .

:of masterpleces, such as those found 1n Jalya, that may

be dated to _the mlddle of the 9uh century A D. 'In this ;

I;chapter too Lhe 51gnlrlcance of the AValoklteévara 1mages

'Wlth tlger symbols are dlscussed.vf The 51xth chapter deals

o.w1th images Wthh were 1nfluenced By Indo—Javanese and
‘-}’later by Cola art and con81ders thelr 1mpllcatlons.

~ mhe arguments are 1llustrated and supported by ;’
photographs, maps and plans. ' :

lffwerc found whlle tho thrd chapter dlSOuSSGS the r1se of .
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THE PROBLEMS OF THE 'NATURE OF SRIVIJAYA‘

The . present study is concerned with a. connected :

account of the artlstlc aspeot of the Sr1V1Jayan ‘Empire.

fMy alm is Lo present 1t as a. contrlbutlon to the knowledge

of Sr1v13aya, 155 hlstory and art. Tt is hoped that,lt

w111 elucidate further the shadowy nature of the empire,

ftﬁé’dominant‘mafitimeypower'of’Souﬁh East -Asia for more

'tﬁan five hundréd yearé,fwhoSé.maritime.ﬁraditions, accor4'  
v diﬁé“to some écholafsl-who¥§elieve in the continuity of N
-Malay history, were 1nher1tcd by Malacca,'a great emporlum-  »
'Aand centre of polltloal influence: . Accordlng to the o

1 Malay analyst of Segarah Melayu, the raaas of Malacoa

2 .

.were ‘the helrs of Sr1v1aaya..

Prior to 1918,_the-name 'Srivijayd' was unkinown. .

.6 ‘modern scholarship, and there.wasiﬁo agreément among

:"scholars on the proclse meanlng of the T ang Shlh—ll fO—Shlh.,,

.Bl&gden, for 1nstance, asserted that it was the name of a

'klng and not a klngdom.5 He says that, 'brl‘w1aaja,_

ruler of a country named Parawls «..° The T'ang trans-—

.erptlon was incorrectly restored into Sanskrit as

Sfithja,4 but in 19185 Proféssor Coedés, who examined

the Sr1v1aayan inscription found at Jalya,B\eStablished

-that bhe correct transcrlptlon should be r;ylaayg' and
_not‘?Srlbthm , and ‘that it was a nﬂme of an empire.

~This empire‘began as a klngdom, presumably, in the second

half of the Tth century A.D. in South eqstern oumatra and

rose 1pto a great oommerolal power, galnlng the 'commerolal

| hegemony of- South Fast A51a after pursulng a policy of




%_1lshed 1tself 1n Yedah.

“that Kalah~bar was part of. the emplre.

:flnally Lamurl would r@presenh the- 11m1t on the ﬂorth-

.; .7

.1é2§anéibni By the last quarter of +the Sth oentury A D.
,”;1ts presence was felt as far north as the Bay of Bandon
_iln the Pen1nsula8 after 1t had aoqulred power over the 7
mbl"al‘bs of Malacca. | The Ghlnese, in 742 A.D. quoted. the

.. emplire as ‘... a double klngdom and thc Lwo parts have

9

Barus in Lhe northern half
10

Separate admlnlsbratlons'

of Sumatra was belleved to De the 'western kln@dom-.

~“Before this event took Dlace, Sr1v1gaya had already estabw‘

1; The 11m1t of Sr1v1aayan sphere

A;of 1nf1ueuce on the west ooast of the Penlnsula is ref—
1fleoted in Arab records in the nlnth and tenth centurles.;«‘gﬁ?

f*The merchant, . zman, as generally belleved, records

12 . Although

,‘scholars do not agree on tne exact locatlon of Kalah—bar, :,g¥k'
“there is strong archaeolo@1cal ev1dence whlch suggests N
S' f;that Takuapa town, on the westevn 51de of the lbthmus of e
“i?-ilKra on the Penansula, is the entrepot as descrlbed by theAfﬂi;*w5
:Arabs 1n thelr records. Thus, it is not 1mpert1nent to -
vfsuggest that Kalah—bar was 51tuated where Takuapa town 1s.13k79ﬁi
'Hf'Ignorlng the fluctuatlons of. Sr1v1gayan oontrol over 1tsv‘
ngfterrltorles, bhe max1mum llmlb of 1ts sphere of polltlcal j
 f;1nfluence on the east coasL OL the Penlnsula would be .
: Jalya and ons the west coast would be Takuapa town whlle

 fon the Jsland of Sumatra would be the bunda Stralts as .

e attested by the Sr1v1aayan 1nscrlptlon from Lampun and LT

;:The Sr1v1gayan DOSS@SSlOﬁS would 1nclude the numerous ‘

Alslands south of the Penlnsula and off the shore of the i

‘east coast of Sumatra.. Mas udl in the tenth century says

wwestern tlp of Sumatra whlch was menbloned by Chau Ju~kua.;4;””ﬁi




o work"Le hovaume de Cr1v1aaya'

a5

qlthab 1t needed two years in a faet salllng boat to VlSlE
‘fall the. ruler 5 1Slands.;5? |
W1th the eXlstence of Sr1v1gaya, a number of
‘problems emerge. _ A number of Scholdrs, 1nclud1ng
:Profeesor Coedea himself, u51ng dlfferent v1ews of
v‘approach have offered thelr contrlbutlons towards the
Asolutlon of Lhese problems. The flrsb problem ‘which

“eoncerned these Seholars was the 1dent1£¢catlon of thls

Templre 1n rcferences to 1L, contalned 1n_Arab;c,_Qh1neee_

and South Tast A51an llteratures. " Rehaudoﬁjih;l718 '

brought to llght a name 'éag ge' 16

Arabic text of 851 called *Ahbar-as-Sin wa"l;ﬂiﬁd'
‘Scholars worklng on Chlnese wrltlngs came across Chlnese

toponyms, Shlh—llmfo Shlh of I‘TSlng and: San—fo ch i of

;[the 5ung aﬂd Mln f Varlous tranecrlptlons were 1nvented;

when‘he‘t?enslated»an LT

~51Ferrand in 1022 1dent1f1ed ‘ZaE with brlv1gaya,l7 and )

- ;;Magumdar says,;'It is qu1te clear that 'Zabag was ori-

?‘glnally a dlfferent klngdom~e and.. had extended 1te

: authorlty over Sr1v1aaya at 1east as edrly as loth oenw"

,18

wbury A D and he locates 1t 1n the Penlnsula, taat 15,'

b ngor. IL is, however, WrOﬂg to lnfer thqt the Arebs AR

,Q»eon51der 'Zabage' a klngdom or an emplre.H T prefer to

equate 'Zab—ﬁ_ Wlth a geographLCal area which Prefessor ‘Li 2”'

”rcoedes rlghtly p01nts out o be the whole of Malaya'ﬁig

1nclud1ng Sumatra.lg - The- 1denb1flcatlon of the Chlnesel_ﬂi'

1,toponyms 01 Shlh—ll~f0—8hlh and Sanmfo Ch‘l wae establlshed

_ 1n 1918 by George Coedes, who proved beyond doubt the

'Q ex1stence of an emplre called Srlwlaaya 1n hlS classme j;.?ﬂ

20, :

‘;*earller etand when he says,l"IL seems now hlghly probable

Blavden reverses hlS




‘history of Srivijaya before his death in 1945,

W'ig;vllj

thab Srivijaya was not the namefof_thé'king who set up

that‘kingdom but rathér of his kihgdom;“El - In 1919,

Prbfessdr?Krom notéd that, "On particular points we may

:have dlfferences W1th Ooedes, but lb cannot be galnsald

uthat he has seb before our eyes Sr1~Vlaaya Palembang as

the . Greab Power. of the Archlpelago ‘from the 7th century

*A A.D. “22 And.- 1n 1922, Ferrand reallslng that much of
‘5r1v13aya was stlll unknown and that he found no 1nd1—

’cablon of it 1n ‘the dlctlonarles and ﬂeography or hlstory

was confldent that orlbatal texts would prov1de 1nfor—

matlon for hlstorlans to’ reconstruot Lhe history; he

',_presented a?collectlon om-amnotated texts bedrlng on the

22,

The suddenness and 1ateness of the appearance

of the emplre and 1ts rapld expansion moblvated Professor
24 '

'Wolters to explore 1ts origins.” - He realises that

Professor Krom 825 work and Van Teur! 526 work on the
orlglns of br1v1aaya, important though they are, do not

contaln enough evmdence and leave notable gaps. To

~fsupp1°ment the ev1denoe, Professor Wolbters in his work,

hanly Indon631an Commerce suggests the 90551b111ﬁy of

Indon651an productsLbelng,substltuted for the western

jAsién‘produde, and hé:also suggests the possibility of

the Indonesians taking on active part in the 'Powssﬁ':trade{

‘With the use of ancient texts he was able to disclose a

’ ﬁattern of informatioﬂ*which is consistent with the way

marltlme trade was developlng in the 5th and 6th centur les.;J_“%

A D., ‘when it was prlmarlly a trade between China- énd

27

Western Asia and not between China and Indon651a.

fhis is a very signifiCant'and unique contribution, din the




}1315 the urbanlsed SLte at Kota Chlna.

A number of Han dyﬂasty oeramlcs

B }m1581on from "Malayu" o China:

sense- that, 1t GXplalﬁS why only in Lhe 4th century A, D.iﬁ‘¥ﬁ5;iﬁg

”that urbanlsed soc1etles' began to- be present 1n uumaﬁra, ;;

 ;wh11e the malnland South East A81a, accordlno Lo Chlnese « “"”

| ;;lfas well as archaeologlcal sources, possessed Indlanlsed A
jklngdoms such as. OG—EO 1n South Vletnam (End-)rd cen—‘zxv

jt:ux-les A.D. ), U—-Thong and Ghansen in Gentral Thailand .

(lst Brd centurles A D ) - The most conclu31ve ev1dence

'E€£0r~the etlsﬁence of Pre—Sr1v1Jayan settlement in Sumatra :;; ;§;;

29 }

On the ev1dence

‘gof premT ang comns 1b could be 1nferred Lhat the 51te _}fui'f”<7

7 haa an urbanlsed soclety as early as pre—Sung. Although;ﬁfﬁig

50 had been found 1n Lhe -

lareas nedr bhe Sunda Stralts, we could not say w1bh cer—;

';?1ta1nty thab earller settlements “could be found in bumabra.k:fs‘“iu

The problems of Lhe 1ocatlon of bhe capltal of

ﬁSflVlgaya ana the relatlonshxp between Sr1v1gaya and the B

ukSallendra provoke a serles of dlSCUSSlOHS dmong scholars.‘f

I Tslng, the Buddhlst pllgrlm, was the fler o leave a

récord. of Srlylgaya when he. stopped there, on:his way. to f??‘ﬂ

-Tndid“in 671'AHD.51' “His mysterlous sbatement,}“that

Malayu st now’ SerlJaYa"Bg caﬂ e 1nterpreted in ﬁwo ways-}ff

thher,““Malayu at the present becomes Sr1v13aya“ or._

&"Malayu is. “the presenﬁ Sr1v1aaya” - The locatlon of
“;? Malayu may have been, orlglnally, Jambl and Palembang,A

>_ Sejarah Melayu records ‘that: the north of rlvulet Latang, 1 'jg @;

:A‘”near Palembaag, 15 the Malayu Rlver.Ej» The 644 A D.~"

B,

may have meant that

~¢Jamb1 and Palemban@ were under one rule but. the capltal

.was aﬁngmblm Not long afterwards Palembang beoame




‘He has been strongly supported by Thal scholars.

18,

]powerful and Look the Aame br1v13aya for its klngdom.>
‘This must have. taken place between T T31ng s in 671 A. D.-
 and Malayu' s mission in 644 A D.. The power.- of Malayu—
.»~Jamb1 must have been dlmmed by the rlslng power of
' $r1v13aya and as stated by I T51ng, "Malayu" whlch may
Ahave meant Jambl, became a part of" br1v1aaya.ff¥Thé“
' capltal of ar1VlJaya in Malay tradltlon must have ‘been.
 7near Buklt beguntang, thelr Mahameru. But later w1th
- the decllne 01 Serlaaya s power at ?a]embang, Jambl

,beoame promlnenb agaln. Thls took place durlng the i

56

'perlod'1070—1082 A, D.55 'The Nagara—Kertagama men—‘

tloned that Jamb1 and Palembaug belonged to "Malayu"

’Geographlcally, wé can say that "Malayu“ states comprlsed

Palembang, Jambl, Mlnagkabau and Dharmasrya.§7

Most scholars agree that Jambi was once oalled

L"Malayu" howevor, not many scholars believe that the
jseat of.powsr of I T51ng S'Sr1v1aaya, flrst, at a place
~on the south-eaSterﬁ boast‘offthe Peninsula, then'at o

= Kampar, on Ehe east. coast of uumatra and flnally thlsa

Capltal moved to Palembang.as_ Dr Quarltch—Wales on the BT

other hand locates the capltal at Jalya whlch later

moved to ngor on the bagls of "SerlJayan art type" 59
40 '

Poerbataaraka in 1952 in hlS 1nterpretatlon of Kedukan

Buklt 1nscr1pblon, proposed that a Mlnangkabau oh1ef,<

- who after a stay at Jambl contlnued to Palombang and

establlshed hlmself there and founded a kingdon whlch he
called 5r1v1aaya. : In splte of dlfferences in opinions

amongKSéholars over the.lqcatlon of I Tsing's Srivijaya,




_Sr1v13aya orlglnated in Palembanb.a.

A most Scholars are under the 1mpr8551on that the soat of
7the emplre w1thout any doubt was: at Palembang, after 700
”A D. - Professoeroedes in 1956 CIlthally rev1ewed

,Dr Quarltch—wales' bheory and strongly suggested that

the seat of Lhe emplre cannot “be anywhere else but

,Palembang.42 And he flnds strong support from Professor
,WOlters who finds a great con51stonce between eplgraphlo

‘zevrdence-and I T81ng s record to oonflrm the theory that

43

A ueed arlses to explaln the polltlcal relatlon~

to the study of Jalya 1nsor1ptlon, face B, by Professor_
Coedes in 1018 Pr01essor Krom 1n 1919 proposed a

Sumabran perlod in- Javanese Hlstory. Professor Krom 8

' theory is based on . the bellef Lhat the rdentlty of the
“ballendra of 1nscr1ptlon, face B, w1th the klng of
';Sr1V1Jaya of face A of. Lhe 1nscr1ptlon are the same aad
'1hence from the beglnalng tho rulers of Sr1v1aaya were
~5a11endras. ‘ Ths Kalasan 1nsor1ptlon of Java of 778 A D ;

;and the Keluruk 1nscrlptlon of 78°-A ZD.45 also-mentlon

Sallendra. - Agaln thls dynasty is mentloned 1n the
Halanda 1nsor1ptlon of Blhar.%@ It was dated 860 A D.
and here the ruler of Sumabra is- mentloned as a. desoen-

‘dent of the Sallendra. Scholars have studled thls

;jproblem from two aspects, -flrstly 1ts origins and

.secondly the . llﬂk between aaVa and Sumatra.~ Tﬁevorigins
of the Sallendra have been stualea wrth 1nconcluslve
results. leananda Sastr1k7 suggests that the uallen@ras

were the 1mm1grants from Kallnga or Southern 1n&ra.

.'R C FaaumdarqB on uhe other hand. believes that the -

shlp between 6r1v13aya and. the Sallendra. As a reactlon ,.‘




’Cakravatln which Sallendra symbollses.

20, .

.Sailendrés camé from Kalinga, spread their power through

‘ Lower Burma to the Penlnsula.x 'Pfofeesor Goedésq9 tracee

the tltle to early Funan 1n Indo China. But Przylusgle

'belleves that under Mahdyana Buddhlsm, the delty Slva was

.confounded w1th Buddha dnd thus the title Sallendra was‘

evolved 50 Tt lS clear,- however, that there 1s no ev1-

dence dlreotly oonnectlnv W1th any known dynastles in

'kallnga, South Indla or Funan, but it is connected w1th

Lhe worship. of 8iva and the polltlcal concept of
51

.the llnk between the Sallendra of Java and of oumatra

had.been eetabllshed. IL is belleved that a member of

 7ﬁhlS dynasty,'expellea from Java about 856 A, D estabm~

PR
llehed hlmself, probably shortly afterwards, in Sumatra.Jgf

_Presumably bhere was some. form of marrlaae alllancos bet»g

ween Java and Sumatra rullng families as 1nd1cated by
the Nalaada 1nsorlpt10n. . This, however; was a eommon

form of polltlcal dlplomacy 1n South Eaet ASlan hletory.,

"1L was for 1nstance characterlsblc of the Malacca Sul-

tanate.if It 1s not 1mp0881ble for an expelled mémber of

_the Sallendra dynasty of Java to Ilnd hlmself acceptod as -

a’ ruler of Sr1v1gayd at: Palembang.

The permanency of Palembang as-a. Seab of power-

5%

of the emplre has been doubted by Professor. Wolters.

. The statement from Sun g hlh that the klng of “San—fo ch'

.:lS styled Chaﬂ pel“B. and Chou~ohu—f01 S wrltlng in 1178

whlch stated that in 1079*A D. the klngdom"OL SanAfo—ch i,

jsent an envoy of Oh n-pei to brlng Lrlbute, were 1nferred

by some soholars as records for uhe Lransfer of capltal.

Aggggzggi was recognlsed by Groeneveldt as the transcrlptlon o

The- natu?e of L




’the oapltal of Sr1v1aava in the eleventh centurv.-

Cel.

for Jambl and, therefore, bhe new capltal of Sr1V1Jayé
‘{owas at Jambl._ letb and Rockhlll55 ln 1911 con51dered
~that the transfer Look place afber Lbe Javauese conquest

“of Palemban@ in 1577.» In Lhelr'conclu51on they 1gnored-'ﬁ
‘the fact that ddmbl sent a m15810n to Chlna 1n 1079 and ff'?
‘1082 but book into &ccount the 1aot thab Chau Junkua .

mentloned Pa-lln—feng was still a- dpendency of San_fo ch 1.5?

The etaot date of. bhe transfer of the oapltal were only

con51dered by Professor WOlters in his work, A note on -

57

"The Sr1v1aayan ruler= Dlwakara,s_ had a Ta01st temple dp e
,vCanton repalred accordlng Lo the Sr1v1gayan lnscrlpblon
AOf Canton in 1079 f Dlwakara-was not the same person as .

the Tamll ruler Kulottunga I, who became klng in lO?O -

o A D.59 “Tn 107 also a m1851on from Jambi came to the'
'oourtloftohlna. Trom_the tlme'of-thls mission there.was)f:' e
- no more conmunlcatlon b@tween Palembang or Jambl w1th
Chlna tlll 1082 when another m1851on rrom. Jambl was recor-¥.:
:ded by the Chlnese who this tlme recelved the m1381on mucho 
'Amore graolously than the 1ast m1681on.60£ This was a‘51gf§;§u“
‘nlfloant event in terms of relatlonshlps between Jambl ;
and Palembang, since: 1L establlshed the fact that from
1082 onwards the. focus of power of the Sr1v1aayan Emplre
i wad now shifted to Jambi. - “he olroumstancos for this
”‘tranSfer could'nOt be attributed*to-the Oola 1nterventlon.
~in the affalrs of Sr1v133ya 1n the 1lth century A.D. but

rather to the event that took olace in Southern Sumatra

1n 1079 1082 perlod.C After 1082, the Chlnese resumed

- the userof the name'San—fo—ch'l; whloh'thoy had been -  ->
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~ and 11th oenturles A.D.r

,wdfk on The fall df'Srivijaya in the Malay History.
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Cfamiliar with'sincé the beginning of the Sung dynasty and

which Professor dqedés had establishédfas the same name

'f:ﬁas:the T'ang Shih-li-fo-shih, and not Jambi any‘mdfe.

Important though these studles are, they still

fleave us with a number of problemb before we can define

‘w;th certainty what the_term~"8r1v1aaya“ really meant.

A need still remainsxfor‘us‘ﬁo look into such questions

. asathe;degreé of Srivijayan control, the fluctuations of
- its power and itSvCulturél iﬁﬁactton the various parts of

tits emplre and’ also on any other area whlch 5r1v1aaya

was. in contact - The - most reoent contrlbutlon and the

;most 81gnlflcant 1n the study of Sr1v13ayan external
'“relatlonshlps w1th other powers 1s Proxessor Paranav1taha 's
»lstudy of -the relatlonshlps between Sr1v1aaya and Jdava

l‘and partlcularly very penetratlng 1n hls analy51s of

,Sr1v13ayan and Cola belllgerent relatlonshlps 1n the 10th

62 As far as the- 1nternal problems

'of the'empire_we havé at our dispdsal Professor Wolters'
e 63

ZHere,‘hefgave‘us ﬁhrée types of territories of Srivijaya,

an emplre, made up of qua81~1ndependent POWErsS, whlch

JJSr1v13aya had to contaln. To some degree this study '

'5prov1des us W1th a sample of what Srivijaya was;and also

the 1lst of the~component parts, but fails +to ewplaln the

cultural impact Sr1v1aaya ever had over these qua51—

1ﬂdependentwcenbres1- We do not know Why each arga.was

| subjugated by_Sfiviﬁaya and this is particularly_important,

especially for Kedah. To fill the gaps, it is essential

that a further study:of.fhé character or the nature of

- the empiré is undertaken.
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| ’This:kino,of épproachAis:furthér recomnended
especially in the sbsence of oonneotea informotioh:rééarf‘;
ﬁding‘the oﬁlturo of'the'eﬁyiré.‘ Soholars'hévefformed |
_'thelr own 00n01u81on about ‘The nature of the emplre, and
to some extent those r1v¢agyan studles concerned malnly :
Zow1th the polltloal develo@méﬁt:éod eoonomic aSPeof came
:‘1nto play only to explaln the rise and fall of the emplre.
iThe general 1mpre381on WhlGh most hlstorlans have about
;oﬁhe nature of the emplre on the basis of the esbabllshed
‘ipolltlcal fraemwork formed by Professor Coedes in 1918
1ils that the.term “Sr1v1aaya” 1mp11es pol1tlco~8001a1.and‘
.lcultvral entnty. As suoh, they envmsage br1v1aaya asv
E Angkor ‘S equlvalent culburally, and hoped thab large scalek
) fleld—work 1n Sumatra mlght unearth 51tes and 1nscr1ptlons :
which could conflrm thelr bellef. Professor Uolters,64‘
-;1n 1962, was optlmlstlc enough to hope bhat the result of
"the 1954-surv ey of the southern Sumatra65 woulo be followed o
more large scale fleld—work whlch would brlng greater
oresult In 1975, however, a very intensive survey was
“conducted aolntly by the Archaeolo@1cal Survey of Indon681a , »
:oand the Unlver81ty Museum of the University - of ?ennsylvanla,éﬁioo
.‘whlch did not produoe any new find as far as Sr1v1aaya 1sv -
Tconcerned. o No new Sltes were reported nor vast monumental
.complewes whlch were the sténdard features of the rice
:;rlch plalns of South BEast ASla, were dlscovered. [ Conse—
1:quently, the great dlsparlty between arohaeologlcally
fand hlstorlcally derlved ev1dence led Dr Bennet Bronson,
;the 1eader of uhe team from the Unlverulty Museum of the

Un1v0r51ty of Pennsylvanla bo make general comments such

ﬁlas;‘"5r1v1aaya, though not entlrely a myth, will prove “to




L

-belng done by archaeologlsts elsewhere 3n Lhe world",

‘ 2‘4"

 The main reason for scholars to. make such- comments,,
'even though Dr Bennet Bronson,‘for 1nsbance, had stated
‘at the outset that "Its goals were uﬂamblLlOUS by comw:':' 

parlsonﬂw1th»the sophlstlcated hypothesxs—testlng reseafch

68

is that whlle historians speak of Sr1v13aya whloh endured

'ffor more than half a mlllenlum, Srivijaya whlch is known

to . eplcrdphy oannot be shown to have lasted for more “than

325~50 Fears. And the ex1stence of other 1nscr1ptlons

mentlonlng Sr1v1gaya by name do not prOV1de conclu81ve

ev1dence for the surv1val of Serlaaya after the early
'Zpart of the 8%th century A.D. Since so much eﬁfort has

,bééﬂ’given to look fof inscripfions and'Sculpture which

can be assigned. . to the later perlod or the later capltal

of br1v1aaya, it seems 1mprobable that any more of these

f,w1ll be- found F‘In view of-the fact that_archaeologleal_

data were non~ex1stent therefore, some scholarS“would L

' prefer to the analogy of trade orlentated ooastal Stdﬁe-k

llke Malacca w1th number of bases whlch are relatlvely

tlonal empha31s 1s ‘much more on commerce than on the

ZZJbUJldln% of monumental eomplexes such as Angkor.

’have been qulte dlfferenb from what we have 1mag1ned "67 -

,1mpermanent and wmth fluctuatlng Success, when the Lrad1~-“

This found ' favour among ‘veteran scholars such e

;.as,Professor.Ooedés,, Van Leur 69 divides the reglons of
 S§uth Bast Asia into two ma;n%pategorles. The flrst

1‘catégory consists of the$1érgélpopulation centres suppor-

ted”by rich ricé prodﬁéing plains such astava and

Thalland, the second category of the small ponulated

7  coastal settlemenbs whch relled heaVLly on flshlng and -
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V:lems of the emplre whlch do not w1thstand analy81s.

s

;jtrade with oub81de world as well as w1th the people ofg‘t‘

'ffthe hinterland

Yet for all these 1mpfe881ons they remaln a o

' f}statement of bellef rather than fact.;. Aﬂd flnally,

whlle art hlstorl&ns 001n Lhe term "Sr1v1gayan Art" TOif;l;ilf”;h

':for bhe art found on the Penlnsula, no scholar has yetjji:'
'attempted to make a comprehen81ve study of all Lhe art.?,g%
t\of the Sr1v13ayan perlod especlally 1n terms OL the ’

"A ?relat1onsh1p between the art of the Penlnsula and tnat;
of Sumatra.‘ The 1acﬁ of synth651s and synthesmser

'and 1nterpreters who are sp601allsed 1n thls fleld of
\ pretat1onS, whlch to my mind glve rlse bo more contro-—.

".Astudy. Dr Bennet Bronson haﬁ to- make suoh 1nterpre—
[‘tatlon as "llttle of the lsb mlllenlum art 1n Sumatra
‘%looks much llke the materlal dubbed ‘Sr1v1aayan‘ by
*;Speclallsts worklng on. the south—eastern malnland“ 7
fw1thout really comparlng in detall Lhe art from the two ﬁ;

}}areas.q

Ignorance of the true natureof the emplre can:#tﬁ

‘:flalso lead scholars to hold v1ews regardlng varlous prob~-;"

.5Reason1ng Ifrom- bhe geowraphlcal factors, M. C. Chand feels
;Laat it 15 1mp0551ble to belleve tbat Palembang was - once?)*
-,,;fthe capltal of the br1v1aayan Emplre,‘81nce an emplre such

ﬂﬁ}as Sr1v1aaya must have ltS capltal in a district thab could

'fgraphy is very controver81dl. Yet the statement of Chau

'};Jumkua oannot be 1gnored, 51noe he' clearly stanes that

>‘7study sometnmes burdene ¢1eld—workers Wlth maklng lnter—?fif57f7ﬁ

ver51es rather than helplnb to prov1de &8 move, concrete5-f§'f

“”vrow enough food,7? and that other ev1dence such as: e};):l.—':f-"1




'erlce was 1mporbed

"ture.
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The basis for the ihﬁéfprététion

'of the problems of Tthe emplre musb depend on an aocurabe ‘jn?}if

'deflnltnon 0¢ Lhe nature of tho emplre.:

The questlon then arlses. what means are'

there at our dlSpOSdl tor pursue thls klnd of sbudy?

7Intsrna1 primary sources synchronlc with the events to.

which they relate are more or less non-exigtent. It is -

- brue. that\a nnmbér of inSCriptions mentioning‘Srivijaja

1by name ‘were found buL they do not glve a coherent plc-(

(s And. 1nterna1 tertlary sources in hlstorlcdl

‘Lfform are few and dlffloult to 1nterpret on account of Lhelr '

'1egendary»and mythopoelc:style. - But scholars who have

examined Malay Chroniclés, such as the Sejarah Melayu and - -

‘:-Hikayat Rajad Pasai believe that they contain elusive butf¢_ _

iﬁﬁortant‘historical eventsa75 - Professor WOlters has

ishown methods of extractlng verlflable happenlngs from

Segarah Melayu to construct bhe events leadlng to the fall ;3f?ff

of Sr1v1aaya as env1samed by the halays,76 and forward a

view that, "Tradltlons concernlng the prlncely house of

Malaceca preserved ln Segarah Melayu may, therexore, oontaini*

a Malay perspecblve for what we call 'the hlstory of

w-Sr1v1aaya‘ Y Profeusor Krom, om. the other hand, in- 1931 77

did not share this view.. He sald that the memorles of

| Oid'Srivijaya muSﬁ.havé diéappeared by 1ath dentury. In

the llght of bextual studles of Segarah Melayu and Hikayat = -

Ragaz Pasal, R O W1nstedt78 oame Yo. the conclu81on that

Jiﬂlkayat RaJaE Pasal is the oldest Malay chron101e, wrltteng~

>between the perlod 1350 lBQQ. Segarah Welayu was found

to be 1nfluenoed by . ﬁhe Hlkavat Melaka, whose main theme

-was written in Sanskr1t.7? “lThls in turn was 1nflueuced




:by the Hlkayat Raaaa Pasal. It has been suggested thaﬁ'

;ths was to some degree 1nfluenced by the scholars of
: Pa1embanv who 1nher1ted the Malay tradltlons of the :
fSr1v1gayan Emp1re.8O f‘ | _ 7
( :‘7 There 1s llttie doubt that certaln aspects of
o the 8001ety can thus be. gllmpsed tnrough the eyes of the
?RTMalay chronlcles.;; AS Tow the 1nscr1ptlons, Do de _
gcasparls ‘has shown that the llfe at Lhe beglnnlng of the;
fhperlod was fuli of trouble . taere was much ‘bloodshed:
fand many people were kllled.al, The 1nscr1pt10ns prov1de

fus Wlth an 1n51ght 1nto rellglous praotlces, the methods

'fby whlch the ruler exerczsed hlS power over. the oerrltorlesi“"~”

mgand also how the admlnlstratlve structure was organlsed

7though llttle work has yet beeﬂ done on the 1ast toplc.

