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'ANGKOR FROM A SIAMESE POINT OF VIEW.

Address given before the Siam Society
on July 28th 1925,

By wug Vice-Parrox, IL R, H, Prixce Dadroxu RasaNusuan,

Hi

: T wish fivst to thank the Presidens and Committee of the
Siam Society for giving me the honour of addressing you to-night,
and also to thank all, whether members or [riends of the Society,
for their kindness in coming to hear me. -~ I hope my elfort will not °

make you regret your decision in coming, and, if I should go so far .

as bo give you any satisfaction, that indeed would be most gratifying. .

‘The reason why I chose the subject of the Angkor Monuments

for my address tonight is that last November I was able to- visit |
Angkor, through the kind help of the French Government and her
officials both of the Bangkok Legation and in Cambodia, and alse of
the members of the Ecole Francaise d’Extréme Orvient. My hosts
arranged for me to see probably all the important monuments of
Angkor. = After sesing them one beging to wonder at the striking
connection with our own, and hence I have undertaken to address
you tonight.

These monwmpents, however, have bo(,n exhaustively  trested
by Western scholars, from both their historical and srchaecological
standpdints——-—much more go than I should ever be able to deseribe
them myself. Besides, most of you will no doubt have seen pictures
and plans of these famous monuments already, and a good many will

Calso have read the various works thereon. So- that it will not he
necessary for me to repeat here the results that lave been reached
by western scholars, I shall, with your leave, treat the subject
entively from the point of view of an Oriental, and especially that of

o Siamese who professes the same religion and Jollows the same
manners and cu‘stomq as the Cambodians,

The word « Angkor”, as used by western, scholars, is identical
with the Sanskrit « Nagara”, a city; the town is called « Nagor

¥



" ealled “Bapuon
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Thom” by the Cambodiaus, and “Nagor Luang " by us Siamese,. all
meaning « the Great City ” or « the Capital ”, because it was once the” :
~ capital of the ancient Khmer, In its time it was known as “Yaso- ¢
dharapura”’, because it “wa,s built by King YVasovarman in the Tth
century of the Christian Era. The so-called Angkor Monuments ar

~ seattered about both in the citadel and outside, just as our mona-

gteries are here. Originally there must have been names to every one-
of them, but as they became ruined and deserted, they gradually Jost
their identities.. The names by which they are now known are
mostly local modern names. In many cases the French have only
- recently discovered their ongmal names, such for instance as Bayon,
* the most important of the Angkor Monuments, which has only lately -
been identified with « Yasodharagivi” (the Hill of Yasodhara); and:
a,nobhel sanctuary mear the Royal Palace, which has hitherto been
7, has been identified as “Suvarnagiri” (The
Golden Hill). However, these will probably, like « Angkor”, con-
tinue to be known by their more familiar names, which have been L
8o long in use, :

In dealing with the history of these Khmel monumwents, it i3
_well to bear in mind the origin and - listory of this famous race.
-According to researches, the Peninsula-of Indo-China was inhabited
by three different races, more or less resembling one another ethno-
logically as well as philologically. One was the Mon, or Talaing,
inlmbiting the borders of the Bay of Bengal and the southern part
of the valley of the Iww&dl, ‘ahother, Lo or Lawd, in the valley ‘
of ‘the Menam, sp1ead1ng right up beyond the plateau to the
Eust ; and & thn*d Khwmer or Khém i the Jow :lands of the South-
East noar the .extt'emity of the Peninsulm Even before the dawn of
the Christian Kra, there had been Indian colonists settling in Indo-
China, some of them perhaps as long ago as the seventh or eighth
. ‘Gentury before Christ. They"wére proba}bly traders who came and
wett away after having mede their living, and then there would be
others who settled down for good. There were in all likelihood ‘two
distinet streams of immigration; one' coming from Central India by
‘an overland and sea route along the coagt of the Bay of Bengal as
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far as the river Salwin, wnd thenee, penetrating the range of mountning
to the east, crossing the Menam and finally resching Cambodia from
her Western bonndary ; and the other eoming from Southern India by
the woa route, passing Sumaten and Java, entering the Mékhong and
seltling down in Cawbodia, eventunlly reaching the Tao country to
the north,

Owing to their superiority of culture over the indigenous
races, the latter in time came to adopt the Indians as theiv teachers
and model, It is through this that the threo races came to profess In-
dian religions and use Indisn custows and manners, and even acquire
some branches of their knowledge, Tn the countries of the Mén and
Lato, it has not been sscertained whether Indians ever came to the
position of valers, but with the Khmer they attained sovereignty by
intermarriage with the roling families and henee we have Khmer Kings
of Southern Tndian blood ruling the country from the 6th century AD.
Tt was these monavehs who bnilt the famous monuments in Khmer
tervitory.  When the Khmer spread their influence over the Lao, they
established Colonies and evected monuments further and further into
Tao tecviborien.  This process continued until Kbmer power waned
towsrds the elaventh contury A. D., owing to the invasions of the
Bormese and Man ab flest, and then to the rise of Siamese power in
the Menam valley, The Siamess Goally conquered the Khwer in the
T4th century, The suceession of events being such, it will, therelore,
bo readily seen, that all Khmer monuments date back to one
eontinmous period, that is, from the sixth to the twelfth cen-
turdes A. D.  And yet they were numerons. So far as have bheen
dtmmmml they now number phout 600 in Cambodia alone; and
180 in Siam and Freneh Toos; some made of stone, some of laterite,
and some in hrick or mixtures of the three; and they all boleng to
the sbove-mentioned period of 600 yoears,