The non—ex1stence of dabes in Seaarah Melayu and ST

A"aﬁlkavat RaaaE Pas&r and 1n Some 1nscr1ptlons make 1t

ifnecessary tO Supplement the 1nformatlon gle&med from these‘ﬁ;?

_\sources w1th non-South Tast ASlan materlal.s Laglly ‘the.

“ \;ﬁmost valuable source is that which is 1ncorporated 1nAj”k

fChlnese dynastlc hlstorles, predomlnantly annallstlc 1n

”fcbaracter, encyclopaedlas, records and gazetteers.égffwﬁs

“Tfearly in the Chrlstlan era-‘ and uhere 1s no shortage of

‘:]kreferences to South East A31an places, althouvh befor

' jbhe 7th oentury A .D. Chlnese materlals were more numerous: o

"for the malnland bouth uast ASla than for the 1slands.

‘#There are, however, llmltatlons to the use of thlS klnd

i‘¥ of materlal.i; Apdrt Irom the barrler of the language B

NiiﬁThe Chlnese have been 1n contact w1th boubh East A51a 81nceilu¥7?

f]there are Lne dlfflcultles represented by Lerulary sources,f“




.Chinese documents.

interest.
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.Which are that they are historic records but written after
" the events whichfthéy'purport to vefer to. -There is also

_fthe problem of the treatment of “barbarians” in the

83

Professor Wolters commented that

© we must remember when we use both the Malay and Chinese
5~f‘sources that they stemmed from different historical
+traditions and cohcerned with very different topics which

‘have to be considered;within their special context of

84 . . e . E
for information regarding certain aspects

. of the Srivijayan dominion, one ig fortunate to have one

.. of those faré'eyeQWitnesses"acoQUnts by a Chinese travel-

ler and Buddhist schqiar, I Tsing. | Unfortunately, to

this pious monk, Srivijaya was a scene for furbthering

‘one's knowledge'of-Sanskrit grammér‘before:proCeeding to

India, and also where ﬁheology'ahd phiiosophy were

| flourishing.85v

The Muslim world of the Middle East came into
contact with further shores of the Indian Ocean and beyond
and by the late 8th century A.D. Arab and Persian liter-

ature was becoming aware of the existence of South East

. Asia. By thé‘9thjgnd 10th century, Arabo-Persian writings
 gave a second‘mosﬁ'importaﬁt body of information by reflec-

ting thelfaméiof,ﬁrivijayan Empire. I am inclined to

interpret the term "Zabag" as the name they used for the
Peninsula.and Sumabra and "Sribusa" for the capital of

86 For a number of

Srivijaya on the island of Sumatra.
réasgns, this 5qqrce nas to be used .with a lotb of caution.

With the exceptions of Abd Dulaf and Ibn Battitah, all

the ofher authorgmgavé second~hand. information.87 Also,




'51t had been ‘a tradltlon among Arabo—Per51an scholars of e

fﬁfthls perlod to repeat acccunts glven by earller authors.;f “»

;}avallable, one way or another, in unsatlofactory form,:
Afthey oan pronde a coherent account of Lhe emplre by

ficalllﬂg upon. extra hlstorlcal d1501p11nes, 11ngulstlosngff
' has proved to be. successful in- deallng w1th the hlstoryi;£75
.'of South East A81a.7; Prom;nent amoncr scholars who usedi

this klnd of approach 1n thelr snudles were Professor‘f;

Zundertake thls stuqy by subgecblng the ev1deﬂce from g

In Splte of the fact that these Lexbs are

:lfanthTOPOlogy and aTGhanlOgya Thls synthetis approdch SO

2?Goedes and Professor Krom. The ldeal approach is to

{In order to achleve congruency between llterary and cul—.:
}tural maberlals for Lhe br1v13ayan hmplre, excavaulon R

( ould be the answer.

' But for the ]ocatlon.of hls materlal 1n tlme‘

and 1ndeed in most other aSPects of nig: research the-

“archaeologlst has to rely upon three factors- stratl-
'gxaphy, assoclatlon and typology. Stratlgraphy and. asso— '
- 7olat10n depen& on the method of excavatlon.“ Unfortunately,
';;however, even though a large number of anthuarlan flnds
-'ihave been dlscovered 1n the varlous parus of the emplre,
l'ncne of - them could be assoc1ated w1th systematlo, well
:ﬁ}publlshed archaeologlcal fleldwork. Much was done before.:-
iithe second world war, mostly by amateurs or self trained
ﬁprrof8851onals.89'ﬂ The world war 1nterrupted fleld research%;f*
F fas a result it went on & decllne. " The perlod 1940—1974

: saw the follow1ng archaeologlcal Work in Sumaﬁra-:

11terature and eplgraphy to archaeologloal 1nvest1gatlon,880":’+
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'a sofveyfof the southern part of shell middens<in Acheh

by Teuku Jacob 1n 19603, a survey of the southern part of

:the 1sland by uhe Arohaeologloal Survey of Indon631a in
'f\1954 90 and a brief eplvraphlc survey by Drs Bucharl
>'1n Lampung in 1954 also, aa& 1n 1973 a research at &ota

:bhlna with - further excavatnon 1n 1974 91 A very 1nten~ _°

sive survey of bumatra Was oarrled out 301nbly by the

- ~Archaeologlcal burvey of Indone51a and bhe ﬁleld Museum
 ';‘0£ the Unlver81ty of Pennsylvanla in 1973 and followcd by

.an excavatlon at Palembang in 1974 92 As for the- Penlnsulaof

we are’ 1ndebted to bhe work of Dr. Quarmtch Wales,93 Ivor'

H. N. Ivans,9 Alastalr Lamb,95 J Y. Glaeys,9 Lunet de
97"

and. also the works of the archaeologloal

»services‘of Thalland It is 1nterest1ng to note that,

falthough archaeologlcal fleld—works after the 5econd WOrld

War perlod have increased and more systemat:c, the materlal

3,f1nds were surprlslngly small compared Yo the perlod before

:_ the Second world War.

Ghlef among the flnds were the sculptures.

' Almost all the soulptures 1n stone, bronze and other

”metals are ”floatlng;obaects“,_and dlscovered fortuitously.

98

wlth few exoeptlons none bears an inscription or date:

,they are thus unfixed in arohaeologlcal oontext They
~ were not found in any dlrect association with a dated |

_ mOnument, nor was any-monument found with an inscription.

The Jalya lnsorlptlon, for 1nsbance, commemorates thé :
foundatlon of three monuments whloh Thai scholars belleve

to be Lhe three rulned temples at Jalya which are called

“Wat Leu,gWat Long and Wat\vla%% It is logical that
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‘most relevant to our stu&y is tho work of Plsrre Dupont

The works of Phllllpe Stern, 301sseller,

»whose characberlstlcs had been predetermlned.

these oondltlons should dlscourdge art hlsborlans and

~also arohaeologlsts to use’ the materlal Bui 1L has

besn_proved by scholars that,thsse shaped stones and '

" bronzes oontain’recoverable mesSsSages.

Scholars, such as Phllllpe Stern have proved »

:bhat by focus51ng on the style of Khmer art 1t-was pos—

sible to detorm;ne their date and their evolution in the .

lOO‘ This method

abséhce of any‘iﬁsoription 5o guide.
has been proved to be adopted suooessfully by other

scholaru faced with the problem of chronology. The

_whose study of the 1sthm1sa sculptures enabled him to see
that they were of great varlety of styles which can be.
"oolass1f1ed 1nto known styles of Indlan and Indonesian,

‘and to say whother they were 1mported Professor

Grlswold has gone a step further by demonstratlng whlob

-were the 1mported images and. whloh were the local made.102

103 and Professor

0! Coanor104 saw’ 1mprovement 1n Lhe method used by Herr

4Alfred Salmony who studled in 192; the evolutlon of art

101

T

1n Thalland by assmgnlng each soulpture to a local. school-

105' IL 1s

:folloWLng ths method that I present this study as a oon~

;trlbutlon to the study of Sourthast Asian oulture.
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CHAPTER 2

SITES: TOPOGRAEEY'AﬁbgARGHAEoLOGY

On the fqllpwing‘pageslthefmain sites that have

- unearthed the sculptures for this study will be surveyed
briefly. They will be discussed under one of the bthree

" headings:

‘ l) Penlnsular Thallandl
2) Penlnsu]dr Malaysla .
5) Sumatr '

Tbls chapter will Dbe accomnanled by seven maps and

' three‘plans.

1) Peninsular'Thailand_“

1) Jalya.. a small proviﬁcia1 town situated

mldway between Bangkok and the border of the east coast
‘ of Penlnsular Malaysia which is about 600 miles each way

_and it 1s about 4 miles from the coast of the Bay of

'Bandon..’ The town is in the rice growmng area. It is

-"_known today for three things. To the pilous and Super—

stlblous Thals lt 1s a place where one can go and pray and

' fulfll one § VoW because the Monastery of Great Relic
S(Wat Mahadhatu) has been regarded by many Thals as very

Sacre& It lS known for ¢ts silk clotb.? Lastly, it

is known for‘lts anthultlcs.af The majority of the finds

© that are now in the Natlonal Museum, Bangkok that are sup-

1 ppsed to come from,Penlnsular T alland came .from Jaiya.

Among the number of stone soulpvures found at

Jaiyaﬁis the “aberrant" stabute$ of Vlgnu which Professor

45,




. "Srlvlaayan art"

feNatlonal Wuseum, Bangkok Says that it came from Wiang Sa.

'are known as Wat Hua W1ang, Wat Long and wat Keu.

O'Connor con51ders as the oldest 1ma@e ever dlscovered

in South Dast A31a, oldew than the Vigpu from Oc-Eo, and

‘:dates 1t-to not latenr than 400 A D.3 There are. a

number of Bud@ha images oarved -in stone whlch can be

‘ClaSSlfled as DV&“&thl such as, Plates 1% and 14.
" The Avalokltesvera 1mages whloh may be cla551f1ed to the

‘perlod between 8th and 10th century A.D. show local

styllstlc development but w1th strong 1mpulses comlng
presumably from Sumatra and Java and have been dubbed as
4‘: The Surya stone has been regarded qs'
a representatlve of the Oola art in Ja1ya.5;

There 1s Some copfu81on over the provenance of Lhe

“two 1nscr:ptlons, the ngor Inscrlptlon (775 A. D )

the Jalya 1nscr1ptlon of Gandrabhang.7 Accordlng to

’ﬁfeProfeseor Goedes The ngor Inscrlptlon came . from Wat Sema .

: Muang, Nakorn Srl Thammarag and tho Jalya Inscription cane fie:f?

from Ja1ya.8; But the Thal Scholars think - that the ngor

Inscrlptlon came from Wab Hua Nlang, Jalya while the

‘yThe confu81on must be over Lhe word 'Wlang' The - Thai
frscholers and. the Jalya people belleve that the inscription
‘-Wthh among other bhlngs states that, "ThlS kln The lord

'of Sr1v1aaya .oy has erected thls triad: of excellent

brlck houees, bhe abode of Paamapanl, of the Marawslayer

Y

(1 o. Sakyamunl) and” Vaarapenl refer to the three

 temples whlch are now 1n rulns at dalya. These temples

11

‘These vulns are of brlcks and eltudted on the other side

S of the rallway llnes from the town centre. : Ib is about .

200 metres from Wat Hua W1ang Lo Wat Long and 200 metres
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" Quaritch-Wales.™

Thls is 1n agreement thh the view of Professor Coedes.

of dlffu81on of Indian culture to Java.

’ %5.‘

from Wat Long to Wat Keu. Wabt Keu was built on cruciform

plan jusst like Chandi Kalasan in Java according to Dr

12 He sees Cham influence in Wat Keu.

13

In addltlon to the rulns of~the three temples there is a

~ greab ﬁemple caliéd~vat Mahédhatu. ' dlaeys has produced

plans and plctures of this temple and Dr Quaritch-Wales

L
Abelleves that 1t may be dated to the Sallendra perlod.l

The Plne Arts Department of Thalland has set up
a braﬁch at Jalya and its offlce ls.51tuated just outside
the oompound of Wat Mahadhatu.‘ A museum was built near

the offlce and now it is filled with recent collection of

.antiqﬂities from Jaiya. Among these antiquities are the

votlve tablets whose dates Tange from lOth Lo :L5th century.

.A.D.l? and also Sung ceramics.

Many schqlars have visited Jaiya but only Dr

16

Quﬂritch~wales aﬁd'Claeysl7 stayed long enough to dig

trlal trenches. fThe'former envisaged Jaiya as a centre

18 pr oA, Temb

19

sought connectioné(with the éarly history of.Malaya.

" professor O'Connor suggested that Jaiyd could be equated

with P‘an;Péaﬁ from where Funan received its second period
or Indlanlsatlon.go - | ‘

11) Nagara Srl Dharmaraaa (Nakorn Sri Thammaraa):
It is also a prov1n01al town. It is situated about 60

miles to the southneast of Jalya. Althdughkthe town

| today ie Just 5 mlles ‘from the sea, 1t has been suggested

thab 1t was much closer to the sea in. an01ent tlmes.gl

7 Just'lgke any other town in Penlnsular Thailand the lands

are used mainly for rice growing and rubber planting.
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The town is known as Nékhon to the people‘and~
as Ll@or to the ﬁalay51ans. Because of the ex1stence of-
many anclent temples and other archaeologlcgl flnds, the
Blne Arts Department Thalland makes it its 8th reglon,

w1th an office. tbere. Formerly all the finds which -had

~ not been sent o the Natlonal Museum Bangkok were kept- 1nﬁlﬂ

a bulldlng in the’ walledmcomplex of Wat Mahadhatu. ;But
now they. are belng kept in a newly built nuseum.

The town can be divided into two main parts.

"Tﬁe oldest part 1iestwithin a Walled enclosure where many

of the rellglous structures are to be found but unioi- o

e Wat Mahadhatu

tunately many of them are toddy in ruins.
is the largest of these monasteries. It is builty in a
form of a large bell shaped stupa. The date of the'
monument 1s belleved to be 15th century A.D., but 1t 15
also thought that 1t encloscd an ‘older monument.25 A
small masonry structure 51tuated in the compound of Wat
Mahadhatu accordlng to Claeys Shows St}llelC klnshlp tov
Ghandl Kalasan of Central Java as well as to the Cham

on

towers atb Dong—Duong and Nl~Son. There are three

Brahmanlcal temples inc ﬁhe town. One of them is a

~ruined brick Siva Lemple.gB Vext to it is a ruined Siva

temple Whicthr Quaritch~Wales in’ 1955 dated as nob

earller than 10th or llth century A.D. on the ev1dence he

26

obtalned from hlS tr;al trenches. But ln 1974, on hls

.éééénd}vigi%, statéd that‘it cannot<be earllerrthan lgth,_

céntufy A}D;gv

From thé‘evidence of statuary it seems that

Nagara Sri Dhéfmgraja;must haﬁé.éXiéted earlier than what
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i'dates tQ the 5th century A. D.

‘ 1nsor1ptlon. Another 1nscr1ptlon

Coedes gave Jalya as 1ts provenance.

‘Wales”

ny.

Dr Quarltch Wales has euggesbed Amono the numerous

\.soulptures are. the two stonc Vlsgu whloh Professor O'Gonnor};‘:

28‘. They are now in the

‘;newly complened mueeuma - Besides these sculptures there

are the flve llngas Whlch Lagonqulere mentloned and Was

dated by Professor O‘Connor as beln@ 6th/7th century A, D.29

In addltlon to the sculptures and llngae there

are the 1neor1ptlone.' The f1rmt of these 1nsor1pb10ns
;:lS the one 1nscr1bed on the stalrway near to the small -
' fmuseum of" Wat Mahadhatu and was dated by Professor Coedés

4to the 5th/6th century A D.EO i‘Then there is the Tamil

321

"slab which aocordlng to Dr de Casparls mnay be dated to
.the 6th century A .D. or earller.agi' Tlnally there is the

'1necr1pt10n.of Candrabhanu (lE)O A.D. ) for which Profeesor

33

Althou h the Brahman1c1l soulptures and the

‘1nscr1ptlons suggest that Nagara Srl Dharmaraga must have

7ex1sted as early as the 5th century A.D., Dr Quarltch—

q wbel;eves,that the town. cannot have ex1sted

»*éérlier-than 12@h{;éﬁtgry A.D. on the basis of the results

of his 1974 trial trenches, and concludes that the state -

fTémbialinga cannot be-Nagara:Sri Eharmarﬁja but rather the. -

"‘whole area between Wagara Srl Dharmaraga and Jalya. The

51tee betweon these two fowns such as Ban Na Khon, 81

Chon,‘and Tha bala produced . evxdence of existence from

the 5th to the 6th century A, D.55, All the Brahmanloel
xf;nds;and 1nscr1pt;ons.or1g1nated from such sites and‘

were brought to Nagara Sri Dharmardja.

1neor1bed on a granite
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“8rivijaya.

period, 8th to the 13th century A.D.

L"S L]

‘111) Satlngphra- Tt is under the 9ﬁh adminis-

Lrablve reglon 01 the Tlne Arts Deparbment Thalland with -

. its headquarters at Songkhld. The town is 51tuated

“'about 20 miles: %o the north of Songkhla on the narrow

Saﬁingphra Penlnsula which has on its west the four inland

 ?1akés- Thala N01, Thala Luang, Thala Sap, and Thala Sap

bongkhla and, on ‘the east is the Gulr of Siam.  The old:

- town of Songkhla is at the southern tlp of the Penlnsula,

Wthh‘lS about 44 mlles-ln length'and 3 mlles in breadth;?6v'

:>The prcsent town of Songkhla i1s on the opp051ue entrance

to the Thala Sap Songkhla.

The Satlngphra Peninsula from: Ranot to old

Songkhla is dot%ed‘ﬁith many monﬁmentél remains. A

record of these remaLns is kept by the Flae Arts Depart-

‘ment, whlch I was glven the opportunlty to see in 1974.
1}Among these temples are Wat §ii Yang, Wat Chedi Ngam and
_'Wat Satingphré.- ' They were built to a cruciform plan, a

.plan according to Dr Quaritch~Wales associated with

37

Thésé;temples encased'the older temples.
The 0ld town of Satingphra is believed to have
exlsbed from the. llth ccntury by Dr Quaritch- Walesaa on

the basis of his trldl excavations. Dr A, Lamb dates

the site to the 12th century A.D. on the basis of the

bronzes he saw in the Songkhla Museum,39 the Wat Majihimawas.
Older images of Brahmanical iconography such as a»sﬁone
Ganesa and several long-robed Vigpu have been dated to a

0 These older images

‘may have been brought to the museum from older sites

41

situated outside Satingphr&. A number of votbive
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tablets of the type found at Jalya and Nagara Sri Dharmaraja |

“-have been dlscovered in several places in Satingphré

Peninsula and are now kept in the museum.

2),Peﬁinsular M&laysiéE

iv) Kedah: It is a west-coast stéterin the
northern part of Peninsular Malaysia. The coast-line of
Kedah borders the Indian Ocean,.and ite southern 1imit

is at the entrance o Lhﬂ btralts of Malacca. Today

‘ Kedah is one of the Chlef rxce growing areas of Malaysia.

The hlghest mountalin in Kedah is the Kedah Peak (ht.
3978 feet) and. has been an 1mportant landmark to the ships

comlpg1from the Bay of Bengal on entering the Straits of

. Melacca, and also to thélfiéhermen whose villages dotted
the coast-line. From Kedah it is possible to go to the
east coast of Peninsular Thailand or Malaysia by land

route by following the railway lines. In Kedha there

are many remains of Hindu;Buddhist monuments,
These monuments lie in the west-central Kedah

and 1nclude pavbs of ﬁhe dlstrlct of Kota Star, Yen, Kuala

.Wudag Kullm and Butterworth It is bounded by lines of

1ayltuae 5°30" N and 6°0' W and longitude 100° 15' E and

166052'20" B. Qhey are in:the area on the southern slope

of Kedah Peak between Sungéi‘Mefbok and Sungai Muda.
The most‘concentratéd area is in Bujang'Valley,vﬁhe area. -
.on both banks of River Bujeng (a tributary of River
Merbok). The othervsiteslare the Matang Pasir, and

Dikam Babu on the south of Bujang Valley that is on the




' north bank of Raver Muda._
| ‘ Researches 1n bhe area Were fxrstly carrled

“out by uolonel JameS—Low, then the supeplntendent in
4?"_' ‘In"1920s and 19308
4%

Prov1nce Wellesley 1n the. 18)Os.
. I H V. Evans cqrrnea out sporadlc excaVatlons. Thls
_‘was followed, by far the most 1mporbant work, by Dr

and: Mrs Quar1toh~Wales under the sponsorshap of the
-,gpvernments of Ke@ah, Johore and Perak. »Altogetner over -
'-‘Bd{éites‘had been:lﬁvestlgated and trlal ﬁfonches:wéie |

' dug.44

After tbe Seoond world war furbher excaVatlons
and éurveys of the alea wefe carrled out 'As the result(
of the publication of a repor% by Dr Quarltch—Wales of

at 51te at Matan@‘fa31r in 194745 the 81te was rev15lted -
flby Professor K G Tre@onnlno and Dr M. Sulllvan in 1958.‘6

‘"“* \Thls was followed by excavatlon under the dlrectlon of L

',;Dr M. Sulllvan in 1957 7;_ ﬁurther ‘works were done-by

+8

‘Dr A‘ Lamb 1n 1959, 1960, 1961 and 1n 1968 by Mr D.A. V.

'k,' Peacock together w1th the Archaeologloal Unlt of the

‘Unlver81ﬁy of Malaya and Muzium Nagara.49\A In 1974 the

Archaeologloal Unit of the Muzium Nawara excavated a new‘~

51te called Slte 50 and this unlt also completed the
reconstructlon of Chandl Bukit Peﬁdlat (81te 16) and

smtes ll and 5

The features of these monumontal remalns are as

lfollows." They can be lel&ed 1nto three maln types based
_on the plans. The flrSt type 1is the.chandl temple o; a

31ngle unlt where Lﬂe v1mana and mandagd are. joined

_together (cf plan 1) S Sltes 4-8 conflrm to this feature.

'The second type is where, 1n addltlon to the V1mana and -’
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: the temple constructlons.

51.

‘mandapa jOined>to@ethef, there is. another extra unif

(cf. plan 2). Site 11 is typlcal of this type° The -

third type ié Where Xiggga and mandmgg are. 1n two sepaféte ;f: Af
:‘unxts (et plan 5)  These arezdhangl Buklt Eendlab,_;'” L
l51Le 17 and most OLKBujang éités'éﬁ&“also the Matang
.~Pa81rA51te. These‘chandl temples employ blocks of stone~
. w1th cuttlng o form bases for tlmber plllars supoortlng

_ the,roofs, Dr A. Lamb, who madefa study of these socles*"i?? g

- from site 8, found that'tnéy'can be. classified into 5

types and suggesned that great care must have been taken

to make them and that they played a part in the ritual of
50

‘The materials for the walls

 are of four types.(v They arelrivér.boulders cut up intgﬁwv
-:blocksﬁ(aS*seen in sité 8),5bricksfand laterite, and é%:l\
'Slte 1T small stones from the rlver. All these chandil .

‘temples face towards east but they have different types of

zgmana and man&aga.}j Chandi Bukit Pendiat for instance has

‘square mandapa and square vimana, while other sites may

have both fectanguidr mandapa or square mandapa but rec-
tangular vimana or - the reverse. ‘

' On the ev;dence of a85001ated finds and ceramics
Dr A. Tamb proposes 4 phases of Indlanlsed occupatlon.Bl_ﬂ
First phase is the;early Buddh1st phase represented by
three Euddhiét inQCIipﬁions (The Bukit Meriam Mahanavike
Buddhagupta insbriptioh, the one discoveréd by Col. James
Low, and the third is the Bukit:Choraé inscription). ‘The ,
settlements dufiﬁénﬁhis phage are scattered along the coast.
They may be daﬁed.%o the period beginﬁing.ffoﬁ.#th or

early 5th century A.D. The second phase is the Srivijayan




;Ghandl Buklt Batu Pahat rellqulrles and Lhe plllar bases;'

55

’  arch1tecture refer bo relatlonshlps with Java and Sumatra.

what Dr Quarltch—Wales formulated 1n the 1940s.

52,

‘phase and ‘the evidéﬁbéﬁfor thé'déting of ﬁhis §eriod is

the 1nscr1bed tablets from Dr Quarltch Wales' slce 2. 52

“To this phase he. ascrlbes the bulk of Buaang sites and
includes also s;te$;l6 -and l6a.$. The date is between 7th
_ ‘and 9fh céntury’A D. . He does not thlnk That Lhe settle»A:

"ments resulted from dlrect Pallava- 1nfluence,‘and that

'The absenoe of Tang dynasty ceramlcs 1nfers that tha site .

was not yet 1nvolved Wluh entrepot trade.54 The third

piullth,qentury;tp_phe,l4bh century A.D. ThlS phase saw

vPéhgkalan Bujahg &s én’entrépat ﬁrading centre.: ~The

'Sltes 1ncluded 1n bhls phase are- bhe ‘Merbok Bstuary, Batu

Lintang, Matang Pa51r and Tikam. Batu. © The final phase .
lS the: Kuala Fuda pha&aln v1ew of the absence’ of Yuan

dynasty oeramlcs 1n the Buaang Valley but are found all

~phase is the Pengkalan Buaang phase, startlng from the end Ll

along the Rlver Muda.l He belleves “that the cbanges resul—f

ted from the shlftlng of tkeestuary of Muda Rivern from the

Merbok Lstuary.

These v1ews seb out by Dr A Lamb dlsagree with
°2 . pp
Quarlbch_Wales proposed four waves of Indian cultural
expan51on to this. area. His main arguments were based on :
Lhe “typology of the chandi temples. ~ Bub his theory was -

formulated when the typology was stlll not very clear and

. even as 1ate4a531970 it was stlllibelleved that there are-

oﬁly ﬁWO‘tyPeS}bf‘éhandi temples.56 It is also impos~—
81b1e Lo date. the 31te Just u51ng Lhe typology since in

one area all types eXlSt side by 81de and presumably the




Cavailability ofrﬁhe meterials determines the type of

chanal temples to. be consvructed

«v) Perak: It is a state in Peninsular Malay51a

whloh borders the southern boundary of Kedah. Justlas

”“‘1n Kedah, thc rlver must have played an 1mport&nt role in
a.the rlse of settlements as well ag their decllne. Perak -
.lever 1s the second maaos ‘river of Penlnsular Ma]ay81a.'
_;It flows 1nto the btralhu of Malacca and drains a large -
;;part of the north—western Penlnsular Malay51a, and it is.
:iabout 170 m11es long. It 18 subaect to yearly flooding

;f:ﬂnd it has swift stroams flowing in. its upper reaches w1th

strongqraplds andfwaterlalls.'thhls led to the possi-

bility of dammiﬁg;the riVéf.for_ﬁydrowelectric power at

ff_reSultlno in the formatlon of both tldal and freshwater
'swamps. It is not surprlslng thab we find a very exten-

'{sive;mangrove swampjln the lower:course of the river.

. The demarcation between lower course and the

‘ ments'along %be'river banks. ’There is the possibility

that the ancient setblements in Perak have been burled by

alluvial soil. It is not surpflslng that there is no .

. trace of settlement% of the klnd that are found in Kedﬂh.
'“There were, however, & number of bronzes discovered in

various depth by miners in Perak. . The bronzes are as

follows: _
ca) A bronze Buddha-57
b) A bronze throne of Buddha,58

c) A Standlng Buddha,59

. Chendroh.  But on'the 1ower'levé1 the river is very gentle -

‘"uﬁﬁer readhes must have destructive effects on the settle~
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d) A standing bronze Avaiokitésvara;6o

e) A four-armed AvélokiteéVéra;6l
£) A seatéd_ﬁvalokitéévara;62

Sumatra

vi):Péiembaﬁg: Palembang today is'thé 1argest,»
town.in Sumatra. It is situated about BO\miles‘from the
sea. The RlVLr Musi runs Lhrough the town. According
to R. 50ekmono65 the towm is situated upon neogene and
othor tertlary %edlmenbs and not on alluv1al soil. -
Duflng the Sr1v13avan Derlod 1t was on a narrow Promon-
Lory whlch began 1n the Sekayu reglon and, Palembdng was
at the very edge.

Among the archaeologlcal 81Les in Palembang

"are:‘ a) Buklb Seﬂuntang, 51tuqted on the western part of
,Palembang. _ Today the hlll is used for a Muslim cemetery.
.Accordlng to Lhe reports in 19'7464 there are traces of old
'brlcks and in 1960 a small stupa was recovered bul there

! rlls no brace of it nows ' Other flnds are recorded by
 Schnitger in his work.65 | The- most 1mportanb find is the
Bukit Seguntang Buddha (plate 1) | »

C 'b) Geding Suro. The SlX foundatlons excavated by Westenenck

 '1n the 1930s are still being preserved and in 1974 they

were’feaexcavéﬁéd.66 The Buddha images which are now in

the Palembaﬁg Museum had been excavated by Westenenck.

To the south of the sxte is a plantatlon and ceramics of

| Sung and Mlng dynastles were found Schn1tger67 had

'dlscussed br;eflyvthe other flndsnfrom the site.




centre- and faéing the four cardinal points.

:1t is a very 1mportant 61Le.

7stepping‘etone’by'villagefs-going»to»the mosgue .

500 metres to the north of Gedlng Suro. Tt is in the

55.

'“ac) Telaga BatU/SaEukingking: ThlS Slte is situated about - -

form of an 1s;and, and ngarexln shape with a well in thejl

©8 e dis-

‘ covery of a number of inscriptions there indicates that ..

69 .

Palembang does not produce any new finds except
' for the mltred Avalokltesvara found at .a site where the'

:houee, Sarang waty, is. Thermost exten51ve survey wa.s

stlll the most useful 70

v11) Jambl. It is a town 51tuabed on the

. Rlver Batang Harl and like Palembang it is also about 50 .

mlles from tme sea. R. oekmono also belleves Tthat

_durlng the br1v1gayan perlod the Jambi area was a gulf
"penetratlng as far west as Muara Tembe51 and three islands

‘groteoted its entrance from the sea.7l The formation of

the alluvial pla:ne between the town and the sea is due

~to the dep081tlons of River Batang Hari.

There are two main archaeologlcal gites of
-Jambi.i. a) Karang Berahl Utara. this area consists of

two villages. One is on the north-east and :the other

- on the north-west of River Merangin. The village of the

‘north-east is the. place where the Kota Kapur inscription

Of-686'A.D.'was found. Originally it was used as a

72

b) Muara Jambi: 1t isleituated on the River Batang Hari

~and to the south of Jambi. Here remains of 7 brick

ﬁ*lcarrled out by Schnltger in 1955 ‘and 1956 and his work is

buildings were found. They have been dated to the period




béfween 1050 1500 A. b. The scﬁlptﬁres now in the Istana'
Solok ( olok Palace) are belleved to have come from there.T%‘ V”'
| 'The work. of Schnltger is the most detailed for o

uhe finds from Jamb1.7% A list of 1nscr1ptlons dlscovered fﬁ'

in the area is found in. tho Laporan Peneletlan Arkeologl '

dl—Sumatera.75
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- NOTES TQ CHAPIER 2

i:Tﬁe-Eé;ﬁﬁ#Peﬁihsular Thaiiaﬁd“ ré%ers to the'aféé‘
1south of the Isbhmus of Kra to the border of Penln—
 su1ar Malay81a. | o
'They are produced in the Malay—Thal v1llages found

'along the coast.

~Stan1ey J O'Connor Hiﬁﬁuiébds:of Peningular Siam,

p. 39 o |

See note 70 chapber 1.
; 5tan1ey J O Oonnor, 0P . 01t., p.,6) fig. 54 #
G Coedgsqu“Lg_royaume de-Or1V1gaya“, BEFEO YVIII/@,- |

yl918, ﬁp.729450" and Nllaﬂanta Sastrl, Hlstory of

L8r1v1gava, pp. 119 21
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THE STANDIVG BUDDHA IMA&ES

A

A number of standlng Buddha 1mames dlsccvered 1n

?‘oumatra and the Penlnsula, bear to a certqln degree
;features of certaln Ind1an-type. : There are" three

' possmble QYplandthHS of thls phenomenon. Plrsbly, thevxf

'5h1mages could have been made in Indla and then exported

ifto those areas. 1,uecondly L e 1mages oould have been

ade in those areas but by craftomen who came from Indla;

Jﬁi.rlnally, they could be Tocal creatlons produced by crafts-i7-

Xﬁmen who acqulred the technlque dlrectly or 1na1rect1y from  €;;:g

fIndla. : L e E A S
~81nce none of them was dated or bore any other

g ilnscrlptlon, and all found in non archaecloglcal context,‘

fiithey have “to Dbe examlned on Lhe ba31s of: (1) technlcal
‘faspect of arranvlng the upper garment and underclobh
f(2) body type aﬂd proportlon, (5) 1cono@raphy It 13
jtrue that thls approach is not whol]y rellable but it lS

’ Lhe only avallable meuhod to elu01date certaln facts aboulb

"them.‘

‘The Standing Buddha from Bukit Seguntang

 {now 1y1ng 1n theicompound of the Palembano Museum, Rumah";‘
A*Baharl.‘ It was,carved out of granltefand sbands well f.,F””’A
f?f over 5 60 metres 1nolud1ng the double lotus pedestal,

| Z»fﬂL C. WeSuenenck, the Re81dent of Ealembang, came. upon a

L o g . ol . . P . . e — ., . . P . N .
- » O ) . " . . . o o .
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fragment of it in 1920, and P.J. Perquin of the Archaeo-
1ogica1“SUrVey of. Netherlands-India carried out a partial
reconstruction of it in l928véfter further fragments of

the image were recovered at the foot of Bukit Seguntang.’

_Both'armé and 1egs*as weli as the head were missing. In

1935, sohnitger'idéntified one of the Buddha heads in the

_Batav1a Muoeum, now bhe Museun Pusat Daakarta, as the

nissing head and carrled out further reconstructlon. The

outcome of. this reconstructlon can be seen in his work,

The Archaeoclogy of Hindoo Sumatra.z This ﬁassively bullt

image, partiéularly because of the singularities of styli-

~ sation of its monkish:garment and the importance of its

provenance,'whlch scholars attached to the history of the

Emplre of Sr1v1gaya, has reoelved mnuch attenulon.

(1) Technlcal aspect of the avrangement of the'

upper garment and the undercloth

The image wears bthe upper garmentaxin covering

~mode arranged in what Professor Griswold called the

"Gandhéraﬁ" scheme which had been the standard arrangement

for all schools of art, Gandhira, Kusana school of Mathurd
' énd Amaravati, Gupta, Post-Gupta and Pila, when draping

?tbﬁ upper garment over both shoulders.4 Viewing from

the front, 1t appears that the upper garment is draped

: wmth 01rcumflex 1nflectlon so as to enable the right hand

to be‘irpe.5 - At the bottom hemllne, the garment is

_Switchéd upwards forming‘é trough-like curve.

The~mannér!of:showing“the upper garment is

':remafkéble; - Folds appear to be tucked in beneg%h one




. : . - - - . ‘ - o

~another. This is done by representing the folds in

- convex flutlngs. The folds pweep downwards in a series
of concentrlc arcs with theii ?adii increasing propér;

':Llonately.  There ié a sense of mobility imparted 0

 the;garment.aéAthe,foldS adhere to the garment which in

¥5between The: o 1egs where a @roove separates them.

;(B)V%bdy type and proportion

vma381vely bullt. It remlnds us of the body type of the

65. -

turn hemmed in bto the torso in cerfain places giving the

outllne of the erect and slender borso, espec1ally

The posture of the body ig erect and it is

ﬁ:AmaraVatl and- Ceylon6 standing Buddha images.  Bubt on
:closer examlnatlon one Ffinds that the Bukit Seguntang
‘1mag¢;1s much sl;mmer. _Thls;ooncluclon could be
féChiéﬁ%d by comparing the'ratibfdf the chest and waist
'tqtthé’acﬁﬁaiihgight of the body. It is in fact much

‘closer to the Péla'type.7 Froﬁlthe 7th* century A.D.,

at Nalanda, uhls type of body proporﬁlon could be seen.

in bhe standln@ Buddha 1mages.8,‘ The m1581ng«feet must

“be leserAtogether»than those in the Amaravati or Ceylon

‘type and must be much nearer to the Pala.

«Prasenﬁ%Dating’

U4 puiber of scholars have made théir contri-
butions towardgtthé study of this image particularly in
the conteXtvof~its'relationship wilth the histofy of

Srivijayan Empire. Professor Krom was the first to



© by South Indla.lé_‘ Another Indlan scholar R.C. Maaumdar

66.

pﬁbiish a bhotogréph of it and'with reservations attri-

" puted it to the Indian school of Amardvati.’  He defined

Amaravati as "not so much the particular locality of that
ndmé;whidhlis referred to as the whole phase of Indo-
Buddhist art usualiykindicatediby that appélétion".lo

A year 1ater‘his déutious 5pini0n found strong support

from an Indian scholar, Devaprasad Ghosh, who was- conv1nced

that Lhe opinion was no 1ess than conclusive and ascribed

it to a date not later than 4th cenbury A.D. He did

‘not regard such an opinion as surprising in view of the

facf-that several Amaravati Buddha images of Andhra~
ikavéku period had been recovefédgfrom several parts of
southveast Asia.12 | 7 ' |
Another Scholar, Dr; Bachhofer, on the othor hand,
felt that the 1mage belonged to a period around 2nd cen-

tury A D. Thls suggestlon 1s-not';mp0881ble according to.

Dr. Nllakanta Sastrl as 1on as the image was influenced
14

,‘ strongly felt that the image was not 1nfluenced by South

Indla but rather by Northern 1nd1a.- ‘He attributed the

1mage to the Gupta perlod of Sth century A.D.. Sohnltger,
on the other ‘hand, Lhought that 6th century A.D. would be
more acceptable.ls

The bheorles advanced S0 - far are 1rrecon01leable
w1th the styllstlc testlmony of the 1mage as well as the
hlstorlcal evidence’ that has come to llght A need arises
to reexamine the v1ew That the 1mage 15 an echo of the

Amaravatl school.




‘Andhradesa.

‘elements which mey'have been” derived from Gandhdra.

A,mahaoetlya.

Amaravati Analogies

The. conclusions reached by Devaorasad Ghoeh;

following and developing on Kroﬁls idea, more than four

decades ago were based on. the study of the characterlstlc
features of. the drapery "ehow1ng promlnent folds" In

Amaravati art developed standlng Buddha 1mages were

believed to'be‘Well est&blished by the end of the second

3eentury A.D. and “the beglnnlng of the third century A.D.

Thls view is shared by many scholars and is true of all .
51tes at Amaravatl Nagargunakonda ‘and other sites in the
16

The most dlstlnctlve feature of the standing
Buddha images. of the Amaravati school of this mature stage

is that the upper garment is heayily rendered into narrow

'aocordian—pleeﬁe, and falls into'billowing folds at the

,“bottom especlally near the left foot.'!  Although this

'Buddha type is regarded by - scholars such as Barrett, as
: the orlglnal creation of the: Amaravatl craftsmen derived

ffrom'the‘relief‘imageskon the Great Stupa at.Amarévati,lg

it has been»pointed out byASivafamamurti that they ehow

19
Theroloeeef‘link betwéen}&ahdh&ra and Amaravati can be
seen‘in %be standing'Buddhe imeges with both-the shoulders
covered whlch could be regarded as the earliest of the |
Amaravatl Buddha type deploted moetly in relief at 1ts

20

Here . the upper~garment is reduced %o . a

echematio pattern of disproportionate loops, which fall

fvertlcally on the surface. - But the mature period of

Amaravatl school was assoclated w1th “the standlng Buddha

67.




-ralsed above the shoulders.

'uype can be seen clearly.-,

e,

imageS‘with the right shouidef bared. Both types, have

. ma581ve form and.'the - garments are opaque. The mature

21 .

style presumably 1nfluenced the Ceylon sohool. The

_bcylon type shares a common feature W1th the older 1mages

'of the Amaravatl seheol in the way the rlght hand is

22

A compdrlson of the Buklt Seguntang 1mage w1th

\ the 1mages of the Buddha of the Amaravati school will

brlng out the dlSSlmllarltJeS.“ This is part;cularly true

Cine the treatment of. the upper garment Consider Amarévati“:
blmages (Plates 2 and %) 25 together with the . Buklt Seguntang '“;;‘
=1mage.~ Although the folds were represented by the process;~

of convex flutlngs 1n all the 1mages, the folds on +the -

’Buklt Seguntang were arranged 1n conoentrlc arcs, the

ratlo of whoee radll is proporblonately, whereas in the

two Amaravatl 1mages the folds were arranged 1n 1oops

e applled to ‘the surface 1n no spec1flc ratlo. The upper
’ garment adhered tlghtly to the body in the Bukit %eguntang

Eflgure but in the Amaravatl lmages the whole outline - of the :

) body was)replaced by the outllne of the upper garment._

'Thus the Amaravatl 1mages prov1de us w1th the 1mpre851on

that they were heav1ly draped In both the front and rear

‘~[(a5pects of the Buklt Seguntang 1mage, the dlSSlmllarlty

in the treatment of the upper garment from the Amaravatl
24 ‘

In the case of the Amaravatl Buddha Wlth one

Shoulder bare the folds ab the bottom hemline are rendered

"1n accordlen_llke pleat325 Whereas in the 1mages in the

coverlng mode, the bottom hemllne ig heavily arblculated

:and wmthout the presence of the folds 26 but with oLroumflex—e




tradltlons of both North and South. India.

694

'jiﬁflection27_which rises vertically to the right wrist.

The technique of over emphasising the border of the bottom
hemline in the Bukit Seguntang image so as ‘o show that

the material of“the upper garment was diaphsnous is

~atypical of Amaravatl type.

It can be said bhat the Bukit Seguntang lmage

does not fit with oertalntyrlnto any group of Amaravati

~ lmages, from whatever view, front or back, we look at it.

It eVer‘theréfis any‘affinity between the two styles,‘tﬁen\-
1% would be ﬁherré3ﬁ1t<of familitarity“on the part of the
sculptor of the Buklt Seguntang 1mage w1th the artistic’

28 There is no
ev1dence_to suggest that the sculptor was connected with

Amarﬁvati'and there is'néthing to suggest that it was

‘_imade by an Indlan sculptor as suggested by Nilakanta

5astr129 nor’ made in Amaravabl, an assumption made by Dr.

‘ Bachhoferao when he says, "The export of Buddhist sculpture

from Vengl overseas to the East must have started as

early as the End oentury A.D. for the small bronze Buddha

‘”of P! ong=Tuk and the~enormous stone Buddha of beguntang

beiong to a phase ih“thé developmenﬁ»of South Indian
scuiptureAwhich”en&éd about A.D. 150;" According to
Schnitgeral there is no granite in Palembang and so he
assumed. fhat‘theAimagé was madéfin Banglka., A nunmber of

reasons will be advanéed later to ponfirm the belief

.that the image was made locally rather than imported

esbecially from Vengi region of South India.
| In assessihg the antiguity of the Bukit

Séguntang image Devaprasad Ghosh assumed that in South




Amaravatl school. ,

lvype

fthe assumed: northern 11m1t 0¢ Sr1V13ayan Emplre.

"“hana In the Ceyloﬂ type

005

Easb A51a, the earllest sculptures dlscovered in Burma,

Slam, Campa, Funan, JaVa and. - Celbbes all. belonged to. Lhe
52 '

But this’ lS not neces&arlly so,

‘for other scholars have suggested a source in Ceylon, some

,even argulng for a Ceylonese orlgln for -the AmaraVatl

33

One of these Buddba 1mages is a bronze, 55 cm.

:;high' 1mage whlch belonged to the H.R. H Prlnce Bhambhaﬂdhu

Yugala of Thalland (Plate 4. Tbls 1mage was found at

*Sungal Kolok, 1n Narathlwat Prov1nce, Penlnsular Thailand,

fa dlstrlct about 200 mlles to the south. of Jalya inside

34 The

flmage has 1usrlght hand in v1tarkamudra, whlle the left

'hand holdp the end of the uppor garment At the back of

the head are the- remalns of a 1ug which was meant for
securlng a halo, but now a steel supportlng rod is, abtached
to these remalns. . The 1mage 15 standlng on a wooden
qoublo lobus pedeshwl which 15 a recent addltlon.

To a certaln degree thls 1mage ‘provides us w1th

Tthe ev1dence of the presence of the Amaravati type of
’Buddha in the sphere of Sr1V1Jayan polltlcal influencé.. .
: The 1mage, however» is styllsblcally and 1conographlcally
?dlfferent from the barly Amaravatl Buddha type. CAs a.
_result of thls, plnlon regardlng 1ts Orlglﬁ are lelded.

”“Profesoor Grlswold cavegorlses 1t as an 1mport from

Ceylon.55 But lf we examlne the 1mago closely we notloe

;the 1mage clasPS one end of the upper garment in its: left~

56 and also-ln the Early

Amaravatl type the 1mage did not hold any part of the upper ;-‘




garment The ieffvhénd is held high in the case of the

4 Amaravatl type w1th the baok of Lhe flsb fa31ng outwards

and the Ceylon type the hand is held hlgh but close to the

fbd&y@f” The right_hahd is outépread'and turned slightly ‘7

" inwerd, and is held higher than the shoulder level in

,tHéHEarly Amaréﬁati type. In the case of the Ceylon type

Zalthough the rlght ‘hend is also held above the ‘shoulder

"Il.evel)’7 lt is not outspread but held vertical to Lhe body.

-There is 5 however, an 1mago from- AmarathmaS w1th its

ﬁrobe represented as in the mature manner with one shoulder

luncovered. The dlEferences are that the contouru of tho
n ]bel1y and 1egs are much more v181ble -and the m1531ng left
»uhand appeared to be held much lower 1n that image than in

ufthe mature style. The rlght hand is held in V1tarkamudra

.Jast as in the~Sunga1 Kolok 1mage.» I “have yet to see an A,:

| image of»standing Buddha‘of this style from Ceylon w1th'

_such hand p051t10n1ngs. Both the 1mages from Sungal Kolok

3

‘,arcs wmth the elbow as the contre.<-

and Dong—Duong have their pleats arranged as concentrlc
39

ThlS is unfamlllar in the Geylon type. In the

j?case of 1mages whose rear part cannot be seen, it is pos—

51ble to say almost W1th certainty, whether the fold line

Lls.arranged in concentrlc arcs in the Amaravati manner

 df in that of Ceylon, when the folds are arranged in the

~opp051be dlrecblon. This arrangement can be clearly seen

;1n the large (1l. 6 metre) standlag stone Buddha Ffrom

Avukana, Ceylon;4oi: Here, 1 would llke to dlsagree with

TProfessor Grlswold on bhe origin of the Sungal Kolok and :

‘>D0hg~Duong'1mages. \They must most probably be the

V',pfoduCts of Amaravati not of Ceylon but rather of the




” ,added to the bottom hemllne.41 Vlncent Smltb

- Ep‘é’ffiod betweén ith 'aridfisth century A.D. Tater iinages
'rfrom the Andhradesa bear 1o relatlon Lo the mature style
; of Amaravatl nor to the Sungal Kolok 1mage, but ‘were made'
;w1th the upper garmenﬁ represented as transparent to dis~

fplay the outline. of the undercloth and with a heavy sWag

a2 con51dered

:these later 1mages as the products of the perlod bebween

_‘Eth and 6th century A.D. in v1ew of the fact “that they

posuessed the external charwcterlbtlc of the Sarnath

- School of the 5th cantury.A.D,s It ise 90851ble to place

Oui'Sungai Koldk;imagé“in'a pép;qd not earlier Lhan 4th

cenﬁﬁry‘A D. but nob:latefithah16ﬁh Eentury A.D. The

style of the Buklt 5eguntang 1mage corrosponds only 1n the

trcatment of the bottom hemllne with the &ungal Kolok‘
image., They bpth,have a heavy swag.n; On the other hand
the Bukit Seguntang-imége hadiitS upper gﬂrment at the back

represented just like those of the Ceylon btype, when in

the Ceylon typé hﬁwevef, Bﬁddha:iméges with both shoulders

4%

covered are not khown.
find Buddha 1mages in South East A81a 1n oomp081te styles,
deerlng from dlfforent schools of art

‘ - dn example of a Buddha of mlxed artlstlc herltage
is . the bronze standlng Buddha (50 cm ) found at Songkhl3a,
bouth of Jalya but north of Sungal Kolok. It appears.

that from” the front it is draped ln the Gupta/Post— Gupta

;conventlon where the upper garment is reduced Lo trans-

parency, reveallng the .conbours of the body and llmbs and

also(allow1ng the~hemiof the ugdercloth to be seen at the

waist.  On closer examination, however, it is found that

It‘is; hdwever, not uncommon o




‘now in Boston,

it is more nearly related to the standing bronze Buddha,
44,ﬁhichosoholarstsuoh as;Coomaraswamy

détedoto the Gupta?period and. the Bth‘Céntury A.D. If
wé?ooﬁéider~the‘tréétment of the upper garment at fixed

places such as. the legs, we will find that the botbtom

_papt-of,the-upper‘garmeﬁt as well as the'undercloth'is

‘ridged in the case of the Boston image, '~ the Songkhl3

image (Plate 5) end the main image found at Ajanta,

46

Cave VI. This style for treating the upper garment at

fixed places became well developed in the Péla School

~and could be seen as early as the pre—DeVapéla image at

Kurkihar.47 ,VAll these images have common features:

7they are in open mode (that is they have the~right shoul~ -

mde; unooﬁered)'aod the robes are represented ag dia-

phanous with ﬁo,pleats except for -the pre-Devapala image

'atﬁKﬁrkihar,QB but the hands are arranged differently.

Prosumably the style of representing'the upper garment and

the undercloth must have evolved 1n the Buddh:st cave

;tradltlon. At Aaanta, whlch represents the most com~
.'plote Buddhist caﬁé site with cave dating from 2nd century

B;G;?to Cal. 6th'oeﬁtury\A.D., Bagh, Aurahgabad, Kanheri,‘

and finally Elﬁﬁa whioh represents the end of the line of

-Buddhisﬁ rock—oﬁt&cave in 7th century A D., all provide

examples of standlng Buddhas robed in dlaphanous cloth. 49

The standing Buddha 1mage in the open mode was not popular
1n the Gupta perlod in Northern Indla. This phenomenon
was commented upon by Bachhofer.Eo The only northern

eviéenoe we have of Buddha clothed in open mode is from

| the Sarnath School of Early Kusana.51 But contemporary

73,



'Kurklhar,

N w1th the cave tradltlon of about oth century A.D. the
' ';number of Standlng Buddha robea 1n open mode began to

'1ncrease.‘ Places such as Ladakh, leet 52 Nalanda,

%

. as Well as uouLhern Indla d:d produce

,standlng Buddha 1mages in open mode, pleatless and

fllnklng the style- o the cave tradltlon., Other featuree,

euch as the arrangement o£ hande and the preeenee and -

| ;abeence of~urna and “the Style of the representlng the f
A»usnlea, are dlfferently represented in images of dlf»

A:ferent areas.‘ The bongkhla ﬂmage is- only 1dentlcal

w1th the eave tradltlon 1n the treatment of the robe.'

\'Lookln@ at the upper garment lrom the rear, we notmce a
perpendloular 11ne running down rlght to the botton edge..'
i{fThls is ev1dently the result of wearlng the upper garment'
"ffln open mode in the “Mathuren" scheme just as in the .

famature style of Amaravatl dnd Ceylon. The usnlsa too 1sf

‘a compromlse between the mature style of Amaravatl and

Oeylon and the type occaelonally found at Sarnath ok

‘?But the’ uongkhla 1mage does not have urpa and the 1left
;hand is’ placed mucb hlgher than the Boston 1mage and those
of the mature style of Amarevat1»qr Ceylon.  'Ivbel1eve
_that the Soﬂgktia image, beeeuse of its coﬁposite nature,
115 a product of local manufacture strongly 1nfluenced by

B ”the cave tradltlon as well ‘as by tbe mature style of

Amaravatl and Ceylon and a date of late 6th or. early 7th

L_century A. D -1s suggested.

An almost 1dentlcal 1mage (Plate 6) was dis-

. .covered i the viecinity Qﬁ Bukit Seguntang. \It‘ls a

74.

'lt‘is not as promlnently rounded as in the cave tradltlon.:




1;f1n Twentleth Oenturv Impre851one of Brltleh Malava.

Vstandlng bronze Buddha with the upoer garment arranged in o’f' o

‘iopen moae. i It is corroded but it lS possible to see That

the upper garment doee not have pleats. It is 15.6 cm.
hlgh, 1nclud1ng the double 1otus pedestal

Prom the Penlnsula, a heav1ly corroded image.

;was dlscovered at a place called Tanaong Rambutan, Perak.
Its, provenance was a tln mlne when 1t was recovered from

a depth of 18.3 metres. hhls 1mage (Plate 7) was first

reported by R.d. W1lk1nbon55 in 1907, and was 1llustrated
56

Accordlng Lo R O. W1nstedt57 a photograph of the 1mage

‘zwas sent to Professor G. Coedés who thought that the image
;almoet certalnly was, of the Gupta school IL is 1mpos~

"51ble to say wnere bhe 1mage is now,. but 1t was at one

tlme w1th Mr Alma Baker, C.B. E., at Batu Gaaah, Perak.-
| ThlS 1mage, agaln I belleve belongs to the same
period and style as Lhe Songkhla image and the bronzelg

image of Buklt Seguntang. It has 1ts~upper garment'ln

dpen mode and wrth the pleats etretched out. :The right
ihand, however, is rot placed as close to the body as the 1magel.f

:ln,Plate 6 and 1ermueh'closer to Lhe arrangement in the

JSuﬁgai Kolok iﬁage:(Piate 4). The garment is made of

- diaphanous material as in the oﬁher two images, Plates 5
and G The upper garment doee‘nbt'end in a heavy swag

'unllke the Barly Amaravati or the Ceylon School

Conclusion on the~Bukit~Eeguntahg image (Plate 1)

The Bukit Seguntang image (Plate 1) can be classgi-

“fiedfas_a'produot_of‘azlooa1 sohoo1 influenced by pre-




\Dcvapala Nalanda tradltlon (7th century A.D. ), but sculp-

:“ tured by an artlst who was famlllar with the Ceylon Schocl.

-in concentrlc arcs.58 A It is a 81mp11f1catlon of the

,ffolds represented 1n an’ unbroken Fall of lengthenlﬁg curves

;from the neck, 1nher1ted from bhe preceding tradltloms of
1 ‘Mathura, Amaravatl and Gandhara.'\ The beglnnlngs of thls

;fprocess of sxmpllflcatlon of the comellcated folds can be

: traced to the: perlod of the Sulvengana Buddha (Plate 8),

_now in the Blrmlngham Mueeum and ArL “Gallery. The 

» dated Lo approx1mately the eame perlod, on the basis of

:f."the style of the upper garments, Slnce 1mages at Kurklhar

_,76;*;€

At Nalanda we do come ‘across Buddha 1mages whose upper

garmcnts are represented by convex flutlngu falllng down

presence of urpa and the closely pleated lower hemline at
Lhe ankles enable us to date 1t Lo the pre nDevapala perlod 59
On Lhe basis. of the dates found on a number of the bronzes |
found ot Kurk1har6 Stella Kramrlsch6l was able to estab-

lish the date for the premDevapala~style as may then be

62 .

,of the pre- Devapala perlod also show modnllcaulon of The

Early Amaravatl style, by 51mp11fy1ng the folds OL the‘
upper garment 7

There are sbrong evxdence to support the view
that the 1mage ‘was made in Palembang itself. At the
momént in Palembang there is an unflnlshed seated Buddha65

aboul l 5% metres hlgh, whoee provenance was a place

called Blngln on.the Mu51 Rlver. It is now in the Palembang L

Museum (Plate 9) ' Thus 1t is 1mposeible to say that the
| 1mage was 1mported, even if the granite is not obtainable

. in Palémbang. - This dlscovery must surely call into"

queetionlBachhofer séA.Suggestlonwthatruhe-Buklt‘beguntang‘




itermed as acute—lnflectlon was formed

7.

~image an import on the grounds of its material.

,fOthér locally made~iﬁages,

The beglnnlnos of the productlon of rellgaous

:1mages on the Penlnsula may be dated to ‘around 4th century

A, D as. attested by the Vlf@u from Ja1ya.65 But the

earllest known Buddha produced on the - Penlnsula is the

"lmage (Plate 10) descrlbed by Dr. Quarltch ~Wales who dlsm.
Voovere& lt 1n the course of excavatlons in Kedah in 1941.

_*The upp@r garment is worn in the Gandharan manner and

open mode.‘ “As . a result of the two corners, namely -the

%top 1eft corner dnd the rlght bottom corner, being graSPed~

;*1n the left hand an 1nflect¢on whlch Professor Griswold

©6 Thls kind of

21nflectlon occurred also in the 1mage from.Buklt Seguntang -
»and dlfferg from.thdt of the Songkhla image as observed
Afrom both the 81des as . well as the Tear. ' It is, however,

t51m11ar to the arrangement 1n the Gupta 1mage of flfth

century A.D, Sarnath. Phis Jmage 1s the one on the 1owef
rlght hand corner of the sandstone of the gscenes from the

11fe of the Budéhﬂ (Plate 11). The tleats are strotched

‘out except for the back part where we can trace. on the

right shoulder a series of pleats endlng 1n small hooks
whlch presumably represent the pleatnends.
AL the first Slght one would a58001ate this4imagé

w1th the cave tradltloﬂ Just as: the 1mage (Plaue 5),.but:""

| ‘detalled examlnatlon shows that certaln features areﬁdifﬁ
‘ferent.: The bottom,heml;ne.ls nct pulled in at fixed .

,}places but fugsthqfizontally.ti‘This I consider as an




’*fiiﬁheritanCeffrom“the Gupta Séhodl of sarnath.®’  The flab
”'“usnlsa, albhough not & Very common feature of Lhe Gwpta
.:1‘school does ocour on Buddha 1mages of the Gupta period

: fsuch as’ the Seated. Budd.ha mscmbed ‘with the year equi-

valent to A D. 449 and the standlng Buddha from Varanasi,

L.(Bharat Kala Bhavan) whlch 1s daned to the later half of -
‘fthe 5th century A D.?g 1b 15, therefore, qulte Justlflable
;to date thls 1mage to “the . later half of the Bth century A. D. .

An0uher Buddba 1mage (Plate 12) was recovered
70

from a tln m;ne at Pengkalan, Ipoh, Perak. Ib was

i%fefbadly damaged and the 1mage on dlsplay at the Natlonal
Museum, Kuala Lumpur has been recast after restoratlon.
ig;}It must therefore be vreated w1th some care.. \‘The sketphj
nffolds on the upper garment as seen from the front $Uggest
S ﬁlnfluence of the Gupta school of Mathura.‘ The upper
”garment had been rendered as transnarent, aust as in the ~11-
aBuddha 1mages of the Gupta achool at Sarnath., But the

B dilfference 1s“that»at Sarnath tne upper garmenb isvrepre—

sented as smooth. The.bottom.hemllne of the 1mage is in

the clrcumflex 1nf]ectlon, and may then be dated “to the-e

3f;jsame perlod as the relief from Sernath.

‘Tn some resnects, Plate 12 15 typlcal of Gandharan

';1asp1raLlon.e‘-There 18, however, a distinction. The}
ffbottom hemline in the Gandhiran school had been. represenu
jted at exactly the same level in front and: the back7l
‘whereas in Plate 12 the bottom hemllne hangs much lowex
Sat Lhe back than the front and is Juot “the same as in the
.»Sarnath and'Mathura schools. The body posture on the‘

‘;}}other hand is: vemlnlucent of . the cave tradltlon and the

:”jbody is much sllmuer Lhan those of the Gandharan perlod.




This. kind of’body bosture'présumably began to be adopted
durlng the late Gupta period, say about 450 A.D. or

sllghbly earller 72 It is a common_feature in the cave

‘uradltlon of Ellura, Aurangdbad, and Elephanta which had

&,

been developed under the aegis Qf the Kalachhuris.

- If we look .closely at the way the upper garment had been

represented ab the neck it reminds us of the Mathuran

style. But the presence of 1arge curls, the low uspisa,

‘ and the lug at the back point to the Peninsula as the

_place of i%s manufadture; There is another example of

that style found on the Penlnsula. But this image is
much more sophlstlcatﬁd and well ménufactured too com-—
pared to' the 1mage (Plate 1’3)74 which will be discussed
later.

. 0n the Peninsula, as well as Palembang, by the

09,

sixth century A.D. a slow déveldpment both in the technical

mystery évefﬁthe medium and a stylistic vocabulary which
reflected. local and not Indlan preoccupatlons took place.
The " so called Dvaravatl school was the most prominent on-
the Penlnsqla. Among its chlef centres of productions
were N§é§f§:Péthamazand Lopburi. A cursory examination
of the Buddﬁist\images from,these two cenbtres show that
they‘afé different from any otherhschools in many aspects
and that their distinctive features are characteristic of
a separéte tradition.. |
| At Jalya before tho polltlcal influence of

Sr1v1gaya was felt, presumably in 775 A.D., the standing
Buddha 1mages found there (Plates 13 and 14), are classi-
fied as Dvaravatl, "The chief characteristics of these

images are as follows: the upper garment is worn in

75




_Nagaraunakonaa,

closed mode,”in'the'Gandharan mannexr and rendered in U~-'f’

76

infiéction. ”he earliest known appllcatlon of the .

. U—1nflectlon is . 1n the 5th century 1mage from

77

and 1t appears too in the post Gupta

whenever Lhe upper garment is in Lhe coverlng mode and
is qulte common 1n the Pala sohool 7 . The hemllnevor

_ the upper garment at the bTCL runs horlzontally but at'a

80.

1ower 1evel than the hemllne in fronb. It is at the same

'1evel as Lhe hemllne of the underclonh. , The lower part
'~-pof bhe front hemllne ends in tube 11ke folds, while in ‘
"the rest of Lhe upper garmenbt the folds are Stretched out.

QThe haads are held forward and they are both in v1tarkamudra.

79

'There are a. few exceptlons whero Lhe left hand, 1nstead

~of performlnv the. v1tarkamudra, holds one or both corners ‘

L of the upper g&rment.SO

Professor Grlswold has suggested that the

"Dvaravatl 1mages have both thelr hands in v1tarkamudra by

ac01dent.fp The 1mage maker who made the flrst of the'

*.Dvérsvati 1mages had copled & bronze 1mage w1th the 1eft

hand broken.\ Belng confronted w1th such a dilemma and
haviﬁg‘no idea of‘uheiorlglnal position of the left hand,r
the3arfist whd made %he imé@e pesitioned the left ﬁand

in the same mudra as the rlgh . Through the process of
copylng the older 1mages, this partlcular double mudra
had. been made 1nto a. hallowed and sanctlfled 1deal. _ This
was further enhanoed 1ater on by the bellef that when.
Buddha ‘descended from bhe Tushlta Heavens, after preaohlng
to- his mother, via the ladder Lhdt stretched from earth

81

to heaven,,he was 1n thls eartlcular stance. ~ But the

flrst explanatlon_gf the ac01denta1»mudra seems To be




contradloted by drchaeolovlcal evmdence presupp051ng that
Vithe Dvaravatl was a Mon klngdom.' If we conp;der the
i?ifact that'among the Lnscrlptlons iﬁ 01d Mon was oné‘on-a
"r\standlﬁg Bu&dha 1mage found 1n the Kawwun cave, Lower

;Burma, whlch says, "Thls 1mage of Buddha, it was I queen

1t and made thls holy Buddha. The votlve tableﬁs of

earth in Duwop or elsewhere 1n thls klngdom, 1& was. I
\1or there wmll come teachers who carve Buddha stone. ” g2
' ?and anobher 1nscr1ptloﬁ belonglng to 5th-7th century A D.‘

'1{1n Mon also states that 1t was the work of a holy hermlt

3mudra to be a001dontdl.g The Subgect of the a55001at10n

of the mudra thh that of Buddha preachlng to his mother

. must be attractlve to- the Mons.n It is also true in the
;case of the votlve tablets whose funcblon had greably

fChanged from that of a souvenlr From the holy places in -

1of [Martaban] dwelllng 1n tho town of Duwop, who carved ,"'-

ﬂand my followers alone{ who carved them. . May there come'% .

‘1n Srl Samadhugupta, 83 that 1t 15 1mp0551b1e for the double

Indla to that. of sanctlfled obaectb assoclated w1th maglc -

powers.aq‘:v =

Accordlng to Professor Grlswold, it was a post-

Gupta 1mage in coverlng mode, with both hands raised but

»w1th,the,1eft‘hand fingers broken that the Dvaravati
'faftist'éopiédéas His Viéw;'hoWeVer; was’criﬁicised by
.Profes:aor D. K. Dohsnian who said that, "The duplioation .
fof midra 15 not unknown in Buddha images (and bhose of
:.BodhlsattVas) in Ceylon amd Vengl rewlon. This

..v1tarkamudra is often (?)vperformed by stending images - .

(from South Tndia aﬂd Oeylon) togebher with the kataka

(o 81mha hasta) mudra. The kataka mudra is similar




to the Vitarkamudrﬁ. " But . then ageain, the dupllcdtlon of
the mudras 1s not unknown 1n Indian imagery; dupli-
cated attrlbubes and gestures which suggest them are

86 On the point of dupli-

common in iméges of Surya."
cation it is notb likely that an artist who was making a
Buddha image to copj the mudra of the Bodhisabttva or a
surya. ‘

| The other characteristics of the majority of
Dvaravati standiﬁg Buddha images are that the snailil curls
of the hair are of abnormal-size éﬁd?the faoe,is eilipm
ticél in form with bulging upper eyelids. The lightly
outlined eyebrows on a broad face with a flat nose and
thick lips. | |

‘In.Dvéravati’ar@,‘whenever the standing Buddha

image is:made in qovering'mode, the upper garment is rep-

resented ih.Uainflection; The U-inflection is very

common in the oave tradition whenever the upper garment

is in coverlng mode and the U—lnflectlon is kept in place

*byvthe left hand whlch holds the two ends of the lower

part of the upper;garment.87 But in the Dvaravati domi-
nant type.tﬁe U—inf1ection is held-together by winding
round the waisb. |

Nigara Pathama, one of the chief centres of

Dvaravati school in the 7th oentﬁry A.D. produced standiﬁg»

Buddha images with the transparent upper garmentfin the
open mode, stretched out pleats, and the hands in double

v1tarkamudra as domlnant type.agi

%he upper garment nust have been acqulred through copying

The style of representlng

82,

the style of the images from_South Indla,89 and also through 

familiarity with the cave temple tradition. But later,




83,

‘probably 1n Lhe late 7th century or early 8th century A.D.
the domlnant Buddha type began to be represented in closed
'mode..A ThlS I believe could be. bhe result of the influence
Aof Sarnath school of tLe Gupta perlod whleh became more .
‘domlnant leter. The most promlnent of Lhe 8arndth type
of standlng Buddha found in the Penlnsula are the small

sandstone rellef dlscovered by Dr QuarltchMWales ab

90

"wlang ea, Surastradhanl, Sian and “thé -stone statute dis-

91

eovered at 1 Nagara Pathama. They are almost 1dentlcal

“to the Gupta styie'of Sarnath; for example the stone
92‘\

relief. The Dvaravatl school however,:comblned the

double v1tarkamudra w1th the upper garment represented in
lthe ﬁarnath manner as its domlnanb style. In this perlod
could be placed the stone fragments from Jaiya and
1Surastradhan1 (Plates 15 and 16), aad also the life. 81ze

l ;standln@ Buddha found at Wat Keu, Jalya (Plate 14) and the

fw‘bronze standlnb Buddha from Pomerlnga Jalya (Plate 13) on

= the ba81s of the arraneement of the upper garment and 1n

some cases’ the double v1tarkamudra..

feTheaPélaaﬁybe of standing Buddha image

From Solok, a Vlllage to the west of Jambl,'
came & Buddha 1mage (Plate l?), l 72 mebtres in helght.
-At the present moment 1% is’ Standlﬂg in the Museum Pusat

0.93

'{Daakarta. The dlscovery of the lmage wau made in 185

‘ 1s no 51gn of any folds on Lhe upper garment and ths

‘jenables us bo see a slendeL body 1n an erect postdfe Uﬂder

.iﬂthe robe.

< : P " - k. N .‘ [ . A . N [ e Pre O Taen . ot - . .. - . N . - . -~

’_Tbe 1mage wears Che upper'garmenb in coveflng mode. mherejif’




L .

jsymmetrlcal outllne by roundlng upwards the corner at the )

 {r1ght 51de Just as in Plate 1, in order to match the

',»lmages represent%?

R

The 1ma0e 1s carved 1rom a- sandstone and is not

totally in the round.a - Thié ig- becavso Lhe feet are not

‘Vreally separated from each other, or from $he back support. . .

The 1ow&r parb of the upper garmenu, 1n front, 15 glven a

other 81de Whlch 1S ralsed by bhe 1eft hand ' The upper
': garment and Lhe undercloth are caught in at certaln-‘

,plaoes and thlo 1s partlcularly clear on the calf. The

undercloth ends on e&oh 51de of the body in the shape of

“the swallow s tall. As both the hands are nissing, 1t 15

Vli‘not p0551blewto say»what»the mudras were or whether the -

left hand was holdlng any part of the garment it is

‘also 1mp0381b1e Lo say whether the urna was present because

the face too was badly damaged butﬁhe halr is made up of

- blg snall curlb and the uoglga 13 very promlnenb.

The 1mage, Plate- l?,(has been dated by Schnltger

fas a pro&uct of “the perlod 6th/7th century A. D.gq Taking
ilnto con51deratlon the £eatures of the rendering of the
H€~;aupper garment one would assoc:ate the 1mage, Plata 17,
| 41w1th the Pala 1mages (Plate 16), ‘and the standlng Buddha
ﬁ7ii1mage, Pauna Fuseum No. 3 (Plate YXXI fmg. I),95 and also
“(Pl KXX, rlg._ ) 06 ‘Both the Patna Fuseum 1mages have

been a831pned a. datc of Sth century A D. ThlS is based.

on the follow1ng Iactors. Hfﬂlrsb the olass these two

?15 the connectlng llnk bebween the

Gﬂpta and Pala plastic tradltlons where the mouldlng of
E the body is stlll Guptan but the face is of mnew tradltlon 07
,Segond, there lS present an undated 1nscr1pt10n on the

-pédé$tél ab;bhe back whose’ style~gf characters belonged to




B 1mages than the pro Devapala 1mdges dlscovered at Kurklhar

‘erom an older one.

: Buddha"

six-gtoreyed pavilion.

85,
the 8th andﬂ9th»ceﬁfury A D, Finally., the rendering of L
the uppef garment 15 nearly as sophzstlcatedly done as
"the 1ater Pala 1mage398 and more close to the later Pala ”

99

‘which has been dated o aboutrt’ ]ast quarter of the 7th

century A, D.lQO_ There is,'however a sllght difference

1.<between the: 1mages, Plate 17 and the Pala 1mages in the
‘fffrenderlng of %he. upper garment, whlch may be attrlbutableA

fﬁfto one_of two p0551b;11t;es. . The first would postulate

minér variation*bm a‘commdn prototype.  The principle f

.of the common prototype is based on the bellef that commonJ

3 sense and maglc requmre every Buddha 1mage to be oopled

1017> Stella Kramrisch believes that

“the manner in which the garment is SW1tched upwards at

-the hemllne.ls.but a:lax recapltulationuof‘ﬁhe castern

'i Ind1an conventlon, so‘sharply delineated in the Sultangan]

102 Professor Grlswold on the other hand, sus-

':prects that all Nalanda images w1bh close mode are coples
' .:fof a 51ngle statue, perhaps the 80~foot;copper figure of-

";Lhe Buddha stand;ng uprlght whichiﬂsuan4téang saw in the

103 e second explanation for the

?differenoe*in the  treatment ofjthe upper garment at both

sides of the boay‘between the PAla images and the Jambi

.- image,. Plate 17, may be becanlcal. The Péla images whose

W{upper garments end up with swallow s talls are bronzes

whlle Lhe Jambl Buddha is in stone. It 15 much more

,dlfflcult to produce swallow e t&ll on stone than on

bronzes.

In the‘case of Buddha-images whose upper garments

~are transparent aﬁd:pleatlessg I believe that it is




as of the Pala type.

reaébnable to assumé that they were the product off adap~-
tation by Pala sculptors of the Gupta style,,partiéularly

the‘Gupta school of_Sarnéfh; At Jambi, the siteiof

Mﬁiayu ofAI’Tsing,»a.nﬁmbér of Gupta images of sténding

Buddha attribubable bo the Sarnath school type had been

recovered. Among them was the one réemoved from Muara

- Jambi in 1906 and'whose:head_waSHSent to Penang.. It was

about 1.05 mé't;:c(—zs‘f‘h’j.gh.l(y’P »According to Schhitgef it

resembles the sandstone Buddha 1n hlgh relief found at

105

Ulang Sa, Surastradhanl Prov1nce, Thalland.
The Vqry‘beautlful standing Buddha image in
bronze recovered at Palémbdng in 1929 Can be clasSifiéd

106 . The 1mage (Plate 18) wears the

_upper garmenb 1n ClOoC mode and w1th the pleats stretohed

_out whloh agalm reminds us of the Gupta school at Sarndth.

But the rendering of the unpervgarment is un-Guptan.

The sllght Varlatlon in the. representablon of the eyes -

prov1des another dlflerence from the Gupta deerdblVG whlch -

‘form 1ts base. In Lhe imagey. the leabures such as the
‘bhlck lower 11p, the bromlnenb ug 1$a, the ears and the
‘fnose remlnd us of the Gupta style ‘but the “mong0101d"

'eyeb prov1de bhem with a dlflerent e&pr6851on Crom the

Guptan type, whlch 1s, however, stlll unlike the common
maok—llke fa01a1 expre851ons found on the Pala images
after the Devapala perlod. *“Ib'belonged to~thc perlod
where experlmentdtlons too& place during one and a half
centuries before the standard Pala type was established in
the later part of the Sth century A D. Durlng this
perlod of ewperlmentatloﬂ a wmde range of exoressnons can

be_foundo;'
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87.

Thefe is another example of the Pala type of

stqnding Buddha image found in the empire of Srivijaya.

The. 1mage, Plabe 19, is a Standln& Buddha image, lacking

‘head arid Leet, excavate& by Westenenck ab Geding Suro,

Palembang and now 1s 1n the Palembang Museum. It is

~-made from Sdndstone and ltu upoer garment is rondered

flee the qubl 1mage, Plate 17, but the workmanshlp is

much finer. . It may be dated to the same perlod as the
bronze image, Plate 18, about.ldst quarter of the 8th
century A.D.- |

' The Cdnfact with Nalanda bécame mubh closer and

‘probably a- numbcr of Buddhists from the various parts of

the empire of Sr1v1aaya v1blted and studled at Nalanda.
ThlS ‘supposition is based on the fact that accordlng to the
Devapaladeva copper_plate 1nscr1ptlon of Nalanda dated
1nAthe 39th yedr of Devapald, the third ruler oP the Pala

dynasty, which corresponds o &.- 850~-860 A.D.,lo?

a
monastery was founded by.Baléputré, king of Suvarnadvipa

at Nﬁlanda>and‘D§vap51a:himse;f donated five villages for
tﬁé upkeep of ﬁhermbhaétery. J>This has beén»interpreted

as a monastery for the use of pllgrlms from Sr1v1aayan

108

Emplre. It 1s, Lherefore, not surprising that a num-

ber of BuddLa 1mages foun& in the emplre of Sr1v13aya

»dated to ‘the perlod between the last quarter of the 7th

century to the end of the 8th century_had certain affi-

nities with the Pala type of images.
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»vﬁNllakanta bastrl, Hlsﬁory oi Sr1v1aaya, p. 10

‘and T M Sohnltger, The Archaeology of ‘Hindoo

fSumatra, pD.‘Em).(“

' | The. Archaeology of Hlndoo Sumatra, pl. 1

- The~ upper gdrment 1b bhe second gdrment oxr robe  '*
f(uttarasanga) Buddha is normally shown wearing the

“"Three Garmenus" (ticivara). The flrst garment is

bhe undercloth (antarvasaka) and the thlrd garment is-
the shawl (sanghatl) whjch lS the dupllcate of the

obe,_ In the 1mages of the emplre of Srivijaya the

shawl‘ls mostly ommtted exoept in the~1ater images
ﬂfrom Jalya whloh w1ll be dlscussed later. . For the
'dlscu351on of the type of garmegts see. AJB. GTlSWOldy ,

~:"Prolegomena to the study of Buddha's dress in Ghlnese

sculpture" AA, XXVI/Z, pp, 125 £f.3. Theodore Bowie:

I(ed ), The Sculpture of Thalland, New York, 1972,

. 15 £

gBy “ooveran@ mode“ it means that both Lhe shoulders

:are covered I reserve. the term "open mode” for

1mages'w1th the rlght shoulder uncovered.

‘For the discussion on the various types of inflections

réeer- A;B\ Griswold, "Prolegomena to the study of

>‘Buddha s dress in Chinese sculpture",‘AA XxXvi/2,

PP 90 ff.,' and "Imported images and the nature of

oopylng in the art of Siam™, 24, Suppl., XXIi11/2,

1966, PP, 4073,

A h. Ooomaraswamy, Hlstory of Indlan and Indonesian

"Art, 1965, Pl. XXXIIL,,f1g§. 157, 159, 141,and Heing

Modé, Die buddhistiséhe plastik auf Céqun, 1963,
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10..

11.

Teg.

pls. 122, 123, 126; and sée also A.B. GrisWold
”Imported 1mages and the nabure of copylng in Siam',

Ak, Suppli, szzz/z, Fig. ?;“ )

- H, ﬁlmmer, The art of Indlan ASla, II 1955, pl. 579;

»~Bernet Kemp@rs, "The bronzes of Nalanda and Hlndum

‘Jdvanese art“, Blgdragen, 90 1955, pl l; X.P.

Jayaswal, "Metal 1mages of Kufklhar Monasnery"

VJISOA, II/E, 954 pl.‘XXKI,‘
Ibid. _
:. N'J. Krom, "Anbquthes 0¢ Palembang“, ABIag 193%

for 19519 pp- 2933,
Ibld., D 52;

Devaprasad Ghosh, "The early art of Srivijaya", JGIS,

‘ I/lo 1954a P 329

12.V.The exisfeﬁcé of'Amaravati school of sculpture in

South East A81a has been p01nted out by various

‘scholars.VI‘See-' Devaprasad Ghosh ,Amdravatl school

_of sculpture"; Cal. Rev1ew, Teb 19)1, pb. 22~63

.Miréllalﬂjﬂncona Levi, "Amaravatl, Oeylon, and three o

'importe&ﬁéroﬁzés", Art Bulletin, 34, March 1952,

'pp 1= 17, -A\BA Grisw6153 "Tmported images and the

- Anature of copylng in the art of Siem", Ag;:Suppl.,,

13,

14,
15,

16.

e xx:zz/z, pD. 37-73.

Nllakanua pastrn, Hlsborv of Sr1v13aya, p. 103,

R.C. Maaumdar, "Orlgln of the drt of 6r1v13aya"
JISOA, 1935, pp. 75-8. |
F.M. Sohnltger, The Archaeologybdf Hindoo Bumatna,

19579 D 5

D. Barrebt Sculptures from Amaravabl in the Brltlsh

NUSeum, London, 195&, P . 40 ff.3 X.L. Gunawardena,;__




17.
18.
_T>H1nfluences"'j AL XXVIII, 19549 p. 4l.

19,
20.

9.

;"ArchaeologiCél evidence for Indian influences upon .

”‘theYearlyfhiStorical'Culture-of South East Asia®,

M, Phil. Thesis, 1967, p. 41.

A.K.lQoomaraSWamy, Hisbtory of Indian and Indonesian

Art, pl. XXITTI, fig. 137.

D.rba“rett, “The later school of Amar&vati and its

Ce. Blvaramamurtl, Amaravatl soulptures -in the Madrag

Govmrnment Museum, Madra&, 1942.

fT N.- Ramachandra, "Excavatlons at Nagargunakopﬁa"

-Indlan Hlsterlcal Quarborly, XXVIII/2 1952, pp. 107 22,

Thls view conflrms the conclu51on reached by

' ‘Pawnludevage Leelananda Premabllleke, WReligious

"E»archltecture and soulpture of Cey]on.(Anuradhapura

22.

S ’;auf Ceylon, 9134“122, 12%, 126, 127, 130 and 131, -
2%,

o,

,25%

| perlod)“ Ph D Ta651s, 1964, p. 225 It vefutes the :

bellef that Geylon 1nfluenoed Amaravatl. Ior d1f~

ferenb v1ew see Sri Cuna81nghe; JHSS ITI/l, p. 59; i

‘cf P L Prematlllehe, Lbld.g pe 220,

ThlS can’bejseen among the 1mages from Ceylon producea

‘1n the work:offﬂeinz‘Mode, Die buddhlstlsche plastik

Emeple ofjimarév&ti'images see A.K., Coomaraswamy,

'Hlstorv of lndlan and IndonéSian‘Art, pls. 157 ‘and 141, -

If we 1@ok at the 1mage from Amaravatl in A. B.

5Grlswold l"Imported 1mages and the nature of oopylng

“in the. art of Siem"; AA Suppl XXITI/2, figs. 5b and

6b, and compare bo the 1mage pl i (Soguntang Buddha)

-we can see the d1f¢erences.

A K. Coomaraswamy, Hlstory of Indlan and Indon681aﬁ o

Agg,,flg. 137. ‘ 
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26,
27

28,

29,
30,

9l.-

Tbid., fig. 141,

A, B‘-Griswold "Imported images and the nature. of
copying in the art of Slam“ é&, Suppl., XXIT/2,
figs 26. - ' |

Professor G. Coedds in his survey of the exténsion

- of the Indian culturerover various parts of South
:_Fast Asia- conoluded that all. parts of India contri-

" buted to this ‘expansion but “the Soubh took the

greatest share in it.  Les états hindouises

,d'Indochine.et d'Indonesie, Paris, 1964, P 6l.

lelakanta Sastrl, History. QQM§§;V1Q“1;J P- 103.
] Bachhofer, JGIS, IT, 1955, P. 1264

- F. i. Schn:tger, The archaeologv of Hindoo Sumatra, p. 3.

Devaprasad Ghosh, “Souroes of the art of Sri-vijaya",

| JGIS, ITI/L, 1936, p. 50,
For dlfferent view. see A B. Grlswold, ﬁImported images
}and the nature of copylmg 1n the art of Siam®, AA,

 Supp1. XKIII/E, and~M;rella d}Ancona Levi, ”4mar§vat§,

Ceylon and three imported images", Art Bullebin,

| XXXIV, 1952.

:éhévsphere of Srivijayaﬁ politicalriﬁflueﬁée has been
’diséﬁssed in chapter one~offthis Stqu. 
“ﬁ B-‘Grjswold, opvcit., pb 42-%; and V. Gooubew,
,5JCBRA, XXLI/S%, 1930, p.. 457 |

“ﬂD T, Devandra, Cla551cal Sinhalese Sculpture,. Lonaon,

‘ 1958, flgs. 71 72 and 753 and The Buddha 1mage,and

-~ Ceylon, Colombo, 1957, pl VIII TIIE.

. Tbid.

Mirella d'Aanna.LeVi,;ﬂAma?ﬁvati, Ceylon and three

.impdrted'iﬁages",rArtABuiletin, 1852, pl. 10,
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40,

41,
42,

| U3,

B,

45,
46.

a8,
'49.f

_See Dl 4. and Ad; Supﬁl. &ilII/E, fig. 6(b)..

Ibld., Tig. S(b),and Helnz Mode, Ule buddhistische

;plastlk auf Geylon,nflg. 130, ~and D.T. Devendra,

'CléSSical'Sinhalese sculptufé;"fi@. 75,

As . an example seet The stone Buddha of Gummuaurru

and Jaggayya Deta in IﬁL, iXVIIl 1954, e 48

Ve A Smlth, HlSuory of - flne art 1n Inala and Ceylon,

)Oxford, 1011

D.T, Devendra, Buddha- 1mage and Cevlon, p- 6),

AR Coomaraswamy, HlStOTV of Indlqn dﬂd Indone51an
- &r, pl. 1;9 : |
z‘Ibld '

A B leswold,}“lmported 1mages and the nature of

. :‘copyln in the art of Slam”, AA, Suppl XXIIT, flg. 18.
”4?,'

-K P Jayaswal,‘"Metal 1magcs of Kurklhar"; JISOA, L

lbld.

-One such example 1s the sculphure from faoade of cave

tAfKIX at Aaanta, ‘see Huno Munsterberg, Art of Indla and

ti_‘Southweast A51a, New York; 19TO, pl 95. Also see

<D1pankara Buddha and Megha from the wall relief in

'._ cave YKXV at Kanherl, taken from Archaeologlcal

;Survey West Indla, IV, p. 66 cf Albert Grunwedel,

Buddhist art 1n Indlﬂ, and- edltloa, Lordon, 1965;

’”’{;translatlon by A.C. Glbson from German, Buadhlstlsche

)l.

;,Lunst in Indlen, 1895
soﬂ

’Bachhofer, JuIS II/Q, p. 124,

;A X, Coomaraswamy, HlStOTV of Indlan and: Indon851an

~art, pl. KII, fig. 8% and pl XXITI, figs. 8 and- 85




52,

Stk
=

56.

Madanjeet Singh, Himslayan art, UNESCO Art Book,

Macm;llan,11971y1p1;~on.page 45, -Although it had
been dated to the 5th century A.D: I feel that by

:’éomparing it tb'%heiseated image with date 725-56
,A D., it is reasonable to assume that the date of
;the stqndlng 1mage cannot be earller than fhe 7th .

: '9entury A.D. o ‘

ZEKgP;‘Jayaswal,~ﬁMQtél images from Kurkibar", §£§Qé,:
;fi/Ev‘pl XXf?{~tﬁe iﬁage has pl&aﬁs on its upper
7garment but it is 1n.open uoae. ‘At Kurkihar, a
5v1llage situated in the district of Gaya, about 210

" pieces of metal images were ‘discovered in 1930.

© On the basis of ‘the date found on a number of these -

images Stelia Kramrisch was able to date and estab-

»;iiéh*a_chrohoiogy for those images, ranging from

670 4.D. %o later PAla period 1183 A.D., pp. 70-82

&nd images én»pl"YXIX has been dated to c. 670 A.D.

Jde C Harle, Gupta sculpture, Oxford, 1974, pl. 66.|

R. J. W1lk1nson, Papers on Malay subaect, Kuala
Lumpur, 1907. . '

Arnold erght Twentleth century 1mpre551oms of

'  Br1t1sh,Malaya, 1907

58,
59,

ZR.Q._Winstedt, “Buddhlst 3mages from Malaya and
. Sumatra, IAL (N.8.), XVI/1, pp. 41-2.

H. Zimmer, The art of Indien Asia, IT, pl.
:Itéfghafacteristiés are much'ploséfufé the Nalanda
;tjpe rather than Gupta. 1Proféssor A.B. Griswold
'datés'to’ﬁhe»ﬁéhjor 7th century A.D.  "Imported
“images and'tﬁe néture\gf copying in the art of Siam",

A4, Suppl. XXTITI/2, p. 70.

9%.




60, &

T

K P. Jayaswal, "Wetal 1mages from Kurklhar",:£§§95,~_A

‘ ’1? }11/2, see note 55 above.

Ib'l@‘o }.3 77

 62. Thid., pl XTI ‘
\:263;m F.M. Schnltver, The . arohaeology of Hindoo Sumatra, Pe 4,>
=6#;ijachhofer, J6IS, II, 1935, p. 126. )
654 '&tanley J.,O Connor, Hlndu.Go@s of Penlhsular Slam,
:P 39 X : _ . N _
66;;5A~B Grlsﬁold, "Im@orted‘imagés and the nature of

“.ﬂ*copylng in the art of lam“, AA, Suppl XXIII/E, D 99

e
A:ééﬁi

‘6é;;
L 0n

J G Harle, Gupta soulpture, pl 52 and 66.

‘Ibld., pl 55

;Ibld., pl. 66

I H N. Evans, Eﬁhnologv and archaeologv of the MaWay

. P————— o ——— A——

:<Pen1nsula, 1927, pp. 155 ff,, pl. XLIT and XLIII; andfghf?'ﬁ

¢>fH G Quartlch«Wales, “Archaeologlcal researches on

k‘]an01ent Indlan colonlzatlon in Malaya" JM§§§§,

‘ XVIII/I, p. 50,

A

4Hugo Munsterberg, Art of India and Southeast Asia,

:~'flg. on p.‘142 ana see . also Ao Grunwedel Buc’i_dhlstw

2.
e

,art ln Indla, Do 174.
ﬂJ C Harle, Gupua sculpture, Okford, 1974, Da 27

flbld., P. 24_,_‘.;;-

qu comparlson see the 1mage dlscovered at WJang Sa,

L burastradhanl prov1nce, and now is. 3n the Natlonal

'Museum, Ban@kok. It is carved out .of Sandstone,dnd '

it stands at- 17 cms. C See A. B Griswold, "Imported

1mages and the nature of copylng in Slam" AA, Buppl.

. XXIII/Q, fzg. 22 and also figs. 25 and 26.
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For the opp051te v1ews see- H G Quarltch—Wales,”

The making o; greater Indla, London, 1951; ‘and aléo o

‘_"Aanewly_explorgd routevofvlnd;an cultural expansion', -

_EIAL, IX/1, 1955,'ppa i~55fv"1e May, mhe culture of

Southweast A81a, London, 1965 Dr Quarlbch Wales -

.fattrlbutes the decllne in the arulstlc products of

South East A81a to Lhe Wanlng in the Indlan coloni-

. zatlon process; ‘ Professor 0! Connor explalns the

fdecllne 1n Hlndu artlstlc creat1v1t1es on the Malay

gﬁPenlnsula due to the efforts put up by ]ocal image

'1 makers were. channelled towards producing Buddha

"4 1mages. Hlndu Gods 01 Penlnsular Siam, 1968.

. 76.

;A B Griswold,’“Prolegomena ﬁo the study of Buddha's

;dress in Chinese soulpture" AA, XKVI/Z, dlscusses

'3~fthev1nflectlons.;, The earllest known appllcatlon

.l'lof U—lnﬁlectlon 15 ln & 5th century A, D. lmao@ from

";mNagarJunakon@a, see Ramachandran, Nagargunakonda,

‘:;77,

1958 Madras, pl XXYIV/E

'Ibld. o

.A B. Grisﬁdid ."Iﬁpéréea-ima@és and the néfure of
. <.‘5;copying in the drt oi Slam", Ad, Suppl. XXIII/E;*p. o4,
BRCHE

VUlskul M.C.. Subhadradlsg Grlswolé -E. Lyons, The

?1 arts of. Thalland, Tbeodore Bow1e (ed ), Bloomington,

 ‘;IndLana, 1960, flgs. 9, 12, 18 and - 22.

80.

P.,Dupont Archeologle mone de Dvaravatl, 1959, flﬁ. 4;5‘

~For-oppoglngtv1ew see A B. Griswold, "Tmported images

>},and the nature of copying in Lhe art of Slqm y AA,

o “Suppl XXIT1/2, p* 66.

82,

VyNal Pan Hla, "Mon 1lberature and culture over Thailand

- and ' Burma", JBRS, XLI/1-2, 1958, p. 66.




B M Eh BN S - R N O WA N S S N SN S S E e -

96

:G»?Goedés;:"SiamSSvaQﬁi§§Yfabiatsﬁ, Jss, 20, 1926,

 {fPP- 49-52.

85.

86}
‘88.:

iA B. Grlswold, “Iﬁpbrtea‘imagéé and the nature'of - .
‘;coPYln% in bhe art of Slam" Aé{:suppl{*XXIiI/é; P. 66g}tﬁ>)
;Ibld., p. 66 ﬂote 78 U : L ‘ R
;Ibld., fig. 26._;

_Theodore Bow1e (ed ), The gculpture of Thallaﬂd,
. fig. 5. ' ( |

89;".Rémachandran, The Négapattinam and other Buddhist

bronzes in “the Fadras Museum, Madras, 1954, pls. V/Z,

;9o;jf
”:quylng in the art of Slam“, AA, Suppl. XXIII/E, flg.

A B. Grlswold, "Imported 1mages and Uae nature of

‘°122; and. also H.G. Quarlbch~Wales, Towards Angkor,

o1,
92,
93, "
94,;

"London, 1957, p 76,
.Op;plt,, flg. 26,

Ibld., flg. 25.

F M. Schnltger, The ﬂrchaeology of ﬂlndoe Sumatra, p.¢7,"

'Ibld,)\p. 75 and Bernert Kempers,‘"mhe bronzes of

Nalanda and Hlndp«Javanese art", Blgdragen, 90

"5¥1955’ flg. T.

95.

K. P. Jayaswal "Metal images of Kurklhar Monastery",

“*{ IﬁOA 11/, 1934.'

'ﬂ96; ;
97.

Ibld.,fyand also T, Zlmmer, Art of Indien Asia, ple 379.

K. P. Jayaswal attrlbutes the new fa01al expression

‘to the 1nformab10n glven by Mangusrl Mulakalpa that

t'gwhen Buddhisn began to decllne (i.e. in the Imperlnl -

'&upta and Post Gupta perlod) a class of monk artlsts

ffﬁarose who became phllOSOpherS in the 801ence and art




-,

of image making. and who sought to revive Buddhism

through the art appeal of newly flourished images.

"See "Metal Images of Kurkihar Mopastery“, JISOA,

98.
9.
1OQ;T
101,

11/2, 1954, De 74 '
Tbid., pl. IXIX.

Ibié—. 9 p . 7‘7 .

‘A.K. Coomaraswamy, The Origin of the'Buddha image,

Wew Delhi, First Indian Bdition, 1972, p. 3; also,

'jgg Supplementum XXIII/E, p. 37. On the question of

. the essential element to be copied, scholars are

divided. Professor Griswold prefers the iconography,

while Dr Bosch who devoted an article ﬁo the Buddha

'1mages of Java, T.B. G. 57, pp. 97~ 116, felt that the
“coneldera ion of the arrangement of the robe was

_unlmportant. Thls is because three OL the ‘nineteen

3"_stand1ng Buddha 1mages 1n Jakarta Museum and two of

Lwenty-two From Leyden have their shoulders covered
and they do nob it 1nLo hls theory that all metal

images of sband:ng Buddha muet be represented with

-f_shoulders covered Just. llke those in stone but seated

must have one right shoulder uncovered. Thwe
1nfluenced the" etandlnb Buddha and resulted in the dis=

apnearance of standlng Buddha images w1th both

Vshoulders covered.e Once thls had occurred any uuch

ﬂ:mage with. shoulders muet be due to a mistake. But

if we etuqy in detall the: repreeentatlon of the upper

;garment of bobh types of 1mage, there are clear dif~

ferenoes in etyle. It is 1mp0551ble.to generalise

in Bosoh's manner.
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102. JISOA;,II/2.4 ‘Seéiaiéoussidn bygstella Krambisoh;”‘
.'p 78 - “
103. AA Supplementum XKIII/E, p. 70 noté 95

lQ@.‘F M. ﬁchnltger, The- &rchaeology of Hlndoo Sumatra? De 7
lbé;VIbld., p. 73 -of. AA, Supplementum‘XXIII/2 fig. 22.
106.}R'C Majumdar, ”Orlgln of the Art of Srl—Vlgaya",
. JIsoA, June 1935, v. 76. . He abtributes it to the
Gupta period prlor to - the 7th century A D.
‘lO?; A number of views regardlno ths datlng have been

'put forward ” Nllakanta oastrl, Hlstory of Sri

Vlgaga, for 1nstance equatcu the 59th year with

,«Q.stabes that DevapaladGVa 8. relgn was between 810860 |

M-A D. 0.W. WOlterS, Barly Indon951an Commerce, De 25,

7‘dates the 1nscr1ptlon to 860 A.D. = Th he - ruler,
'1 fﬁf‘Balapquadevduhas been assumed to be a member of

ﬁ«Sallendra dynasty who ‘was expelled and ruled at

1‘SuvanadV1pa or Sumatra. Dr. Casparls, Prasastl

ifIndoneSla IT, pp 298 260, also dlscussed the alllance

Esvi}between Sr1V1aaya and the SaLlendra.-f Prof. G.

. .Coedds, N, 1nscr1ptlon de la stele de ngor Etat

‘1959, pp. 42—48._j Mor the 1nscrlptlon see Hirananda g
”*uﬁAShastrl, EI, &v11/7, 1924, pp. 310~ 27 w1th plate.

'Bosch T,B. G., 65, 1925, pp 509~ 88 AStutterhelm,

fJavanese Berlod,=l929

flOSffBernert jempers,u"Bronzes of Walanda and Hindu- .

‘;;"‘Javaneqe art",  ’§ 5en, =90, i95§j{9* 7o
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‘850 A.DY, p. 55;  R.C. Wagumdar, History of Bengal, I,

;present de son Jnterpretatlon“ Orlens Extremus, VI/I, L



: small 1nsor1bed stones were found.‘;

. was also recovered from the same area.

9.

. "CHAPTER & -
THE MITRED AVALOKITESVARA

The most recent and magor find 81nce Schnltger 8

_day 1n Palembang was 1n the early 19608- It is a standlng,i

flgure carved out of a block of sandstone (Plate 20).

At the moment it 1e kept in a house called Sarang Waty

and 1s owned by Bapak Basaruddln.lbaoh. The house is

eltuated in the eastern part of Palembang, about 500 metreswlg‘

fto the West of Telaga Batu or Sabuklngklng where about BO

2 Moet of the short

1necr1ptlons con51st of the work 51ddqﬁyatra, elther alone '

. or preceded by J z ) sometlmes it is preceded by gaza— and f

'followed by sarvvasatvah or. by sarvvaSatva.3 Besides

""l‘theee small ingcribed stones and A fragmentary 1nscr1ptlons,

a ldrge stone 1nscr1ptlon, 118 cm. hlgh and 148. cm. w1de

A ‘These 1nscrlp—:a

thons, palaeographlcally, belong to the perlod as tbe
“dated 1nscr1ptlons of Kedukan Buklt Talang Tuwo, and .
fKotakapur and can. be dated to the perlod of the end of the .
7tk century ‘A, D.:and the flrst half of. the Bth century :

Al D.5 and can be ClaSSlfled as the products of the flrst 'f

perlod of the emplre of Srlv1aaya.6

The 1mage 1s a two- anmed Avalokltesvara about

1. 3 metres.‘ The - sandstone is hmghly polmehed. It 1s in

one plece with the pedeetel, whlch is unpollshed. " The

rlghb hand is in Varadamudra, whlle the left forearm is

releed about lOO from the hlp, w1th the fore finger

‘touchlng the thumb giving the 1mpression that it is holdlng

'»somethlng, the other three curling towards the palm. )

P
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The imegefwhich has a youthfnl face wears a tall

headdress; ‘The promlnenb lower lip reminds us of the

‘speclal feature of Gupta images; its rounded face gives

the head a formal a;r. The earszare'large with extended

Aiobes but‘ﬁith no ear-rings. 'The'neck too is devoid of

ornamentation but the shoulder 1s adorned with a scarf
Wthh passee over the flat ohest. It has broad shoulders,

the Walst however is sllm and may be compared with what

_Dr Stutterhelm desorlbes as, ”extremely high slender walst

-beglnnlng in front right under the pectoral muscle', 7

Thls feature 15 also typlcal of the pre~Khmer 1mages.}

One such example 1s the Avalokltesvara from Phuom Ta Kream;:~

"Battambang;B The Avalokltesvara from Vat Po Veal has been

glven a date. roughly in the 7th oentury'A D. just llke Lhe

Avalokltesvara from Ak Yom, Slem Rap whloh is now in the’

:Natlonal Museum Phnom Penh.9 ¢ we place together the

mltred Avalokitesvare from Palembang and the two Pre—Angkor

1mages we would notloe that - they share a common type of

N

body struoture.f4‘

It was reported that near to ‘the place where. the’
mltred inmage was recovered was & stone wall which was

belleved to be part of an an01ent bulldlng. Unfortunately,,

‘ however, the wall had been destroyed when I visited Palembang

in July, 1974, Presumably it oould be the shrine which~

had housed the 1mage beoaupe the 1mage was believed to be

flxed to the. ground. This bellef lS based on the fact o

ethat the 1mage is top heavy.

A number of votlve stupas w1th the Buddhlst oreed,

rﬂ{Ye Dharmma, 1nscr1bed on each were discovered about lOO metres
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’ tablets.

away from tbe spot where the mltred Avalokltesvara was

recovered.. Thls took place 1n the. early 19608 but all

of them webe glven away by the flnder to various people.

"D Alastamr Lamb 1n 1961 durlng hlS researches on the

‘ Mahayana Buddhist votive tablets dlscovered in Perlis had

enqulred from Dr C. A. Glbson Hlll 1f he had known of any
dlscovery of Mahayana Buddhlst votlve tablets in the

n51ghbourhood of Palembang.;o

To thls he recelved a
9031t1ve reply in, the form of some photographs of a small

collectlon of tablets from the nelghbourhood of Palembang.

’Dr Hlll dld not mentlon from whlch part of Palembang he
"obtalned them nor the source of the photographs. T am

f _sure that the photographs were those of the tablets dis-

covered as reported by the curator of Palembang Museum

,31nce the perlod 001nc1des, and so too the type of the

The same type of tablets, however, was subse—’

*loglcal Survey together w1th Dr. Bennet Bronson from the

Pennsylvanlan Fleld Museum 1n July 1974. I was fortunatet

'to be able to ‘see personally the tablets. _ The tablets

are 1n the form of stupas made of unbaked clay in two

*f31zes of 5 08 and 7 62 cm. in dlameter approx1mately.
"”‘Each stupa carrles an 1nscr1ptlon stamped in mud with a -

z‘gcover. | It appears that the cover too was 1nscr1bed.

.The mud pad, on. whlch the inscrlptlon was made, is round

and the blgger type - about 5 08 cm. in diameter whlle

- the smaller type is about the size of a ﬁwo«pence 001n.

?AfThe two faclng tablets contalnlng the 1nscr1ptlon wero

101,

kf quently &1scovered by the team from the Indon951an Archaeo—ik‘?ﬁ

kBut in reallty 1t was the mark from the stamped inscription.
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placed at the 1evel of the base of the stupa and concealedg_‘
-from v1ew by a roughly shaped lump of clay placed under
.E;the base of the stupa.‘ They were apparently made from
‘.‘moulds and then drled in. the sun an& that was why a llght
shock would be sufflclent to. break them open and release‘
fthe tablets contalnlng the 1nscr1ptlon.v Professor Goedés.r
in hls study of the Slamese pra—bmmb, was of the opinion
‘that the tablets had been brought by pllgrlms and . pOSSlbly

frem Ind:t.a.l1

The Palembang tablets are so fragile that .
flt would be 1mpossmble to transport them over long dis- '
tances and I am conv1nced that they were produced 1oca11y.¢
_' In trylng to assess the anthulty of the mltred
Avalokltesvara and the practlce of Mahayana Buddhism in
Palembang the testlmony of - eplgraphy ig of interest. it
'1s true that the 1mage bears no 1nscr1ptlon but it is truef

also that 1t was dlscavered 1n the area where the maaorlty'

of 1nscr1pt;ons dlscovered in Palembang came from. ,Tﬁéf

‘_?vlnscrlptlons found 1n Sumatra,>although far from abundant,'
 make up a large preportlon of the total number of Sumatran ,
/_ artlfacts that can . be securely dated to the early historic
V~'perlod, that isy from the second half of the 7th century ,
‘>( onwards.' Accordlng to the Archaeologlcal report of
’Sumatralg there are 67 1nscr1ptlons known in Sumatra of
~wh10h the magorlty have been dated to - the 7th century perlod.
"Palembang produced the biggest number. We owe our know-‘
1edge of the 1nscr1ptlons to Professor G Coedés, L.C.
aDamals and Dr J,G?;de Casparls.13 A preliminary stu&yvi
'6f:ﬁhé_iascripﬁionaifound on the base of the votive afapas'

bave been studied by Drs Machi Suhadi, the epigraphist,
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in the Archaeological Survey team which discovered the
tablets in 19?4; - He believes that the inscriptions could
be dated to a perlod of 7th century A.D. on the basis of

14 - The 1nscr1ptlons are in Sanskrlt belonging

eplgraphy
to the same style as those. on the 50 small 1nscr1bed
stones, whlch had already been ascribed to 7th century
L. | L |

~iﬁ;1s not surprising to find tnisypractice of
making votive stupas'aadldéposiﬁing inscribed tablets at
the bases és early aslthﬁl7fh Century A.D. in Palembang.

This praétice was not'restricted to Palembang only but

had been known. to have occurred.in other parts of Buddhist

world._ Hluen—tsang recorded that it was a general prac-
tice in Indlauto make_small stupas of:meet—scented dough

and to’deposit an abstract of a sutra, callé@ dharmasarira,

in their 1nterlors.l5, I Tsiﬁg who sojoufned*in Palembang

- in 671 A D., 685-689 A, D. and 689—695 A.D. be31des statlng

~Athat there were Mahayanlsts in Palembang also mentioned

16 and SO’dld Fa-h81en.l7 The votive

the same practice
stupas and other 1nscriptlons belonglng to the perlod of
7th century A, D._obv1ously must suggest the existence of
a holy 51te Ain or near the opet where people had dep051ted
such obaects 1n the course of many years. Is it possible
that the mltred &valokltesvara might come from such a site?
_ If we con51der the chronology of the votlve
tablets dlscovered in other parts of the Sr1v13ayan
Emplre, 1t would help to elucldate further. the dating of

the 1nscr1ption§ of the votive stupas from;Palembang.

From known archéeologiéaljevidence so far it is apparent
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V;Kurong Batang and Gua Berhala in 196

tAm"_ft“rm'l:: the votmve stupas from Palembang are the oldest
qu ﬁTh1s is. because Professor G Coedés in hls paper "Slamese

?Voblve TabletS"lS had carrle& out an. exten51ve survey of S

the votlve tablets found in 81tes throughout Thalland and h

"‘had d1v1ded them 1nto a number of dlstlnct groups, of
‘ whlch those from the Southern Thalland were classed as .
;TType II. -His datlng for thls Type II is 10th century: -
A, D. on the ground that the style of the representatlons
 of Buddha and Avalokltesvara recalls the style the statues
Tof Bodhlsattvas found at Ja1ya.19 . Professor Ooedes .
attrlbutes these 1mages to the Indo—Javanese style of the
‘>Sallendra dynasty to whlch the rulers of the Sr1v1gayan
'1?Emp1re were related.. The 5r1v1aayan Emplre extended its

.x.lnfluence over the Penlnsula from 7th century to 12th

20 But the practlce of making votive tablets

':xbeoame apparent only 1n the lOth century A.D. on the
-Penlnsula.- Dr Alastalr Lamb, who made a study of the

:votlve tablets dlscovered 1n Perlls, Mala351a, at Gua

l21 conflrms that +the

;'datlng of tbe 1nscript10ns based on eplgraphy should be -
f{'between 10th and 15th century A.D.22

Another p0551b111ty for the Palembang tablets to

:'be much older than the Peﬁlnsular one- is based on typology(
yWe have ev1dence that in South Bali too a number of votlve
‘stupas were - reoovered near Peaeng.25 In every resPeot
:they are almost 51m11ar to the Palembang type except for e

zrthe ;pscrlptlons used.. The‘lnscrlptlons on the tablets

,Lshéﬁ]ﬁhe”%&pe @f'ﬁré-nﬁgari;séfiptrwhiéh was used in

"denﬁfaltJava inithéf&ﬁh centuryjA.DJ24 whereas those on
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:1ts orlgln in the tlme of emperor Adoka.

flf:Penlnsula,29 Sumatra,ao and '.Ealbuaaa.3
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'~the Penlnsula used the Nagarl scrlpt. Soifar there is

o no evidence that before the 8th century A.D. the votlve

tablets produoed Were 1n other than stupa form in the

'-South-East A51a.5' There are reports of find in Burma of

votlve tablets and dated to the -10th century A.D. on the

Aground that tbe 1nscr1pt10ns used were that of Nagari

type- and they. were not found on votlve stupas.25 Among
: the theorles advanced 80 far regardmng the functlons of
”,”the votive tablets 13 as’ "momentoes and as ex- votos"26
:}from Kap;lavastu,_Buddhagaya, ‘Benares and Kusmnagara.

fThe_objéctfthatLWas3§isitéd at Kusiﬁagara was the spot

narked by a stupa where Buddha‘died;27 o' the votive

-%jstupas would. represent the most venerable obaect whlch is
Eoonnected_ with Buddha. Professor G. Coedés regards the -
‘,wfmaklng of votlve tablets as merlt maklng and Dr Bosch had

'”;shown that the tradltlon of maklng stupas for merit has .

28 ,:It is

. matural therefore, ‘that the idea of making votive tablets
17fwh10h can be deposited 1n stupas should be much earlxer

"fthan maklng votive tablets wlth 1conographlc 1mpr1nts.

Perhaps the datlng of the mitred Avalokltesvara_

fﬁ*on The basis of assoclatlon w1th votlve stupas is not: con~'”
)“;v1n01ng enough. So the next con51derat10n is the style
,of the image 1tself. The tall smooth head—dress is

5frem1nlscent of Several Vlﬁnu flgures found 1n varlous parts

:of South East A81a runnlng from Cochin-China to the

1 Dr O! Connor hasK

sﬂargued conv1n01ngly that they are the products of South

"East'A31an Workshops._ The oldest image, that is, the
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Jaiya Vlsnu can be dated to the 4th century A, D. The
latest 1mages he. dates to the Bth century A, D.3? Hef

believes also that the impulse received from Mathura via

Aindhradesa greatly 1nfluenced the styllsatlon of the

35 which were later modlfled by Gupta and post—

| Gupta influences.  On the: ba31s of the- head-dress alone

we could date the image to a perlod between the 4th and
8th century A D. ‘ ‘

Other faotors such as the modelllng of the
walstllne conv&nce us that the treatment 1s almost 1den—

24

tical with the Bangka Vlgnu. We have-seen earller that

the klnd of walstllne is also to be found in the pre-Khmer

1magescx€the 6th century to 7th century A, Do Dr Stutterhelm |

’con31ders that the Bangka V1$nu on the ba51s of the asso—

clatlon between the 1nscr1ptlon of Kota Kapur with the

-1mage of Vlgnu could ‘be dated roughly to the end of the

_7th century ‘A D. Before oné could date more preC1sely

.the mitred Avalokltesvara, other supportlng evidence must

be indicated. ° Perhaps it sounds strange to compare a

;Mahayana image w1th that of a Vlsnu._ ;|

We have, however, ev1dence of 1nter—rellglous
borrowings in terms of StylmSatlon and attrlbutes of Gods."'

If we look at the hlstory of the development of Buddhlsm

ffrom 1ts beglnnlngs as it spreads, the converts naturally

“Qcarrled into thelr new ‘religion ‘much of thelr reverence

for the old Hlndu gods and they found that tradltlons

‘embraced Indra, Brahma, and others of thelr former d1v1—

‘ nltles.55. In the Gandharan art, gatakas scenes were

deplcted and Buddha S attendants were: recognlsed as Brahma
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“and- Indra at flrst but later on these attendants were

Vaarapanl and Maltreya with- the comlag of" Mahayana Schools..“ﬁfl

Indra or Sakra- beoame Satamanyu and Vaarapanl, and his

heaven of Swarga was named Trayastrlmsaloka, Brahma had

“ hls‘attrlbutes-transferred to Maitreya or possibly bo

Maﬁjuéfi.f Avalokltesvara or Padmapdni has some analogy

36

o the attrlbutes of Vigpu or ‘Padmanabha. These .

1nter—rellglous borrow1ngs did not end at Gandhara but

.'Went on’ even to the medleval period in Indla. Ce
'Slvaramamurtl quoted an example of a carving belonging
‘,‘to the medleval period and oW . 1n the Indian Museum

:'-.where Harlhara is flanked by Buddha and Surya.37 It

is also true in Java where Buddhlsm and éa1v1sm went hand

in hand.as In Palembang. the Buddhlsm practlsed there was

found to be talnted with Tantrlclsm as early as .the last

~jquarter of “the 7th century A.D. according to. Professor G

oedés59 and Dr. . J. G. de GaSParls who made a study of the

1nscr1ptlons found in Palembang partlcularly the Kota

40

Kapur 1nscr1pt10n. ‘ In the ngor inscriptions of 775 A.D;;i

of side "A" the king of.Sriviﬁéya ordered the bﬁilding of

three brick buildings, as abodes of Padmapadni, Sakyamuni

eand'Vajrapani while on»the face_ﬁB" of the same stele the

! ' This again shows that

name of the klng was Vlgnu.
there were elements of syncretlsm in the rellglon of the-

emplre of Sr1v1gaya as early as the 7th century A.D. and

Alt woula follow that in: art too such elements would flnd

theerW&y.)‘
Comparlson of the styllsatlon of the dhoti of
the mltred Avalokltesvara w1th the dhoti of the boddhlsabtva ,
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from Buklt beguntang, Plate 21, will glve further 1nd1—
catlon of the date of the . 1mage. The Bukit Seguntang

" image has a broad band Wthh extends frémuthe left
"~ shoulder across the chest. The lower part of the trunk

'»1s dressed in a smooth kind of dhoti, fasbened around

the Walst by means of a flat cloth belt which 1s tied

in front and produ01ng a loop whlch hangs down. The way'
of the dhotl is worn is 31m11ar to the way the sarong is
worn durlng the present day by Malay women. - Although

the dbobl of the nitred Avaloklteévara is worn in the.

A sameASﬁyle, the’s¢ulptor;was notAablé to give.as much

natﬁraliSm as ﬁhe”way the‘dhoti’of the bodhisattva trunk

 was—treated.'- In view of this fact, we could say that

'thetreSult‘was raﬁherfmediQCre and fegreSSibn“from the

product of the trunk. Technically too the mitred

,Avalokiteévara 1s very 1nfer10r esp601ally in the sense

of pfobdrtion. ‘We find that it is top heavy, and S0 had -

to relyhon a heavy and tall pedestal for balance; also

the sculptor 1s not totally 1n the round 51nce the rlght

‘-hand 1s Stlll not free Irom the hip and both the legs .

are attaohed to the back support. Thls agaln remlnds us-}"

‘of the pre—Khmer sculptures where a maaorlty of them

have supports elther 1n the form of struts or mandorlas.42
' On the ba81s of comparatlve study of the styll— ‘

satlon of the way the dhoti were represented in the art

'of Khmer, J. Bosseller was able to date the trunk - of the

‘Bukit Seguntang image and‘concludes that it'must have

been’ made during the last quarter of the 7th century A, D.43

It is poss1ble too that the style of representing the




:les the Avaloklteévara 1mage, Plate 22, dlscovered on the

fo81te of an. anclent monastery called Sltulpavuva in: Ceylon.

§ mltre. A bronze image of Avalokltesvara
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Igdhotl of the mltred Avaloklteévara is, although sllghtly
‘1nferlor, of the same class as that of the Buklt N

1Seguntang 1mage.i‘

| Indian‘andfcequn Analogies

: The closest example to the mltred Avalokltesvara

The materlal for both 1mages 1s sand&tone. ‘Both. of them

. are standlng and they both have mlnlature effigy of Buddha

represented 1n bhelr head—dress.‘ The s¢m11ar1b1es do -

not end there for the elongated head—dress, ‘rounded out-.

line. of the faces, broad shoulders, high slender walst and

- smoobh sllm lower limbs.’ The treatment of Lhe dhoti,

‘ which 1s Both transparent and cllnging to the body with

angular corners, 18 remarkable in both images.

Acoordlng to Paranav1tana the style of the

ﬂCeylonese Avalokltesvara shows close affinities with the

Pallava school of art.45 But. in Pallava art, Avaloklteévara

v5=does not wear the head—dress 1n the form of cyllndrlcal

16 dredged up

from a canal 1n the Klstna Delta, Aindhra State and attrlm
buted to the Pallava dynasty and dated to 7th century
A. D. w111 conflrm this assertion. | It is true, on the
other hand, the head of Hlndu gods such as Vlggu wears
cyllndrlcal mltre and a longvdhot1.47 Pr@sumably the

close 81mllar1tles between the mitred Avalokltesvara from

‘Palembang and the Ceylon Avalokiteévara is due to sculptors




vkbest and the hlghest form of arts attained in South India.

110,

 ‘from both areas hav1ng been 1nf1uenced by the prevalllng ,
fitrend 1n representlng the head—dress of Hlndu gods rather4
1 than the head—dress of” AValokltesvara. : The Palembang
J‘sculptor must have been very famlllar W1th the popular

’;representablon of the head—dress of Vlsnu found in the

varlous parts of Sr1v1aaya Wthh could be dated between

4th and 8th century A, D and p0551bly too with the head-

"dress of Avalokltesvara from Ceylon 61nce we have seen

Lhat the Buklt Seguntang Buddha, Plate 1, too had certain

e}ements of a>C¢ylon‘Bg@dhayv‘ The Céylon Avalokltesvara

" must have been influenced by the popular style of the
“tall ﬁéad—drééé;of thé,aﬁundant»scuiptﬁres of Hindu gods

~ of the*Péﬁdya;PallaVa.ﬁéribd'espeCially from-the'great

centres at Mamallapuram and Kanchlpuram. "This is because

‘> in Splte of the. fact that the Pandya-Pallava period saw

strlking developments in rellglon, llterature and art,

there was, however, a strong reaction against the growing

' 1nfluence of Buddhlsm and Jalnlsm. - The result of this

‘ waS‘the strong increase ‘in the bhakti movement which the

sculptures and. bhe temples of the periocd reglster the
48 .

It»ls;natural that the;best 'should be followed as example.

Iconography -

I: haVe stated earller thab the 1mage is that

) of an Avalokltesvara.,; Thls assertlon is based on the

;'fact that the bodhisattva Avalokltesvara could ‘be recog-

nlsed by the presence in hlS head-dress of a small figure
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of Buddha from the 2nd century A:D, onwards. Accor-
ding to thelgystem‘of the five‘Jinas; each Jina-corresﬁi

ponds'to a certain bodhisattVa and Manushl-Buddha. In“"

the case of the Avalokltesvara 1ts Jlna is Amltabha and
the Manushl—Buddha is Sakyamunl.“ The AvaloklteSVara is
the Padmapan&—Avalok1te§#ara whlch accordlng to Benoytosh
‘BattacharyyaBlen hlS ana1y31s of the 108 forms of '
&valoklteévara as deplcted 1n the Macchandar Vahal - the
.;.bemple of Matsendranatba, Padmapanl—Avaloklte§Vara is the
‘non—Tantra form of the Ayaloklteévara and is supposed to

create all anlmate things by command of hls thanl—Buddha

or Jina Amltabha. Butb the questlon of the 1dent1ty of

the Buddha represented 1n the headndress of Avalokltesvara
115 not deflnltely settled up Lo at 1east the niddle of the
3R7th century A.D. on the evmdence of various texts._ Mr
:~Agrawala 1n hlS artlclo, "Dhyan1~Buddha and Bodhlsattvas"5l.»
‘;fsays on. the subaect of texts that, "we do not find the
;‘mentlon of the flVG Dhyanl-Buddhas‘ln the llterature of
the - Mahayana Buddhlsts prlor to the time of Indra Bhutl
(ce A.D. 700—750) N We- meet W1th none of them'ln the
works of Asvaghosha (c. flrst century A.D.), Nagarauna‘
(f_(second century A D.) and hls d1501ple Aryadeva." N
Between the period. 2nd century 4.D. 700/750 A, D.
 only two of the flve Jinas were known - AmitZbha and
.Aksong a. Although it was known during this perlod-that,fgfﬁ
H‘Avaloklteévara was one of the ‘followers of Amltabha and.
“the comblnatlon Amltabha—AvaloklteSvara had been ‘attested, -
»‘there was stlll no reference to thls comblnatlon as
HPadmapan1.?? 3 Every flgure with a Buddha in -its head-

“\‘w;-dress 1rresPect1ve of what the gesture of the Buddha
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~should be cons1dered as Avalokiteévara at this early
stage. The chief feature of the Avaloklteévara were the
‘plnk lotus (padma) and in the case of bodhlsattva repre-

' sented as dvarapala AvalekiteéVara could be recognised |
from its ascetic form, ﬁearing no ornaments and with his
tiara-chignon as head—dress{" Using these characteriétics
as gulde 1t could be establlshed that the sculptures at
Ajanta Cave IV, deplctlng the Miracles of Bodhlsattva,

had as 1ts centre the sculpture of Avalokitedvara even
though the Buddha in the head—dress is 1n the gesture of

- turning the- wheel of the Law (dharmacakramudra), and so.

-;too in the case of Bodhlsattva s 1ma@es excavated at
'Nalanda and Sarnath dated according to their style between
5th and 1lth century A.D.55 are the images of Avaloklteé—
vara even fhoughfthe Buddhe in the head-dresses are in

the gesture of calllng the eéarth to witness (bhumlsparsamudra)5

. Only durlng the 1ast period of the Indian
Buddhist arb,‘that 15, durlng the P&lafsena period that
Buddhist~iconography~in India was codified.and tﬁe,gesture
of the Buddha image ih the crown of Bodhisattvas are fixed.
Avalokiteévara—padmapani is distinguished by the presence’

of the image Buddha in its crown in the abhayamudra.

The mifred‘Aﬁalokitesvara from Palembang has in its head-

dress a Buddha and the gesture is in the bhimisparsamudra. .

On the styiistic comparisonVand the other evidence dis-

" cussed earller, the 1mage could be dated to a perlod

’roughly in the last quarter of the 7th century A.D.s and
the beginning of the 8th century A.D. Even though bhe
attrlbute 1n the left hend is missing 1% is reasonable to

"say that the 1mage is that of Avalok1te§Vara and not




113.

;Igjggpgg;. | This ié because no image of Vajrépﬁhi has
;;yet been found whlch could be dated before the beglnnlng
Ai}of the 8th century A, D.55 Furthermore, the fore-finger
b;fofcthe lgft'hand~appearsito be fouching the -thumb giving

Vﬁhé imppéssioﬁ‘that'it is ‘holding something which could

not possible be vajra.

S’mmnar;g ;

On the ba51s of the evidence dlscussed above,‘

1t would appear that the mitred Avaloklteévara 1mage

- from Palembang is probably the oldest Avalokitedvara

f“ever dlscovered in the emplre of- Sr1v1aaya. - The last.

quartcr of the 7th century date asoribed to 1t earller ,

could place 1t to the beglnnlng of the establlshment of

the empire of Sr1V1aaya from a klngdom with its centre

fsomewhere neax Palembang.- It can be traced to the-

per;pd of Indlan art where‘the questlon of the gesture
of the Buddha in the~héad;dress of Avalokiteévara had not
yetfbéén'cddified. Thls perlod also 001n01ded with

the flowerlng of the PandyauPallava art durlng ‘which

Asculptures and temples register the best and the highest

fdrm;of art in South India. Directly or'indirectly, the

',mltred head~dress can be attrlbuted bo thls art but with

adaptations by the sculptor who musL have been famlllar
W1Lh the~same type of head—dress found on Vlgnu in
varlous parts of South East Asia partlcularly in the
emplre of Srivijaya 1tself.

A glance at the image will convey us with the .




impressioﬁffhét its style is different from tﬁe‘figures

of Avalokitesvara found in Java'Qf other parts of South

Bast Asia in terms of the stylisatiOn of the héadudress.
‘_‘The strlklngly tall head-dress may be the prototype for
. the much more styllsed, ornamented headwdress of the
' Avalok1teévara 1mages found in the emplre of Sr1v1aaya

Ewhlch belonged to»the later perlodr I ‘would regard the

_1mage ag the product of the 1oca1 art of the klngdom

respon51ble for the 1nscr1pt10nq dlscussed earller which

was neither Javanese.npr Indian - in short SerlJaya.
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LET HAPTLR g .
THZE AVALOKITEéVARA WITH TIGLR SYMBOL

fAmong Buddhlst sculpture found in the sphore'

fiof Sr1v1?ayan§polltica1 1nfluence are the Avaloklteévara:w

’i37whlch many of them share a common 1conographlc symbol- “y

tlger skln w1th 1ts head. , The representatlon of
;thls'lnterestlng 1conographlca1 symbol places these

ﬂllmages apart from other AvaloklteSvara found 1n that

3 area. 3f»,¢52"

These 1mages are now eltherfln prlvate collec~ j_

5 ¢§t1i1s such as Plates 25 and 27 or now on dlsplay 1n the

‘f{Natlonal Museum 1n Bangkok, Kuala Lumpur and Jakarta.‘F
‘°One of these 1mages, the one on dlsplay in the National
Museum, Kuala Lumpur was examlned by Dr Alastalr Lamb.

f}He recognlsed the 51gn1f1cance of the symbol 1n terms of

"Jthéi _élopment of art in the hlstory of the Sr1v1gayan

"f3;Emplre.g- In hls wrltlng on "A note on Lhe Tlger Symbol

trVﬁhe aséoélates the symbol w1th élva. He notlced that thls ,d.

-_7k1nd of 1con found favour among the Buddhlst sculptors of

fhevFalaoca Stralts reglon, whll 'not, as far as he kneW’Q'L?L

‘f,zappeArl giln the Indlan representatlon of Avaloklteévara e

”?oncluded thatilt is ‘an’ example of Sr1v1aayan art ;iff3

:ffand of Sr1v1gayan orlgln.gvg HlS conclu51on, however,*”"’

5"ﬁrneeds td“bewexamlned further since a few other sculptures[@;wm

“fi'of Avaloklteévara from other Buddhlstlc countrles outslde_»*iﬁ

Lthndla carryf”his 1conographlcal symbol.: Sherman B, Leef;ff

- for 1nstance,'1n an artlcle 1n the Plerre Dupont memorlalf”““\




’1v;1ume oflArtlbus;A51ae 1llustrates an 1mage of

ff{ iAvalokltesvara w1th tlger symbol from Java.?- Thls

‘?ﬁvara 1n a mandala fromﬁleet illustrated 1n the work of

?TJ:G. RoerlCh'é

© Mhe

s .;part of rlver Mh81.?- It 15 carved out of sandstone._:

"7“‘ﬁAt present 1L 1s 1n”the Natlonal Museum, Jakarta.ul Three

diof 1ts arms aref'1551ng and 1t 1s 1mpossmble to say what

'l'attrlbutes they ‘“y'have carrled.tq The remalnlng left

}fo3upper hand 1s a Vached to the shoulder by means of the

7f,i1n 1‘s;head-dress p01nts to 1t 1dentlflcatlon as the L

<;bodhlsattva Ava ikiteévara.xf Th' dhyanl-Buddha is in-

. fto a date after the@mlddle of 7th century‘A D.é«

It 1sxla er 1n‘date than the mltred Avaloklteé-

'igvara whlch has beefidlscussed earller.lf Though bobh of '

Viﬁj;them‘share cammo;;styllstlfi

':ﬂfdress, the formal faclaljexpre331on, the‘half—closed eyes
*“Qiand prominent lower llpSVWthh are common to the Gupta |

"iflmages, and large ears w1th extended earmlobes and no

.1"?ﬁi_ils made.}f It shows much more naturallsm esPeclally f‘

i;ln the representatlon'?f“the halr, tresses cf whlch can’
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"f=>tt*ger 1con can also be seen on the amoghapaga Avaloklteé—;f%fl

Mi ;I}{@ﬁélivalbkiféé#aféEﬁffhjﬁigeftsyﬁbollf$0ﬁﬁPaleﬁbéﬁé&;\gj_'“4“g

'features suéh as tall head-nlf}p

- U

,mage (Platf 24) 1s’four-armed and life smze;fj*;"

f!and was dlscovered at a place called Blngln on the upper,li i

ffattrlbute 1t 13 holdlng.f The dhyanl-Buddha, Amltabha,‘ﬂ“

"Aabhayamudra, a'fact Whlch accordlng to de Mallmann POlﬂtS':fi:m-f




-t

.beiseen'falllng onto the Shoulder.;} Thls treatment of

‘ of ornamentatlon, that 1s they do not wear any ornament

'ff{at all exoept for the dladem'worn by the 1mage (Plate 24)

"7iﬁ}var AWthh Marle—Therese de Mallmann7 observes 1n‘5

“%“ﬂT:Maharashtra where Avalokltesvara 1s always ShoWﬂ aS aﬂ

;ascetlc,'wearlng no ornament, and w1th hlS tlara-chlgnon

ThlS seems “$o be the Standard

 rf3fProoedure for fepresentlng AValoklteévara 1n Indla and  ﬂn

'dajffsouth East A31a prlor to the Pala—Sena perlod as attested; 

“"??[by numerous examples from s1tes such as Kanherl,a Bagh9
' 10

and'Andhra Pradesh.

V**%fsented 1n Plate 24 1s dlfferent from the Indlan type.,ni*

‘A¥¥,?It p01nts to the development 1n teohnmque of local work-:";"
-”Qfshop in producmng rellglous images._u It must be the:- o

i{culmlnatlon from a modest beglnnlng os seen. 1n the m1tred;5
‘1;otAvalokltesvara.\f,]f ’ : |

The two bronze Avalokltepvara, }late 25 (helght

‘V*YT*fB.) cm.) and Plate 26 (he;ght 9 5 cm.) recovered from

| '{AiBuklt Seguntangll may be the 1ntermedlary style between
'}"};fhe mltred Avaloklteévara and Plate 24. Thls 1s based
 one the. treabment of the hair and the 1ong dhotl. '-mhéf
43f1two bronze Avalokltesvara wear tall head-dress but the -
;Ahalr lS short w1thout tresses falllng onto the shoulders.

"*ﬂ {For-that reason, maybe, ﬁhat Schnltger suspeoted them to

": h1s susplclon.;; Other features, however, do not fiv 1nto

fﬁ7fg any of the characterlstlcs of the Gham Avalok1tesvara.¥2

‘alr 15 common to the later 1mages of AvaloklbeéVara from o

he Sr1v1aayan Emp1re.1 They are also 1dantlcal in terms f*:"ié

'fff They both flt 1nto deflnltlon of the Avaloklteé—ij‘-f‘?

But the way the dhot1 1s repre-g5f'\”

iffbe,Cham bronzes although he dld not offer any reason for PR
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.,Tﬁe‘mitred’Avalokiteévera was unknown to him then.,
o~It seems: that “the belt of both the bronzes are still of
-.oloth type but the 1mage maker must have, trled to make
the. dhotl as natural .as: pOSSlble by addlng patterns.
The absence of ornament too 1ndlcates that they must be
‘:related to tho mltred Avalok1te§Vara and Plate 24.
" Plate 25 may then be dated to the mlddle of
_Lhe 8th century A D. and the two bronzes to the ‘beginning .
of the Bth century A D. Thls makes Plate 24 the oldest

known Avaloklteévara w1th nger symbol

;¢;3mhe'5ronze Avalokiteévare with tiger symbol Ffrom Satingphrd

-Bangkok, before prooeedlng to the Southern Slam in 1974 to

VlSlt archaeologlcal 81tes ‘there, I was shown an unpub— '
Vllshed collectlon of photographs of archaeologlcal
p’materlals whlch an” archaeologlcal team from the unlver51ty

‘fhad surveyed.]f5

Among them was the photographs of a
 *”obronze Avalokltesvara dlscovered at Santlngphra. ThlS
.;\Ayalokltesvara (Plate 27) is Stlll with the finder and
%*1t is. hoped that the. Songkhla Museum will be able to
"_3iacqu1re 1t soon. Together with the pedestal, ‘which is
ﬁ¥made of bronze, it stands at 16 cms. It has four arms
;and the attrlbuﬁes they carry are not oleafi only the o
‘lower left hand 1s free while the three other hands are

7attaohed to the shoulders and the right thlgh. It wears

f-_a sash whlch runs. over the 1left shoulder. The only orna-

)”?.The style~of the head—dress is remmnmscentvof

Durlng ny last v131t to the Sllpakorn Uhlvers¢ty,"\f5)

legment it has is the bracelet around the rlght ower wrlet., }:53~w



f,jghave thelr handrm

Seguntang and so toeﬂls the dhotl whlch 1s held together

>°ifby what appears to be a cloth belt.. Thls style 1s not AR

'ﬁhlgunlque in Penlneular Thalland because we have obher

the“two bronze Avaloklteévara (Plates 25 and 26) from Bukltp?ﬂx;:

7iexamples of Avaloklteévara from there w1th the ‘game ' style.;‘ﬁ'"v;é

' leiffI refer to the Avaloklteévara from Pun. Pln (Plate 28)

The Pun Pln Avalokltesvara (helght 61 cm.) 1s

'5ﬁ;;a1mosb 1dentlca151n all resPectS wmth the two bronze _

‘ ;Avalok1te§vara.1; The dhotl are represented in the same

’5,;sty1e and they wear_the same type of belt. They do not

D;:have any ornament a;d the hamr does not fall onto the

thieshoulders as 1n the ease of Plate 24. ”All three 1mages;

7

“r

\“1;‘the same perlod that is: the beglnnlng of the 8th century

There 1s another example of Avaloklteévara w1th

?'Qtall head—dress but w1th no trace of ﬁressee of halr on
i?fgthe shoulders._- It 15 a stone 1mage from Jalya (Plate 29)

:eegThls 1mage (helght 115 cm.) 13 now 1n the Natlonal Museum,

- ;Bangkok.l5” The hanﬁs and feet are m1331ng. : Over the

 An1eft shoulder can be seen an antelope skln hanglng down

“and the head of the antelope 15 on the 1eft breast. It

**_ﬁoes not have any ornament and the long dhotl 1s secured N

if"ilz;by a. tmn belt.}f But the style of the dhotl is. dlfi‘e:cent

‘efrom the Pun Pln 1mawe-» 1t 1s nearer to the Palembang

”5¥;mage (Plate 24) It too requlree eupports %o malntaln -

*ebalance aust as the Palembang 1mage.5 My bellef 1s based

Lyfon the fact that broken portlons of etone can be seen

f5§5€proaect1ng from both sxdes of the legs at the knees. feThe e

:m1581ng. . I belleve thet they belong Lo,‘




125,

-ﬁlifstyle of the dhoti too, that 15 plaln type, 13 Just llke g

8 ifthe Palembang type, 5EBut 1t does not wear a. tlger Skln.o»_$ ,j%;

ilt 13, however, much more naturallstmo than the Pun Pln ﬁ\”'

ﬁ'51mage.“ I con51der that 1t 1s 1ater in date and may be.fi'

’f,fjfof the same perlo& as the Palembang 1mage.; .5\

’ A bronzegAvaloklteévara w1th twelve arms

; ff(Plate 30) and stands at 28 5 om.l6 from the collectlonsv‘

‘iof Dr Vlroa KanasutT'Bangkok has the samo style of" head—f

-ﬂit_fdress a8, Plate 29Vi;}It stands 1n trlple flex1on. ) The

f?attrlbutes, whlch can be dlstlngulshed con61st of a water—{fg;

"’ﬁagﬁpoti a lotus_an possmbly a club and a book 1n the rlght

“i;hands. . Severalﬂof the hands exhlblt mudras..} The dhoti

ty;has the same style as’ the Pun Pln 1ma%e but: the belt may
,: 'f._‘f“be of the same t;ype aS Pla“be 29,“ Tt stands on double...\

'VF;}lobus pedestal. '?Although 1t was found at Pra01napur1,l?

. & place to- the Nokth-east of Bf“gkok, on the: basis of stylé?fkff~

: fcon51der 1t as a product of Penlnsular Thalland. ’_It

;Was probably produced durlng the second half of the 8th

There are strong 1ndlcatlons to warrant (Plates

f 26, 28, 29) belonglng to a common styllstlc group.E f

:'T;tThey have their halr done 1nto tall headmdresses whlchf‘

ifﬁrequlres that the halr must flrst of all bo gathered _”

**fﬁtogether andﬂ efsecured by a. band. v The next stage ls}ﬁd'

"5}f11ft up the¢froe ends. to make the hair stand up more

'””a.:]bands must betadded'i' mhe halr above the last band is

-fallowed to fall“down.‘_ In the‘oase of Plates 24 and 27
"fﬁhlch I con31de: ' ' f{thls styllstlc group

““& $the halr above the last band 1s then bramded 1nto a nnmberl'~”




sﬁ.fthe way the dhom‘

| "5'3Natlonal Museum, Bangkok.

'f*éamhe supnorts appear tofgrow out of the 1otus pedestal.x

‘°:;of tresses and 'llowed to fall onto #he shoulders.

The next Gommon feature whloh this styllstlc

' ﬁgroup shares 1s»the long dhotl secured by a cloth belt.»w.3=5

'i*“fThe dhotl of stone,lmages, however, do not have any

'fhfipatternfon themfwhlle the bronze 1mages share a ‘common

 );1bype of pattern whlch GonSlStS of 11nes marked at 1nter—

"‘i3vals, almost horlzontally.;g Thls dlfference between

f~stone and bronze 1mages prevalled

’?fthroughout the_Sth century A D.:as w1tnessed.

On the GV1dence dlscussed above 1t is p0831ble"

M%ﬂ;%roup.g' Thls 1s:because tresses of halr appear to fall

*’lgthe dhotl aust as 1n the Palembang Avaloklteévara.

"_QThe Jalya stone Avaloklteévara‘w1th tlger Skln l;lfff;g‘

Th@ 1mage (Plate¥"

*3Ja1ya.5> The materlal used £o: carve’ the 1mage i Sand-,‘

<¥r;stone.ké Together w1th th‘kdouble—lotus pedestal 1t

ti};”measures 1 OO metre dn- helght};_ The parts from the walst

Llfdown to the feet are carved 1n rellef. The hands are -

:fThe rlght hand 15 in: the varad gdna ‘and on: the palm can

‘ 4ﬁ5be.seen the engrav ng of the elght-petal 1otus Wthh B

Iticame from Wat Mahadhatu,.fﬁT:

1ees

93’ngto assume that the Satlngphra 1mage was made 1n -the mlddlé{ﬁ

of the Sth century 4.D. and may be the youngest of the -

:‘:QQonto the shoulder and 1t has a tlger skln wrapped around '“

1) is now o dlSplay 1n thew f7

?-P;StIQQJOHIﬁWO supports~placed on each 51de of the hlps.@;(ﬁ4““““




,;c:flmages (Platss 24 and 29) 1n that lt Stlll requlres sup— 3 0

’ﬂ}idevelopment 1n technlque applylng the supports.x: Thisrr

"1fg}point by 800 A D. 1n Penlnsular Thalland.lg Durlng

\fif_fbhls perlod, too, due to demand for Mahayana Buddhlst : ;2_-?,

A"‘{jto serve the Mahayana.ao

‘ “5¥;1n the Sr1v1gayan Emplre partlcularly'to that of the A:Hf&"s ”

o It shares a common characterlstlc w1th stonc

ports to malntaln 1ts stablllby. ) But 1t shows a

*1develrpment'may have been achleved by borrow1ng ‘the techu-

ﬁ,fique used by sculptures to prov1de su@ports for - stone

QQV1suu 1mages 01 the style whlch reached 1ts culmlnatlon

751mages, the workshops that produced Vlsnu 1mages now

-‘:¥ﬁexclus1vely occupled bhemselves 1n producing sculpture

f!rom ths ev1dence of statuary 1t 1s apparent

5arsas show the dlfference

;A typlcal example of

;th Dvaravatl Avalokmteévara‘ls an 1mage (Plate 32) dls—fs

,covered in. ths course of an excavation of a rulned monu—f} fy ;7?

ment south”of the town Ku Bua, Ragburl.gl

The main :i
fdlfference 1s the style of ths head-dress. 1‘;fﬂ
Plate 51 may then be date& to bhe second half

wr“ﬁof the Bth century A D. It reflects a change 1n trendf ;f;:

*Tffof style from the earller 1mages of Avalokltesvara found’y;;;iiﬁg

5ESant1ngphra Avalokltesvara whh h‘may bs COﬁSldered as‘;;

the nearest example in the de“elopment of the serles. ,af%ﬂu;"4




ws;mad.e“oi’ metaligl
:more naturallsm when compared to the earller 1mages. -

ldkllnee appearfon»both Sldes of the legs and between |

he legs.;. Although tbe head—dress is’ notfas‘tall as

fskln and the tresses of halr falllng onto the shoulder

‘“%fbrlnge 1t into the serles of Avaloklteévara 1mages found

,1n the Sr1v13ayan Emplre..;l.fi;fﬂ

Heﬂﬂetﬁne:SﬁyleleﬁfAVelekifeéfarajwithﬁﬁléeffeﬁﬁbel:\

Thms styl;:presumably ran through the later
o art:of the Sth to the mlddle of the 9th century A D.

"1 fluence.:"a@he 1mages avallable for study eoncernlng

hlS perlod are all bronzes, and share common styllstlcg‘

*7Q¥°£ belng much more advanc ‘1n terms of technlque 1n

lﬁ;?make 1t appear llke a tall crown. The halr that falls
@'-}fln tresses onto the shoulders 1s beautlfully arranged

' V@fand7pleated.’¢ Jewels suoh a8 eladem,‘bracelets, armlets

omprlse bracelets, necklace,-armlets and ornamental belt.e;hf"

fIt appears that thejfunctlonal belt holdln% the long dhotl}f

;‘hose on the earller lmages the presence of the tlger \f":’ﬂ;

'od in. the areas domlnated by the Sr1V1aayan polltlcal B

';representatlon of the various parts. ﬁ For 1nstance a new

‘nistyllsed addltlon to th conventlonal head~dress appears.A"

>eand necklace are’ Worn.;a The dhotl is supported by a metal?f

R P R

tqaas more gewellery adornlng-the body.m :mne~jQWeis”f77*“'“’“”

;mhe treatment of the- dhoti to0 shows't?f.r[“;

whloh frames the head~dress to M,{ﬁ'“ibs

o 1t‘and is represented as 1n the earller Dtcne 1mages, ffe”i“jlﬁ
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without patterns, and attached to the legs at certain

places.

Although no Avalokltesvara with tlger symbol

_showmng the features of the mature style is found in

Palembeng, bhere is, however, an image without the

symbel (Plate 33) Which‘matches that description. It

' was found in 1929 in the Komering River, Palembang and

22

is nowlin the Jakafta'Museum. The dhoti is repre-

_sented just as in the earlien bronze images but on the

sides of the legs fol&s are present just like the Jaiya

.etone'image. Other aspects of the image satisfy the
:crlberla for the mature style.'A It may be dated to the -
uend of- the 8th century A.D. or the beginning of the 9th
'century A. D. on the basis of the development of Lhe style.

'1n the Sr1v1aayan Emplre.

There is strong ev1dence to suggeet that

;Sr1v1aaya had: establlshed a strong bodn with Pala rulers

of Bengal partlculerly in about 8SQ'A.D. as attested by

the N3land3 inscripbtion of BihGr.>? This relationship-

‘between Srivijaya and Nalandd began probably in the last

quaiter of the 7th century A.D. through pilgrims euch as

I T’sing.24 It is evident that the conmtact was not one

'ﬁey_egd pilgrins aleell-as students from srivijaya must

'hajeFVisifed-Nalandé'dnd other holy places in India.

The results of this confrontation with Buddhist art par-

- ticularly at Nalanda must have brought about further

ﬁevelopment in the style of images in the Srivijayan

‘Bmpire and this must be obly in spirit rather than in

actual borrowing of tﬁe style.. This is because the style -




eij;'8r1v1aayan art"ls 1nf1uenced by Pala art or not.
‘:2f QBernert Kempers

" R C Magumdar.,f

'ﬁﬁé,splrlb of the develoPmen'

1‘l\rNatlona1 Museum, Bangkok..i The rlght hand 1s in Varada-a

.of Avaloklteévara 1mages 1n the area 1s common only to

”5?;ft e,p rtlcular area.‘: It 1s not surprlslng, therefore,» e

;f:to have SGth&ijlelded over the questlon of whethcr

)

?5 for 1nsbance does not see any Slmj—

fmlarlty between Avalokltesvara from Palembang and Jalya

'ﬁand those of Pala style.if HlS v1ew was shared by

26 Devapraoad Ghosh on Lhe other hand

: belleves that features such as the “bow-llke double curve,fw'”""

]of walstllne" found on the Palembang Avalokltosvara was»‘(f:

1nf1uenced by the Pala style.?? I belleve that the

in the Pdla art such as the”

.tideflnltlon of Avalokltesvara whlch should be dressed as B

7;Ind1an prmnce w1th many ornaments rather than as an
‘tfascetlc must have brought aboux the changes in. the way =

-fithe Avalokltesvara 1mages are represented. The only

Slmllarlty between the AvaloRLtesvara from Palembang with.

The flrst example of the mature style of bhe

:Avalokltesvara w1th tlger symbol 1s Plate 54 (helght 54 cm.)ff?"

;IL is-a. two-armed Avalokltésvara and it 13 now 1n the{z*»'

”fmudra and the 1eft hand is’ holdlng a 1otus.~ It has been';‘ﬁ‘
“1dent1f1ed as Padmapanl Avalokltesvara in aocordance w1th

'fﬁg‘the eplthet, Padmapanl (he held the- 1otus flower) 22

”éfoilt was dlscoveredfln 1951.‘1 The attrlbubes Wthh it

‘that of Pala Avalokltesvara may be in tbe Mong0101d eyes.28
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" *Over Lhe left shoulder 1s draped a. Sash. j On the 1eft
bgshoulder 1th e lotus whose stalk is. held in . the 1eft

R ’must be Amoghapaga. §‘

,fln thls serles,

'ﬁof the style of the belt worn by 1mages of Oentral and
J‘;stastern <Zfawwatne:""émZl?e::':r.cn?r’4 Where the deccratlve ends of

“the belt 1s represented as’ falllng onto the thlghs reaohlnanlﬁ“

”‘E;tne knee.fa But Plate 25 wears one belt only not aa in.

*ﬁAithe Javanese 1mages.:” The' Shoulder is draped Wlth an.

R I

0 Ieft hands ;,Vls?nignt hands - l e
‘”“-jiPustaka-;~V§,: »1173:5Ak§ama1a | N L
7\?:Pa$a i,_?< gan_“f7;Trldandl _f:‘“,r.n.;ffj‘" ﬂn;”ij

",Paim§3 :fohand broken off

: 7]K&l&$£iy*' o f@;fﬁfvaradamudra n Lo L }Eﬁ

Wales has 1denﬁ1fled it as Mahavaaranatha.?o »I :

,iBut a. S1m11ar type of Avalokltesvara descrlbed by G, L
%”‘“Roericha;lls 1dent1fled as Amoghapaga nvalokltésvara.-
_Thls 001n01des w1th the defl”ltlon of Amoghapasa glven

."7by A. Getty.aa w -So, thls elght-armed Avaloklteuvara

. The flnal example of thls serles 1s also an

elghb-armed Avalokmtesvara standlng on a newly made

S‘JLpedestal (Plate 25) It belongs to Dr Vlroa Kanasut 55

- If we are toxcompare thls 1mage w1th the two other 1mages

we w1ll notlce that 1L 1s much more

{_Astyllsed and has more ornaments adornlng the body.
‘ f“ﬁ;Besmdes the armlets, nedklace, braceletb, 1t wears also:
"5the decoratlve belt Just 11ke Plate 51. 7 Iﬁs belt lS

w“*also treated“much more sophlstlcatedly. It remlnds us’

fnantelope scarfwln & naturallstlc style., A t;gen‘skln

»f“ﬁﬁwrapped around the dhotl. 55f1"
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'*“Mnseum, Bangkok‘;

f"7IQ7to the mlddle"o,?

orirepresented on them. ThlS‘
“u'_%menon because these countrle
““ifact thaﬁ 1t 1e'st111 unoertaln where “the dynasty orlgl—i

'*jecentury A D, studled 1n Sr1v1aaya.

“3;t0 say where the flrst Avaloklt

On the ba51s of the style of the 1mage espe—

% fjﬁ01a11y 1n the treatment of bhe ornaments and other

?decoratlve elements, 1t refleets a further development

i-.

‘ff:fln style achleved by 1ocal artluts.v The culmlnatlon :f"
ff?eof this achlevement is the productlons of the two - bronze -
wﬁ!e‘Avalokltesvara 1mages (Plates 55 and 57) found in Jalya B

?éggfand are now con31dered as masterpleces in the Natlonal

Plates 55, 56 dnd 37 may then be dated

the 9th century A D.3~

ffTﬁe?Signifieenoefofftheifiéeﬁfeﬁmbol

The representatlon qfitlger symbol on. Avaloklteswﬂ;fi‘f

‘J vara lmages w1th SlX to elght arms merely Gonflrms that . A
5 ;che 1mages are Amoghapaea Avalokltesvara 1f they hold the j'lk

ff‘Speclal emblem, pasa (lasso) Acoordlng to A. Getty,:

-'Yﬁgthe Amoghapasa, a'Tantrlo form of. AvalokltESvara,’may or -
ﬁﬁffmay not wear & tlger sk1n.55, Although the cult of |

"5”TQ ?Amoghapaea was popular 1n al‘fthe Buddhlstle countrles,ée_f ';

Jionly Amoghapaga 1mages from “he‘serlJayan area, Java and ;ff “'

flebet, on’ the pre%ent knowledge, have the tlger symbol

a very 1nterest1ng pheno—” L
“ad close contacts w1th

for 1nstanoe, may be related to

"che Sallendra dynasty, 1gnor1ng the

L'igfnated.z?  4At1éa,who reformed leetan Buddhlsm in llth

38

It 15 1m90881ble'

;yara w1th tlger symbol

:53was made,Aln splte of Dr A. Lamb's suggestlon that 1t
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*f_1mages.

.and four arms.A

g5fithat tlger symbol 1s related to Slva. -

}f81va—Mahadeva.5m,j‘”

"fgtual portralt of a deceased klng.gg

ai:ﬂjmlght be Sr1v1gayan 1n orlgln. s HlS suggestlon is based

E e'on the bellef that only Sr1v13ayan area produced such

59}L So, 1n the llght of the ev1denoe of the

*;wf,ex1stence of Amoghapaea 1mages 1n areas out51de Srmvmaaya

:Ae_e{the 1dea hae no foundatlon." There is, however, another
;;p0531b1e reason to support hlS euggestlon. It is seen |
‘Jthat the 1mages from Sr1v1gayan area are much older in

'~?§.date than those 1mages found out51de..'

In the Sr1v13ayan area the representatlon of i

:ef,the tlger symbol is not conflned o the Avaloklteévara B

"<w1th smx and elght arms only but also to 1mages with two

#7No text is known to have ex1sted at .

Eiﬁthe moment whlch can be used to 1dent1fy them 31nce they
-";3do not conform to the deflnltlon of Amoghapaea.- _7A11
':that can be sald about them at the moment is that they

ziff;may be based on sadhana thab are unknown at the moment.~e

\ Cfﬁlternatlvely, we may take up the suggestlon of Dr Laﬂb . 7 "‘

40 -There are a

~;}fnumber of élva 1mages found 1n Sr1v1aayan area and Java Q ,

Afthab have the tlger symbol and mave been 1dent1f1ed as -

41

Another p0831b111ty of the 51gn1flcance of the:f,

{;ﬁ?symbol is that those 1mages w1th that symbol may repre-)r i
'ﬂf;;sent thc portralt statues.{‘ It has been euggested that e
*many of the Hlndu—Javanese statues be31de belng the cult o

yﬁVlmages of a god, they can- also be con51dered as. a 5p1r1-

2 An example of such

:‘-ian 1mage is. the statue of- giva 51tuated in the central
s 43 R
.cbamber of Candl Lara~DJonggarang, Prambanan. 34~ It lS 7‘~.;

':"belleved Lo be the 1mage of Klng Balltung,_and 1t wears a
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jfiger symbol around the highlyﬂdeéorated dhoti.

134,

A4 1g

. this suggestion is ‘true then the idea of producing
portrait statues and identifying them with a cult god

' must have started earlier in the Srivijayan area than

that of Java and Gambodiae In‘the Srivijayan area the

cuit of Avalbkitégﬁara was the most popular. According

~to ProfeésorAWOlférs it is p0331ble to interpret the

: ﬁalay’Anhals regarding Sri Tri Buana, the Palembang king,

as an 1ncarnatlon of Avalokltesvara.45 The memory of .

‘practlces of the early part of the Sr1v1aayan history

must have been kept allve. - We. ‘have seen earlier on that

the Malaz,Annals also remembers the oath taking ceremony

‘whlch took place early as the. end of “the 7th century A D.46

'It is p0331ble that the idea- of wearlng an extra pilece of

cloth over "sarong" or trousers as existed today for cere~

monial purposeS’esP601ally by the ruling class may have

originated from the representation of tiger skin over the

~dhoti.

Why was'tigef‘chosen»as a éymbol? In India

“according to Asis Sen, the carnivorews; lion, tiger, etc.,

1rrespectlve of 8EX, represent femaleupr1n01ple.47 In
,Chlna the tiger is an emblem- of maglsterlal dignity and

courage and flerceness and 1ts head has been found

?palnted on the shields of soldlers and embr01dered upoin

court robes as‘insignia48 though.lt was also associated with
autunn and as'the guardian of the wesﬁ.49 The Malays too

a88001ate the tmger with' courage and one of the forms of

: self—defence 1s called 311at~har1mau (harimau means tiger .

~and silat 1s-the form of Malay self-defence).
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‘ﬁ1;000maraswamy, Hlstory of Indlan and Indon651an Art,

: and also Debala Mltra, Buddhlst Monuments,
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_zA.'Grunwedel, Buddhlst Art in Indla, Pl. 141.
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T‘;about 700 A D.j It i now 1n the Vlctoria and Albert?f$'

S, ;anseum, .see Indla Art Vlotorla and Albert Museum,'
.:f§; §l969, Pl.»lo. ‘_‘*‘“'“' | . et N
‘Y~ffT M. Schnltger, The Archaeology of Hlndoo Sumatra,:“i'

Po 51 Pl VI- ;; l |

‘;iE;;-ThlS v1ew 1s based on the comparatlve study wmth

“ tham Avaloklteévara 1mages sucb as those publlshed

‘ 'i3:1n the work of J. Boxsseller, La statualre du Ghampa,'éfug4

'“’t',lParls, 1965, flgs._52-41.
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fThe photographs were shown to me by Mr Srlsakra L

;'.Valllbhotama, Graduabe School Sllpakorn Un1versmty,

s fff:Bangkok, Thalland. L

_aTheodore BOWle (ed ), Tho sculpture of Thalland,

| PO 59’ Pl. 24. R

| Edif%iﬂLes collectlons aroheologlques au Musee Natlonal de

;Ibld., p. 51, Pl.’ 5 and see also George Goedes,_

“ﬁ;&Bangkok" Ars Asmatlca, 12, 1928, Pl. 12.

o 1jﬂ;p. 42, Pl.,II.‘P
o?i:17f |
r[7;18;;’

fTheodore Bow1e (ed ), The sculpture of Thalland,

Ibid., p. 42.,'”‘: T |
;Benoytosh Bhattacharyya, Buddhlst Ioonography,

1_Oxford Un1vers1ty Press, 1942, p. 191, where he

'deflnes 1t as the characterlstlc symbol of the Hlndu N

",Agod vlggu or Krsna. A} Getty, The Gods of Norbthern

TFEEQQE&EE, Oxford Clarenden Press, 1914, - In Buddhism44~‘f
‘;it Symbollses the Wheel of Law.,_ The wheel symbol

was flrst represented as a sun—dlsc whlch developed

3'1nto a full blown lotus w1th the centre surrounded

dbr by elght petals, from that 1t developed into a wheel

4'nw1th elght Spokes, p. 166.,: In Gambodlan arty, both

*2$:pV1snu and Avalokltesvara have thelr palms engraved o

'd“fi by the symbol earth (bhu) Wthh in tho case of

fp{Avalokltésvara can be seen on, the Rach—Ghla Avalo- a

.;f_klbeévara. ' Thls shows that there is the inter-

E:;lé;;

Vchangeablllty of attrlbutes between Hlndu and Buddhlstih
-Gods.A ‘

J. .0 Connor, Hlndu Gods of Penlnsular Sian, l972n L

5ifgpp. 48—49. S
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| CHAPTER 6
‘STYIES OF IMAGES DURING THE MIDDLE OF THE Oth CENTURY

A.D, TO THE 14+th CENTURY A.D.

- Indo-Javanese Style

Fron the middle of the 9th to the 10th century,

Buddhist sculpture in Sumatra and the Penlnsula shared

- certain features w1th Indo—Javanese sculpture.« This

phenomenon may not be regarded as a dlscontlnulty in the
development'of the artlbtlc tradltlons because technlcally'f

the 1mages of this perlod are not lnferlor to those images

‘ related o the style of Avalokitesvara with tlger symbol.'

They dlffer from- the earller 1mages in the treatment of

; certaln features only.

The - flrst is a stone 1mage, Plate 38, dlscovered

between Temples I and VI of Gedlng Suro, Palembang.l

:Although its head and feet are m1551ng it is still pos-

81ble to make out the ornaments that it is wearing. It

'wears armlets, necklace, earnrlngs, and a metal type of

belt. There are altogether 11 strands’ of hair- whlch can
be seen on'- the shoulders and. the back. Around the long

dhotl is worn an extra piece of- cloth which goes down to -

-, the knées. ‘Mhis is'éQuivéleht té‘the:cloﬁh wofn over

the Malay dress called ang and it is worn 11ke the
tiger skln in the Avalokltesvara and élva images.  Below
the beltuare the}double—loop sashes which are tucked at
the hips. with bhe free ends falling dowﬁ‘pérallel to the

- legs.,
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Styllstlcally’lt remlnds us of the number of

ures carved 1n rellef on Ohandl Sewu.2

Ghandl uewu

*féée@ﬁéﬁ;§ﬁ ’i;ﬁhé?ahbtiix‘amfiﬁclined tb daﬁe Plate*as_jf :

” tOiaiper1od betwee””Lhe mlddle of the 9th and the begln— _-f;'

nlng of the lOth centuzy A D.‘ ThlS 13 because up to

| Vuhe f1rst half of the 9th century 1ﬁ appears that the

e of 1ma es a85001ated w1th the Avalokltesvara Wlth ;H
: f}_tlgerﬂsymbol seems to domlnate the style of sculpture 1nf:

w;M;Sumatra and the Penlnsula.;g It 1s p0631b1e that the neW~JM *

'5f;fi&tre d 1u style partlcularly 1n the treatment of dhotl‘kﬁ‘

"ﬁf,ﬁﬁ% Jhave been encouraged by the new polltlcal relatlon—u

';5sh1ps Wlth Java.u  Dr de oaspar154 has POlnted out that

’}about 856 A D ‘a membor of Sallendra dynasty, Balaputra,

.¢from‘Java must haveke tabllshed hlmself in Sumatra._i,”fu‘,

‘foln Java by the beglnnlng of the lOth century A D. thls
J;style of double-loop sashes became much more elaborately‘f

x»}i*decorated as can bc seen on the Ghandl Lara—Daonggarang,g

“@;Pr &banan whlch soholars have generally assumed to be

E}?jfﬂdated to the early part of the 10th century A D 5

Thls Stylff°f double 100P Sashes may have been S

;fa_ﬁglnated and developed 1n Southern Indla durlng the

”-’LiPallava perlod. Lierellle Benlsbl in her StudleS, RaEEOTtS o

6

attrlbutes

}entre.le premler art Khmer et l'art Indlen,

I Wsuch:an 1mage (cf_ flg. 284) to a style found at Amaravatl 5“'"“

wx';_fand another example of the same style Of representhg the

7

'giSashes has beenfglven by Marle"mherése as Mallmenn >

n*tgthls also came from AmaraVatl.y; A date of. post Gupba
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;55perlod has been glven.‘ Thls 1s true because of the

71Tfpreeence of a. b: f’beve the functlonal belt and. thls was x_-‘vﬁ:“
“~4>popular W¢th the Pallava,8 and not Wlth the Gola.v‘-
R Another 1mage of thls perlod is Plate 59 Ais-

‘“iﬁffcovered at Korlntal, West Sumatra.

k3 It is a bronze

f}Avalokltesvara (helght 16 cm.) Whlch 1s now 1n the

9;..

a;ffJakarta Mueeum._: fThe left hand is in varadamudra whlle fxffs‘

‘wiiﬁrlght hand holds a lotus.-ﬁ Ulth the exoeptlcns of

' _drees and the treatment of the

y"jﬂbeltsjof the dhotl 1t shares other features of earller ;ff*'*fA;,

iﬁAvalokmtésvaraglmages. The head~dress 15 mueh shorter N

l;*ifand no such style-so‘far is known to have ex;sted 1n

lo‘or 1n Suma ra and the Penlnsula.; As such it e

75“Java

1s*a local product w1th 1ts own style. The ornamental

s ~3Lbelt, however, remlnds ue of the belt worn by 1mages in-

':@t’ ’andl Sarl whlch pos‘lbly dated to the 9th century A D.ll ?335”»
’lutAlt 1s not worn on exaetly the same p081t10n.:;,3 .{‘ Luw:’

- The seated bodblsattva, Plate 40 (helght l7~~cms )if‘
aﬂdfnow 1n the Palembang Museum may be dated to thlsve»vwgf“ L

p 1od too.%a:‘ﬂ ”_

an Indo—Ja anese 1mage.

]1mage whleh is now

n the Brltlsh Museum has been suggested by Dr Goomaraswamy {?'

as belng 51m11ar styllstlcally to another Indo-Javanese':.if
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‘to the perlod between 9th century to, llth century A.D.,

(-_fpedestal

‘~;j1mame.%5: On the pedestal of thls second 1mage is an .?

4'1nscr1ptlon 1n old Javanese whlch has been attrlbuted

16

‘n;Whlle the flrst Indo Javanese 1mage 31ts on padmasana
Td,7on a 31mhasana, the second has the same klnd of seat as
:Plate 40._ Just as the second Indo—Javanese 1mage which
o may be dated as later than the flrst so too Plate 40.

' The maln Juetlflcatlon for thls bellef is the style of

..;the parts of the throne and the back-plece.;

Flrst is the halo whlch must have been derlved;s

'grrom the flame halo._ J D ~Plante in hls study of the =
ﬁ:'.Pre—Pala sculpture has suggested that those flamenhalos ;7753*‘:‘
nwhlch are closely packed side by side s0 that the effect L
118 more follabe than flame—llke 1s much later 1n date.l7”
f’Gomparatlvely, Plate 40 1s muoh more follated than thel'

'A_flrst Indc-Javanese bronze.

The second part is the part on whlch the 1mage 0

' siﬁé;.; Tra01ng the development of thls part in Sumatra

A:‘;-and the Penlnsula 1t appears thab the padmasana on-a’

s much later than the padmasana on a 31mhasana.

The Padmapanl Avalokitesvara, Plate 41, seated on padmasanat?lf
6_[ion a:. 51mhasana,18 on the account ol its style whlch 1s
v:very close tc the style of Avalokltésvara ‘with tlger _ _
| *'symbol, may be- dated to the early part of. the 9th century
'f*th D._ Con51der1ng the ebyle of the flame—halo 1t fits
n’”fdlnto the deflnltlon of less fcllabe as the representatlons .
‘v‘fof the flame are far apart. | To this style may be added -
dev;the two bronze Buddha, Plates 42 and 45,19 but on the .
;ba81e of the seats and the flame—halo they . must be somewhatff

. 1ater 1n date than Plate 41 but younger than Plate 40,
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‘,f‘the 1ong dhot:. mth the

;ddubfemloop sashes “the style of.the flame~halo 1t

ame perlod as Plate 58.‘:

may;be dated to“th\>

iIn Penlnsula jThalland we have evldence of

ertaln aSPects of Indo~Javanese

nal Museum, Bangkok.; The 1mage 1s very

\clndloatés the ilnfluence of Indo—Javanese

s Plates 46 and 47, dlsé vered from Jalya and Satlngphra

"""‘“"~’>f.:may be dated- to th.e_
'flﬁBur on the account of the style Of the head dress theh

artadurlng thls perlod ‘f‘“xamples of such adaptatlon of ;ﬁ~?:’

ndo—JaVanise style can be seen 1n the style of an elght_ ’ \G7~m

rmed.Av”loklté§%ara 1mage, Plate 45, whlch at the momont ,“ffié

‘ fZ 5corrodedfénd allilts rlght arms are m1551ng. Its head—iﬁf {-*‘

~e¢03d half of the 9th century A D.;,glf' U



‘Q;iiif14§%

Natlonal Nuseum 1mage must be the oldest of the three

;e the Satlngphra must be the youngest \1Tﬁé:“

' Svt1ngphra 1m;4egls now 1n Wat‘Matchemawat, Songkhla and

: 1g1nally must hav';had 1ts dladem, necklace, ear-rlngs,

,anA:armlets embedded W1th pre01ous stones 51nce 3pots’fﬁ‘i—¥73

‘where"these stones Were once embedded can st111 ‘be- seen.\ifﬁ‘f -

;It 1s:notuclear1wzatjbodhlsattva Plates 46 and 47. repre—»rfy, R

'sent as all the attrlbutes are m1551ng.RaA

;Sbﬁ%h;Ipqiéﬁw3£§1éj

By the llth century A D. one can see that South

;_ndlan styles had to a certaln degree affected “the  > 

”culpture 1n Sumatra and

._StyllSth tradltlon:()f Bu‘d-d.hlst

*‘gthé Penlnsula. 5Eor Vnstance the dated Lokanatham‘

f;7Avalokltesvarag(helght 45 5 cmss ), Plate 48, from Gunung
,J*;Tua, Sumatra, clearly shows strong Cola manlfestatlon.«?V .
‘~;Thls v1ew was flrst?put for;ard by Sherman b. Lee although

. .mo ccmparatlve example was ever glven.a}j

The 1mage standaygffsf
o between two Taras presumably although one of the Taras 1s
’?am1851ng. They sband on a pedestal.5 The 1nscr1ptlon

' ﬁEon the pedestal 1nd10ates that 1t was made by a master

22

'}fgsmlth called Surya in 961 (= A D. 1059) ‘The use: of ?f['7i  .

”1lﬁthe Malay word barbwat guaraﬂtees that 1t was made 1n

Looklng at the way the dhotl 1s represented one

" ”Ewould recall bhe style of the early Cola tradltlon. mlih;n(

Ethls style be81des haV1ng a funcﬁlonal belt or glrdle an iA1‘~ﬁ

1?%1mage wears two extra non—functlonal belts or ornamental




belts aust over bhe funotlonal belt. Mid;Way between

the hlpS and the chest another ornamenbal belt is worn.23

Thls style dlffers sllghtly with the lat Pallava style

where 1n$tea& of the: two “ornamental belts 1t wears a

24

kind of bow. ‘The Lokanétha-Avahﬂdtééﬁara Wears tWo

‘sashes too gust as in the case of the images lnfluenced

by the Indo—Javanese style bub 1nstead of the sashes
arranged 1n double -loop in a form of crescent they now
form into a handleless 1nverted belt. Thls is Just llke
in the early Cola style.gs-' ‘

, The head—dress of the Lokanatha—AvalokltESVdra
whlch ig tall is arranged differently from ‘the earlier

style. It is much more compact and covers. a wider circum

' ference of the head. ’ Together Wlth the ornaments it

wears, thls style deflnltely is much closer to the early
Cola style than the earller style in Sumatra.26

In Penlnsular Thalland too, the style of the

-early Cola found favour among the. sculptors., Professor

'- 0 Gonnor has asserted that the Brahmanlcal 1mages of Pra

146,

Naral Hlll, Takuapa, were 1nfluenced by the late Pallava,27v

'have any 1nfluence on the Buddhlst sculpture. A Buddhist

sculpture in bronze, Plate 49,‘of<an Avalokltesvara from
Satlngphra may be attrlbuted to the early Oola style 1n

Penlnsular Thalland. " Thls bronzenbustAlsanow in the Wat

:Matchemawat Songkhla.~ It wears'neckiéce, armlets,
;;functlonal belt and an ornamental belt Just above it,

,and another ornamental belt between the bust and the hlps.
iThe hands are m1551ng.} Adornlng the head 1s a bell shaped

Zhead-dress whlch reminds us of the style of head—dresses

ﬂbur only ln the’ 1lth century A-D. did Southern India stylesv.;;L;i
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"‘ffof Hlndu 1mages of the early Cola perlad 28 B
L The strong Oola 1n11uence seen on these Buddhlst ;:ffff

”-H§£1mages may to ar certaln degree be attrlbubable to the

"'aifCola rald 1n the llth century A D. on the Penlnsula and

29

LﬁiSumatra. But subsequently the relatlonshlp between
‘.§Sr1v1gaya and the Gola became 1mproved and more cordlal
K i;because 1n about 1090 A D. the Sr1v1gayan ruler had a
Wﬁ”vr?temple bullt at Negapatam.ao The dlscovery 1n Sumatra_
 ;$?of a fragmentdry Tamll 1nscr1ptlon at Lobu Tuwa dated
;f:saka lOlO (1088 A D )Bl'whlch mentlons a corporatlon of
'iTamll merchants provmdes us w1th ev1dence that the Tamllslﬁ

'i'had tradlng act1v1t1es dn- Sumatra gust llke that 1n the fJ;xk"'
TE‘?iPenlnsula as attested by the 1nscr1pt10n of the south 1
"':i;Indlan merchants found at Tahuapa related to the 9th

V}century Pallava Jmages of Pra Naral Hl.lil..a2 »

RS ‘ From the 121:1:1 century A.Dy 11: appears ‘that the
f};?styles of 1mages 1n uumatra anﬁ the Penlnsula developed ‘
i ;flndependently.‘- In Sumatra the style is domlnate& by

J.the styles of Indo—Javanese art of the Last Javanese

iﬂ%'perlod.» These 1mages are found 1n smtes nearer to the

;?Stralts of Malacca than those of the 1mages lecussed

wcn:7f3&flier; From Palembang aﬂd Jambl there 18 Ho evzdence‘

1ffar ofi uddhlst 1magESVMich may be attrlbuted to thls
ﬁ i;per1od.,' An example of the 1mage of thls perlod is the
'5;tha1rava from Padang Rotao Sungal Langsat Central

“7ff;5umatra (helght 4 41 m.)35 Plate 50.‘?;w1’"ﬁxt-‘:‘

')hls enormous 1mage 15 now in the Jakarta .

| f;Museum but was t_an5ported from Fort de Kock (Buklt

~ijt 1s belleved that the delty 1s supposed to




‘m;:ﬂthe etyle of the East Javanese perlod may best be. seen.i\.?%fv

“flﬂthe Sumatran klng?Adltyavarman.

%,ﬁﬁhevrelatlonshlp wmth Eaj

' u°ej0hand1 blngasarl.k_-

'Erepresent a Buddh;st Bhalrava and & portralt statue of .

Bgﬂ The delty lS standlng

;¥::~on,a naked man lylng on” hls back and Supported by a- 1otus f% :

.ljcuShlon erected on a Ped:,tal made up of elght skulls.
fIt wears a palr of trousers and a plece of Cloth, ME__gezgii"¥
H\tgls worn over 1t.:> The plece of cloth 1s decorated with e T
1?§skulls and crescent moon motlfs. - In the rlght hand it
'fholds a knlfe while 1n the 1eft 1t holds a. skull ‘ Thé L
Qéhead—dress 15 arranged in hlgh 001ffure.“: Halr covers 'J

'a?legs arms, breast and cheeks. . The large eyes glve an*[ﬁe_ff

”;pre581on of demonlc expressmon.: Around1the arms and5g°”

»n‘the ears the 1mage wears ornaments of snakes._ :

‘ It is. from the Style of. bhe belt or glrdle that:'

lfThe large Ollp 1n the shape “of kala—head from Which a | ‘
«}belt hangs down may be compared w1th the kala—heads found"w.”

“1n the art of East Javanese perlod. : The Kala-head of the ;};;%;5
““ilﬁlmage lles between the style of the kala—head Seen on B

”?*jchandl Djago. andfcnanal slngasarl-;. In the Chandl D3a5°

s «style)5 the face is’muchf ore human than the Kala—head

‘ Qeof the Central Javanese perlod.56 Here- the mouth lS

.‘Jthat of rakeasa, W1th bulglng eyes, and claw—llke hands.f

‘r;ﬁlacklng lower Jaw. lS replaced by floral motlfs.*

i?@ﬁefstyle of the skull used as pedestal also p01nts to

”“JaVanese perlod belng remlnls-;

"3cent of the shull pedestaldof Ohakramchakra 1mage Of

38

,'the Natlonal Museum Jakarta and etyllstlcally belonglng

fln Chandl blngasar157 1t is. much less naturallstlc,‘ij{fa,_mi

k”ﬂj From Central Sumatra came another 1mage, now 1n iﬁfta
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L 11'::‘.."Sumatra“"

;EHA:;fA Standlng Buddha{lmage, Plate 5_
'ffln OOVbrlng modesw1£h the Dvarav
.:j;wa‘tdlscovered;atTWat Mahadhatu
?‘Wdated’fo about 12th century A D

fﬁ?ﬁ;the Dvaravatl school as well as

g,

x:ay be aArepresentatlve of the style

;Mprevalllng 1n‘8umatra at that tlme.ifcfl

“@conform to Sumatranmdress.

In Penlnsular Thallan“;the Style of the Buddhlsth‘

‘~Q';:sculpture durlng thls period, thh to l%th century A, D.,_\‘ﬁf' -
{dlsplayed a styllstlc tradltlon rlfferent from “that of |

Tor instance, 1mages from Jalya were no more -

ffrelated toNIndo—Javanese style as were those in Sumatra. ‘J;:~ ﬁ

carved 1n stone and

tl tYPe of U—inflectlon i¥ff

ﬁJalya.“f It may be
s;ﬁce 1t has features of .

lements of the early xvh

/*5}iﬁLopbur1 school OL the Menam Chao Praya P1&1n~-; Thls




s

’%311th century A.D. to the 1ate SEY century A.D. Topburi .

Tywas a Stronghold;of Khmer power 1n Central Thalland.%? :

‘f ":The 1mage wears a belt deoorated Wlth pendants, typlcal

,,jof the Khmar styles of the Angkor Wat and Bayon. : Frqmliﬁgf\"

~‘Vifs:;.m.:l.lar frontal panel ‘can’ be. seen on the standln@ Buddha

- 1mage of the Lopburl mchool.%

The tradltlon of repre-7i

*fsentlng the frontal panel on the standlng Buddha 1mages

ﬁﬂliwas malnt 1ned at Jalya 1n tbe later style there. -;Aq

;mflmage of a walklng Buddha, Plate 54a found at Wat

,élya, wearlng the upper garment 1n open mode»é

”7§:che centre ofutle‘undercloth Tuns‘a frontdl panel. ﬁA {ff;'5;1”¢
|

' ﬁ_and pleatless, ha‘faufrontal panel attached to an unde-?jﬁtjsi?k

‘ ‘:fcorated belt.g% It may be dated to a perlod later than‘

te 55, probab1y~to about lBth century A, D. - 'ufq;f’J 5 J

:The dated Buddha of Grahl, Plute 55 (helght ;fﬂji}[;%

 ?;165,“ms ) d1s jvered at Wat Wlang, Jalya m&y agaln be '

;m;con51dered as a btyle pecullar to Jalya. : ThlS style 1s f@At;‘3 
Conne°t@d Wlth Khmer Style 1n the way the 1egs are *'~~“ﬂw

| foided.,] In the sculptures of seated Buddha in Sumatra { 1_“§;?é
V;;;{;the 1egs are cressed rather than folded,*5 Whlle the' o ;f{
‘Qj;Buddha seated w1th folded 1egs 15‘common 1n the Khmer y _f fw

f‘style.%e The 1mage 15 seated on 8 - Naga s c011 with theg AL:;i51

ﬂ “ﬂ—N ga's hood shadow1ng 1t.’ It is the Naga heads recall; o f;gw

 \those ofA he Khmer Style of Bayon (1ate lEth to early

Kﬁ'lBth century A D, ) 47 The monastlc robe 15 in the open‘Aul;fw

”f/‘mode.‘, Thvlugmlsa 1s smooth and round, and a flame~{f,.

z’frlnged bodhl—leaf-and aewsl'ls flxed in front. “F?‘j” ‘ i;;:v
L Accordlngrto the 1nsor1ptlon thls 1mage 15 dated -f§{}
>'1t0‘1185 A D.a The- name of the ruler mentloned in the *i71w

o 1nscr1pt10n resembles that of the ruler of the 1)th centuryibgﬁ;




 of Thai;

‘century A.D. even though thereuls added evidence of the *ftlij

1510

Malayu,48 has been interpreﬁed,és a regain of power over

Jaiya by the Srivijayan rulér=at Malayu before the coming
49 But thls v1ew was not shared by other scholars.sQ
This is because the 1nscr1ptlon, in Khmer but written in

scrmptsof Sumatra and Java,,does not necessarlly imply

that there was a regaln of power by Sr1v1aaya in the lﬁbh

similarity of the title,‘”\Theré,is a difference of a

century 56tween thé'fwo,, 1Thq‘use of the Khmer language

ﬁay indicate, Just as tﬁé style of the image, the strong :\ ﬂﬁf
connectlon between Jalya, and the Khmer OlVlllS&tlon but

not necessarlly the subaugatlon of ‘the area by the Khmer.
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CHAPTER 7
CONGLUSION ~

From the study of the styles of the Buddhist

&sculpture found in Sumatra and the Penlnsula and dated-

%o the 7th - 14th cenﬁury A D.y & number of new facts

emerge which should help to eluc1date further the nature
of-5r1v1aaya, 1bs“art and the relationships between

Palembang and other areas. One of these facts is about

the nature of the értuitself. It seems fhat the develop-

ment of the styles went through many phases. ‘Each

phase has characteristics of its own. The phase, early

- 8th century to the middle of the 9th century A4.D., pro-

vides the evidence for similar development of style in
Palembang and the Peninsula.l_” This certainly has a

bigger dimplication than the too comprehen81ve definition

‘which scholars attach to the term "Sr1v1aayan Artv.®

On the ba81s that the styles dld not remain statlc,

varied and non—homoveneous during the Serlaayan period,

‘the term “Serlaaya" may be used safely to imply political

and chronologlcal but not cultural entity.

The non—homogeneous nature of the art may be

attributed to the fact that when Srivijaya first consoli-

-dated its- power over ‘the Peninsula 1ts artistic, tradition

"was still in 1ts 1nfancy as atbested by the Buklt Seguntang

_ Buddha and the mltred Avaloklﬁésvara. In the Penlnsula

on the other hand the artistic tradltlon was well estab—

‘vllshed. A nnmber of workshops ‘which produced rellglous

images is belleved to have ex1sted as early as the 4th

ecentury AsD,j produclng first Hlndu images and later Buddha
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}p0381bly to theza

'*fterrltorles.

"iSouth Last Asman_h

'9var1atlons and forms.,

 Vas far south as Patanl dlStrlCt..n

iththh led to contacts Wlth Oeylon and Indla’ partlcularly

KJEESouth’Indla.S‘} Pllgrlms6 between Ohlna and Indla also

"?Qgcontrlbuted to thelr knowledge of Indlan rellglons and

esire to 1ntroduce these 1nto thelr

1an\rellglons and polltlcal 1deas,

1f¥ whetWer 1ntroducedﬁby Indlan traders or brought back by o

‘181tors to Indla, contrlbuted to the

'Qfgrowth of South Easb A31an states whmch strlve to expand7 

;at one anobher s expense. But the very varlety of con- :

wyi‘i;&G'bQ&ﬂd 1nfluences was 1nev1tably reflected in- styllstlcyfi N

The Buddha 1ma@es in Sumatra whlch may be ;’*"

.fﬂdated to the 7th and Sth century A D. show that the 1ocalj;~, w .

:sts were much 1nsp1red\by the pre—Devapala school of :

‘ \'Nalanda and by'the Geylon school.» The Buklt Seguntang
ifBuddha is A typlcal example of thlS characterlstlo.  -Th¢“

Avi7m1tred Avalokltésvara typlfles the Geylon connectlon as:

‘~we11 as p01ntlng tolthe beglnnln of the productlon of
;Avaloklt%svara 1mages by local artlsts. But 1n the

;QH;Penlnsula, partfcularly Penlnsular Thalland, by the end

‘:»? of the 7th century A DL an- 1ndependent school of Buddhlst e
'ff}ar 3had alroady been well establlshed. It was “the

ii{Dvaravatl school and examples of thls school can be found R

.7 By the beglnnlng of

“? the 8th century A D Dvaravatl school had 1ts 1nfluence




T".';,_'jpr:n.stfed towns of great anthulty._g:

‘1type,
'(Tambrallnga) and P’an—P an.

“~;gbhat Chleh—ch a is equlvalent to modern Kedah,
_ faBay of Bandon
? Ja1ya and Nakorn Srl Thammarat.lﬁ‘

f5to rely on" food supply from out31de,

T'°:areas Wthh Was noted for thls surplus food productlon.

s

slowly belng eroded by the 1nfluence comlng from Palembang.r_x:h

5‘ zThe 1mpllcat10n 1s that W1th the 1ncrease of Sr1v13ayan

polltlcal oower over Sumatra and bhe Penlnsula by the end f‘ |

: of the 7th century A D.;'rellglous 1nfluence followed.
.ThlS 1nfluence reached as far north as Pun Pln on the

‘mBay of Bandon. There 1s no, artlstlc ev1dence that Jalya B

was 1nfluenoed by Palembang before 775 A, D.
. Durlng the perlod 7th to the 8th century A, D.,

-”the areas 1n the Penlnsula whlch wero related to Palembang
'f\jas attested by 11terary and sculptural ev1dence ey be

o fd1v1ded 1nto two types." The flrst 1s what Professor

WOlters cla831f1ed as landfall ports,8 the second com—i

9.

Chleh-ch a. and

': {Langkasuka (Lang-chla—shu) may be cla831fled 1n the flrst

10 whlle the second type 1noluded Tan—ma—llng

1 Scholars mostly belleve

12 .1_-~

“‘;iLangkasuka as a dlstrlct runnlng from Ranot in. Satlngphr

"',Penlnsula to Patanj.,»5 P! an P an 1n the area around the Y

L ~and, Tambrallnga Was a dlstrlct betwoen f

A5 1y may be possible to

;nsay that the exten81on of power by Palembang over these
-,Penlnsular oentres was due to Lhe geographlcal llmltatlons

s_of Palembang as the centre of an. empire.‘. Palembang had

16 as dld the Malacca

Sultanate 1n the 15th century A D, - The areas 1n Lhe’

' Penlnsula are known for produclng rloe exceedlng local

consumptlon.b Tan—ma—llng or Tambrallnga was among the

17




ﬁvf; on, there was a parallel

-ZfTOnlthe archaeologlcal evmdence Kedah, durlng thls perlod '
Ui;lfwasmnot yet to be regarded as an entrepot 18 I presume,?

'l?thau the oonquest of Kedah 1n the 1ast quarter ol thejT -

Af;7th century A D._was to galn posse531on of a port of - calln.m"“7“

at controlled bheﬂbtralts of Malacca as well as’ an'l: AT

‘ff;_area that produced rlch Supplles of rlce.‘f;b.ﬁ‘

The power of Sermgaya was extended ovcr Jalya;[4

j“'E:)'y 7?5qA D., a fact whlch may be 1mplled from the Jalya e

"{1nscr1ptlon.‘v Thls 1ascr1pt10nal evmdence seems to tally;»;f;\,u

wa;th sculptural:efldence.ff On the 1mages of Avaloklbesvara;-'“"

found at Jalya the> 1ger symbol Wthh was flrst seen on

S *ﬁ'the Avalokltesvarawfound at Palembang had by now been

.”3“taken up by the artlsts from Jalya.gf The ‘first of—these

lﬂ”ffAk°1ok1tesvara w1th tlger symbol ‘from. Jalya is the two—{'

led 1mage (Plaﬁi 52) Styllqtlcally 1t may be dated to

:fl iithelldst quarter of the Sth oentu?y A D. Prom thls perlod\

;evelopment in style ‘between f”

‘ The style was homogeneous

ﬁ%andpb e Avalokltésvarailmages ‘which may be classlfled to

M‘ff;ﬁhi Jperlod,'extenxlng to the mlddle of - the 9th century é':f

'_A D.}Erepresent Buddhlst art Whlch has been labelled

1V1Jayan Art" and whlch I term the mature Buddhlst style~‘
n%jof\the Sr1v1gayan perlod - A . ‘

Presumably there was stablllty 1n the emplre

:;durlng the perlod, 775 A D. to about the mlddle of the 9th

:l~:”century A D.. The Buddhlst images, partlcularly those whlch

'fm ylbe dated to the mlddle of the 9th cenbury A D dls_lq(

ch“vered 1n Jalya, reflect the cllmax of achlevement 1n

~'st:)rle and technology'{' Profesgor WQlters has suggested 1“'




160. . -

hat bhe perlod'follow1ng 775 A D shows that the emplre

"fiﬂnot suf er‘from serlous dynastlc or. other 1nstab111ty.18 :

the perlod between 742 and 902 A D. no m1531ons

"fare recorded from Sr1v1gaya to Ohlna.197 MlSSlon—sendlng

' ef;to Ghlna waSna:common feature 1n the forelgn polloy of

{Emost countrles 1n South East Asma and it 1

fan 1nd10at0r 3

‘lfhe polltlcal 31tuat10n 1n South East A31a; In the

:"‘early part‘of the 7th century A D Sr1v1aaya was one of

';fthe countrles 1n South East esla that sent mmssmon to

Tthlna buﬁlby'the end of the 7th century A D. the m1831on

*ﬁiifr@m Srmv;gaya was the most 1mportant and the other

;countrles 1n Sumatra and the Penlnsula were prevented from‘

"if“sendlng m1351one.

‘ :The style of the Buddhlst sculpture from :
7 ;*,1;Palembang suggest that 1ts beglnnlng was greatly influenced;{*’
'”*ekiby the pre—Devapala school of Nalanda. A Although soholars g“m
| are lelded over the queetlon of whetherA“Sr1v1Jayan Art“ »
j:gwas 1nfluenced by the Pala school, 1t is: qulte certaln fl

"that the splrlt of the development of the Pala SChOOl -

*ﬁ‘iﬁmust have played an 1mportant ile in- shaplng the style

‘;fﬂjof the Buddhlst 1mages durlng the permod, 7th to the
'f,ﬂf"mlddle of the 9th century. A Thls splrltvmay have come»
‘:to Sumatra and the Penlnsula v1a Palembang because 1f we ;fiff
Jt{,facoept the fact that Palembangfwas Fo—shlh (Sr1v1aaya) H

uﬁh’f?of I T31ng then Palembang was a centre of Buddhlst

Lj:elearnlng as deplcted by I TSlng-E};fii ! |

| ¢ nTn the fortiribd city of Fo- che, . | -

gBuddhlst prlests number more” then =

© . one thousand, whose minds are bent
Goon learnlng and. good practlces. R

“ . They investigate and study &ll- sub-

e jects that exilst aust asin . .
f‘»eigmedhyadese (Indla), the rules and




h e

el

. fceremonles ‘are not;at all dlfferent.«w
' If & Chinese prlest wishes to go’ to

. the: west'in order to hear. [leotures]
- and-read [the original’ Buddhist- tewts]

. he had better stay. at’ Fo-che for one .. .
S or twWo- yéars and: praetlse proper. rules
\“}fthen proceed to Gentral Indla."uj :

| :{frrom thls statement 1t lS p0881bl€ to infer also‘ -

‘ﬁrf;that scholars‘from-Other parts of Sumatra and the Penlnsula fﬁ?:f
anme to Palembang to study I am 1ncllned to oompare e
'*7~the organlsatlon of rellglous centres in Palembang w1th

thhe varlous rellglous centres in’ Penlnsular Thalland today S

‘xrﬁewhere in 1arge temple complexesf“> maaorlty of the

l&ijbulldlngs are Jn wood and. only the:ehrlnes are in brlok;
j7,'Stude::a.ts llve 1n a number of Wooden huts.E Such a oom—‘,’
'plex would 1eave few ea31ly dateable remalns on the surfaoe..tfsf
k. It 1s p0831ble that scholars from Sumatra and L
‘ the Penlnsula after completlng thelr studles in Palembang
{?returned to thelr resPeotlve plaoes and brought back the
‘;knowledge they acqu1red. The idea of Avalokltesvara

{'w1 h;tlger symbol whlch was flret seen 1n the Palembang ﬁ:: f{ 12

_fAvalokltesvara and later on became popular 1n the Penlnsula

LQm y be due to such a oontact;“ _Otner parts of South East

i,ffA51a also adoptfd'Avalokltesvara w1th tlger symbol% ,‘wé

1magee ofovalokltesvara could be dated 5_53

"x’?f{to bhe mature style of Avalokltesvara 1mages 1n Sumatra "e;;‘:fJﬁ

~¥f¥fand the Penlnsula.,

All the ev1denoe suggests that Palembang was a

oentre of Mahayana Buddhlsm 1n South East A31a, perhaps '
»;as”a result of the contacts that must have been developed

\f@;w1th Naland 5 Gonsequently by 850 A, D. 5r1v1gaya had

,fpestabllshed a monastery at Nalanda presumably to cater

>'h;for scholars from varlous parts of SrLV1gayan hmplre;who




‘went to study there.Zc

mCulture,

—

162.

22 ;Tha:discovery of Avalokitésvara

>"imageéfwithﬂtiger symbol in Tibebt is andther evidence

bfor the 1mportance of Palembang as a centre of Mahayana

Buddhlsm. It conflrms the contact Palembang had with
leet testlfled by hlstorlcal gources., - It stated that

Atl%&, a Tibetan: scholar, Who in 11th oenbury A.D.

»reformaduleetan»Buddb;sm, studled~at Srlviaaya.25 The

other implication from this contact is that both Tibet
and Sr1v13aya practlsed the same kind of Mahayana Buddhism, -

- This. idea of Palembang as a source for the

spread of certaln aspects of Buddhlst art to tbe Penlnsula; :
.contradlcts the theory that the Penlnsula was essentlally

1the sbepplng—stone 1n~the eastward spread’qf Indlan

24 The same view was voiced by Dr Lamb when he

;says that, - nif 1ndeed we have a traﬁs—iathmiaﬂ trade route,

then Oham or Javanese 1nfluence at Nakorn Srl Thammarat

,,and‘Chalyavas gustbas reasonable as dlrect Tamll influence

at Takuapa}25' Wibh thé increase-of Buddhlst 1nfluence

» from Palembang to the Penlnsula from the later part of

tbe 7th century A.D. to the mlddle of 9th century A.D.

Buddhlstlart took‘precedent over Hindu art. Professor

'O;Connor attributes the presence of the three Pallava

saulptures at Takuapi to the expansion of Mahayana Buddhism -

under the Sailendra.a6

- Takuapa, which is believed to -
have existed from the late 7th century A.D. as an entrepdt

and dec}ined-in the early Sung period, on the evidence of

the Pra Narﬁi’sculpturé'apdvthe aschiated Tamil inscrip-

 tion must have received direct Tamil influeace.27 It is

probable, if it is true that there was the trans-isthmian




'”:ﬁﬁtrade between Takuapa and Nakorn Srl Thammarat and Jalya "

fln the‘

‘ate 7th century A D., that the exten81on of

$r1V1aayan‘1nfluence as attested;by the 775 A D.

1nscr1ptlon, was an attempt to control the Takuapa

T k;;ES The result of the decllne of Takuapa 1ed

;"heirlse of:KAdah a5 an’ entrePOt An the Sung perlod.Q?

N

‘* 3succeSs1on of a Javanese prmnce to the throne of Sr1VL3aya -
’  551n£,Eoutﬂ856 A D.aov The 1nfluenoe wels on. the dhotl only,,.jifté

’fof the 1mage 1ndlcate that eadh area

':d601ded to adopt dlfferent style of head—dresses. :Th¢;5~"*ff~

‘*'f_non<homogen1ty;jn the style of the head—dress may suggest

:;a few thlngs.ﬂ 7In_ﬁhe present Malay 3061ety, head-dress

‘”';n};enables a v1ewerjto determlne from whlch state a person

'¥ ;comes,nand also hls p081tlon 1n the rullng class.

‘valthough We are able to ascertaln from the sculpture that

oo

ffthe 9th century, each area of the :

‘*EfifAcc'rdrng %o Pro: essor WOlters, Tambrallgga on the Penlnsulaj;wli

gw'éwas,lndependent of Sr1v13aya by the end of the 10th

AH'~;i]century A D.3?_ Both sculptural and llterary evmdence




'V;be due to the rlse of the power of Javanese states.

',came four huge makaras.

AL, the capltal oi‘ Sr:l.v:l,aaya had shifted to Jambl.

164,

iShow that by the lOth century A D. the Sr1v1aayan marltlmelf£ 
tand commerc1a1 systems bagan to decllne.‘ ThlS was presu—.[A l
';.mably due to 1ntcrnal factors such as the power of |
rtPalembang as capltal belng serlougly challenged by Jambllﬁ“‘
:ﬁover the questlon of klngshlp, and the 1nab111ty of l
'r:ijalembang as cap:tal to hold together the empire with

33the 1ndependent of Tambrallnga.:; The external factor may

53

The archaeologlcal ev1dence, too, suggests that

"?the centre of artlstlc act1v1t1es shlfted to flrst Jambl
ijAln the llth century A D. and later on to 51tes further

liirnorth 1y1ng closer to the Stralts of Malacca.‘ . From Jambi o

34 55

Accordlng to Bernert Kempers,

,mthese makaras are much blgger than the Javanese makaras.

u'They are dated, accordlng to the 1nscr1pt10n, to about -E

:f1064 A.Ds Durlng the . llth century A, D. traces of Indo-
Nitf.:Javanese 1nfluence in the sculpture of Sumatra and the

,u‘Penlnsula had dlsappeared, and Cola 1nfluences seem to

control the style of the Buddhlst sculpture unlike the

| :l;51tuat10n from the mlddle of the 9th to the 10th century
‘-fA D.<when there Was a common style of dhotl ‘and dlfferont
“iifffstyles of . head-drese, the sculptures found in Sumatra and
i,jPalembang were 1nfluenced by Cola styles, Whlch varled )
:from one area to another each area chose. The 1mp11—
vrl ‘catlon from the sculptural evmdence 1s that, by ‘the- llth

'century A D., Sr1v1aaya~Palembang had no more control

over the artlstlc act1V1t1es of Sumatra and the Penlnsula :

'and perhape many of the areas ‘had enaed the:r polltlcal

‘ connectlons w1th Sr1v1gaya~Palembang. ' Between 1079a1082 '

56




’Vf7lffAb the end of tne lOth contury A D. and the' beglﬂnlng , |
““of the llth century A D. Sr1v1gaya was at war both wmth ‘_;f
| d“'ithe Colas and the Javanese.??f The trade monopoly of |
.lii\¥Sr1v1aaya was challenged by vassals of Serlgaya, Pansur

”?‘,lln 1088 and Kedab in 1068.28

‘~~j:igenlty at all i
kiiiPenlnsula. Sumatran art deflnltely shows strong 1nfluence
'f;from East Javanese stylengvf f
“yiPenlnsular Thalland are of local styles. Each area had
3i%}developed an lndependent style unrealted to Sumatran

'iéf;style. Thls once agaln tallles w1th the polltlcal‘f'

TVSltuatlonvgllmpsed from ﬁhe Ohlnese sources.:- Professor;;#i;w

5g§5r1v13aya was"\' :

;Qitemple complexes, 1t dld leave behlnd a number of tran.' I
n5?d1tlons whlch up to the present day are stlll belng strongly
‘imrflguarde& in Malay 5001ety.vg' '

U:Melazg regarded the raaas of Malacca as helrs of Srlvlaaya,,;”j*

165.

By the twelfth century A D. there Wal's no homo—_;:“
-?the Buddhlat art of Sumatra and the

”The Buddhlst 1mages found 1n -

,_noted that 51nce the end of tenth oentury

\‘st new tradlng tendenc1es

Consequently, by tbe end of thlrteenbh

\ ;D. Sriv1aaya was no longer an exten81ve 1mper1a1

Although Sr1v1aaya dld not 1eave behind large

'The Malay annallst of Seaarah

“at
42

i“””~l”and descended from the g S'lncarnated fromuAvalokltésvara'.*~i€
‘-f:ThlS 1dea may tally w1th %he sculptural ev1dence. "A‘ 

‘5lnumber of Avalokltésvara 1mages, ‘some of them may be

i"f?%clé851fled as - Amoghapasa Avalokltésvara whlle others -




“Rtgloould not be named u81ng the known texts, wear tlger

‘ ”f3_iskln-v, The Avalokltésvara Wlth tiger SymbOlS may be .

* “ﬁfiassoclated Wikhvklngshlp.;ﬁ Later 1mages of Amoghapaﬁa

isglwere also assoc1ated w1th cakravatln.43  The 1dea Of

"dress pecullar Lo’an area may havenled to the evolutlon

":;of head dres as part}bf unlform for Malay dress-qq

w“5The sculpture too SuggeStS that a partlcular type Of

v*head—dresS(would be for A parthU1ar area.‘ﬂ*

I o D D S o AT et Lo b L st oy T e L P PP,
S T R e e T T T T e e T T R T

[
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Lothing “fMAvalokltesvara w1th tmger skln maY
i ~fﬂibe respon31ble;for 1ater 1mages 1n Sumatr& belng clothed;:.ff*

lffW1th an extra plece of cloth over the trousers or dhot1r 5

ﬂﬂln the Sr1V1gayankEmplre by choosmng a standard head~ fJ

166.

3{ulmhe headmdress 1ﬁfthe Malay soclety reflects the state , SR

L x;thehwearerAcomes-from and also the status of the wearer.;zfﬂ”"\




o er.

2 '“'l.gs“never been explored before._ ¥5f;f.ff‘

'*&Bennet<Bronson for 1nstance dld not see the con—sg

f Sr1v1gaya'after the

' y?fytlnulty of ?he ex1stenca??

‘{‘early pﬂrt futhe 8th century. B Bennet Bronson,ff% |

fThe Prehlstorv?and early hlstorv of Sumatra, Chleago,v

11975, p. 26.> Alastalr Lamb,."Mlscellaneous paperﬂ“

BT, VI 1961, pp..89 90. He sees the relatlonshlps o f*:i

;between Sumatra and the"Penlnsula Avalokltésvara o

fS. O'Connor, Hlndu gods of Penmnsular Slam, 1972

y ‘ j::;f;Buddha 1mages whlch may be dabed to the
wfperlod up to- the 7th century A D. are found 1n the -
gPenlnsula such as Pl 7, 10, 12. "‘ ‘ 1;iw‘ '* 
mﬂfi;R Sol M. Wheeler, "Arlkamedu, An Indo—Roman statlon
.?on the~east coast of Indla“ Ancment Indla, 2, 1946,

k 'i':'pp.: 1p-24s A He chmstle, "Axobscure passage from. -
/ n’?ﬂﬂ}the Perlplus“ BSOAS 19,_1957o p. 545—53.,' R. O'h

 ;:Wo1ters, Early Indone51an Gommerce, 1967 For recentla

‘reconstruction of dlrect Indonesman tradlng voyages'
' ”5ﬂ_across the Indlan Ocean to Last Afrlca, based on a
i,.?“passage 1n Pllny s Natural Hlstory, eee J. Innes

;ffﬂlller, The splce trade of the Roman Emplre 49 B C. —jf"”§£

-f\ffA D. .64y Oxford Unlver61ty PreSS, 19697 <. 18. '"It ;H;i:*

‘“;prov1des ev1denoe for the anthulty of Indone51an
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6.

168.

mlgratlon to. Madagascar as well as the Indone31an
partlclpatlon in marltlme trade. Bennet Bronson,

and F.'Dales,‘“Excavatlons at Chansen, Thailand,

‘1968,andf1969, A prellm;nary repoxtﬂ, Asian Per-
f_gectiveg XV, 1972, pro#ides evidence-fof the
‘ptradlng contact between South Tndia and Thalland.

’Among the Chlnese pllgrlms Who stopped at the

capltal of Sr1v13aya were I Tsing, Wu-hsing (for

“dlsou381on on hls aourney, see R.O. Wblters,_Earlz

‘.;ndoneglan Gommerce? p,_208~and note 76) out of 37
,mﬁnks whoktraVelledfto_iﬁdiaoby sea 15 cases have

" been citod‘by-Roland Bfaddell, "Notes on ancient

- tlmes in Malaya, Che-li- fo—che, Mo~ lo-yu, and Ho~ling",

9.

- 10.

-'llao.

JMBRAS, XXIV/l, 1951, pp. 1-27, and 9 stopped at

T;Sr1v1aaya._

See H. G. Quarltoh—Wales, "Langkasuka and Tambrallgga.

| some arohaeologlcal notes" JMBRAS, XLVII/1, 1974,

R. 0. Wolters, The fall . of Sr1v1aaya in Malay Hlstory,

P 9,

Ibldu, p- 9.

This 1s because we have ' seen that they both cater for

,shlps oomlng for shelter from the monsoon. '~A

fnumber of pllgrlms stopped at these plaoes._

P'an P'an is belleved to be the place, where Kaun@nlya

ohstarted from, on hlS way to Fu-nan. - 8. Q'Connore,

’ﬁ~; Elndu Gods of Penlnsular Slam, P 40.

1.

13.

'R O. Wolters, Early Indonesman Commerce, Pp. 203, 208.

QuarltchrWales, "Langkasuka and Tambrallnga", Pig. I3
and also P. Wheatley, Golden Khersonese, 1961, figs.

46 and 47




ﬂ?i#-‘iP. Wheatley, GOlden Khersonese, p- BO'V

'*73f%li{@LQuarltch—Wales,'"Langkasuka and Tambrallggau :
o JPRAS, XIVII/T, 1974, fig. T |
' 7;_Q,1é;i

iA R. Lamb) -

R 7 Qin the eleventh century"; AA, Suppl XXIII/I, 1966{fiﬁff'i 
Copems L e L T
20,
..”..M?ﬂéfﬁcenturv" AA, YXIv, 19615 pp.:5~4. o
.m f éi;ff
:; ;{;t1sed 1n Indla and the Malay Archlpelago (671—695 A D )

S ‘Crﬁﬁby I Tsmng, 1896, p. XXXIV.‘f ’
x:f?f f?é;i¥See Chapter 5, note 97;;"”i‘
‘”g'ifA R. Lamb,AnM1scellaneous papers" FMJ, VI, 1961, P 733‘.7€

 See Chapter 5, note 38

2. A, Tewp, |

_;'“vpp- VEE 5.‘;1‘"':
a8 |
“’f}:PPo 75 and 86;f§

“route ofgwhlch Pengkalen Buaang was the western

.;Ltermlnus.g_f

leth and Rockhlll,‘chau Junkua, note 1.

;P. Wheatley, Golden Khersonesa, p. 77

o

"Mlscellaneous papers“ PMJ, VI 1961-j,ﬂ774

;R O Wblters; "A note on the capltal of Serlaaya : xji‘

R. 0. Wolterg,f98r1v1aayan expan31on 1n the seventh

Jdoe Takakusu, A record of Buddhlst rellglon a8 prac-

Quarltoh—Wales, TOWards Angkor, London, 1957.,1

v'i;{S} O Oonnor, Hlndu Gods of Penlnsular blam, p.;58.,>mrﬁiAf’;

"Mlsoellaneous papers“"FMJ, VI, 1961,

A R.-Lamb,!"Mlscellaneous Papers“ FMJi;VI,*l961,' e

He had proposed 1n v1ew ‘of. the :

: }?Slmllarlty oF Chlnese Wares at Satlngphra to those 7fﬁi?li;§

‘*»of Pengkalen Buaang, Kedah that the former was theAff?ffu,f

vi;)eastern termlnus of a Sr1v13ayan trans—Penmnsular

[

%J7€‘Quar1tch—Wales, "Lan&kasuka and Tambrallnga"\~'.g

JMBRA.S 2 XLVII/]_, 1974, PP . 15_40. 3 ,ri o




50,

“ ;;1n the eleventh century“' AA, Suppl. XXIIl/I, 1966,,  - |

TR ;5JSBAH, IX/l, 1968. ,”-SaQ
 :fiﬁ§¢§( |
L B
(<;;3§?€5 o
,“if< ;.1n the eleventh century" »AA, XXIII/I, 1966, D 257;?3;}_1_5
R
: Ibld, p. 252-::. , o
a“ffmbld., Do 252‘::A({?‘”’

“”“’fafpp. 128—55.;;u}.'“” ‘ )‘ |
.:g;Bernert Kempers, Anclen‘;Indon631an Art, pp. 87—89

‘(“;aﬁﬁ;?;See plate 56 for the dlfferent types of head—dresses’h

iJ Ge de Casparls, Prasastl Indon351a II, pp. 285—60,

:fi in9te Hy chapter 6.,

-R O WOlters, "Note on the capltal of Sr1v1aaya

:iR O. Woltersg5"Tambrallgga“ BSOAS XXI/3, 1958,
'*‘pp. 587 607.“ Tamlls were tradlng in the north

feastern coast of Sumatra by 1088 A D.,v see K A.~

ﬁ“Nilakanta Sastrl, "A Tamllﬁmerchant gumld in

lSumatra", TBG, 72, 1952, pp. 514-27.

inatlonal hlstory of marltlme South East A51a"

Bernert;Kempers,

Ibid:ywp;'Bé’ o LER
.R 0. Wolters, "A note on th@ capltal of Sr1v13aya

QR O. Wolﬁers, Dar]y Indonesman Commerce, p. 251.
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,,.-Worn by rulers of Malaysman states.
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