Most Khmer monuments are in the form c)Ii sonotudries,

Buddhist, whilst others are Brabmin, The styles of
architeeture and decorstion originated in India, bub were Jaber modi-
fied hy skilled artists so as to cveate finally an altogother indepen-
dent Khraer styls. Once hmughh into beiug, this Khmer st.yle w8




( 144 )

disseminated everywhere. Monuments as far away as in Siam were
modelled in the style of Angkor, diminishing of course in size and
proportion, or else copying mevely one or obther sections of the great
sanctuary. Khmer monuments arve, therefore, easy to recognise
anywhere. They are all fine and imposing.

When we visited the montiments, some of my friends as well
as myself, were able to take a few photographs, some of which,
together with other photographs taken from other places, were made
into lantern slides, which Mr. R. Wening has. kindly undertaken to
operate on the sereen for us to-night. The first picture (Plate T)
will show you examples of decoration; one almost pure Indian in
style, while the second is a Khmer development thereof.

‘ The best monuments from an architectural point of view ave
situated in the neighbourhood of Angkor.  With your permission,
T shall remark upon these as they appear on the screen,

Bayon, the great temple in the centre of the citadel (Tlate IT),
* iz’ a Brahmin monument of the Sivaite Cult. It was built in the
9th Century. The iden underlying the whole structure seems to me
more beautiful than that of all the other monuments. The dome -
with human faces iy imitated elsewhere, such as on the top of the
city and monastery gates, but they abound in Angkor only. A cin-
ious point worth drawing your attention to is that, although Bayon
was ¢ beautiful conception as o whole; yet an architectural mistake
was made in that, whilethe cenfiral dome was being built, it was
discovered that the foundations were unable to bear its weight. A
terrace was therefore built in between to support the dome, and in
this conneetion several smaller domaé were also added. Some of the
original entrances had to be stopped up and a flight of steps caine
into being in rather an unsuitablé locality.  All these alterations
are still noticeable. Owing, perhaps, to-its intricacy of construction,
the. Khmer architects did nob seem to - have ag@in attémpted such
structures, but developed another: style altogethm m may be seen in
pletures of Angko Wat ( Plate IIL).

r Wat ise Hindu: monument of the Vishnuite Oult
£ outh of tl]e city, ant is pexh&ps the largest of

It is Slbll‘&ﬁﬁd %]
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the World's momamenta in existence, Tt is, moreover, the hest pre-
sorved of Khmer monuments,  Angkor Wat was huilt in the later
period of Khmer eivilisation, abont the 12th century A, D, From an
arehitecbural point of view, it eannot be said that the builders of this
group of sanctuarien invented anything new ; on the other hand you
ran see there adaptations from various other older monuments.  And
vet Angkor Wat is extremely imposing. The style, even thongh an
adaptation, is magoified in proportion and the whole produces a
splendid effect.

Of Buddhist sanctnaries there exist several considerable
monnments, but none as yet so well clesved and restored as Bayon
and Angkor Wat. T was ablo to see one of fine workmanship, which,
whataver ite original name wase, is now known as Ta Prohm, which
von can see yoursel on the accompanying pieture ( Plate IV ).

Although these monuments were built for different religions,
some Buddhist, some Hindu, yet in examining their decorative arb
ib is quite impossible to distinguish between then. It wmust have
boen more diffienlt to evolve themes of decoration from puvely
Buddhist teaditions, there heing no sueh great epios as the
Mahabharats and the Ramayana which lend themselves -so
splendidly - for sueh ;mregmm% Some of you who have been
beerr to see old Sismese book-cases in the National Libravy here will
no doubb reeollect  that their decorabions ave m«:mtaly inspired by the

Ymma«mmm il)nm is ine lmml tshm*efm‘@ to surn;xsm flmb bhe tmmmm
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This tank is rectangular, with an island sanctuary in the
wmiddle, The water thereof is regarded by the people as holy, and
bordering its four sides ave buildings for the sick who go there for
the water cure. On the roof of each building is a hole through
which the Brahmin priests pour down holy watber from the tank:
the hole communicates with four openings inside in the shape of the
mouths of a lion, a horse, an elephant, and a human being. Illus-
trationg of methods of treating invalids with the water are executed
in bag relief outside these buildings,

Turning now to the royal palace at Angkor Thom, there are
several things worth seeing. One of them is the high terrace in
front. of the palace on the northern side (Plate VI).

Tt is not exactly known to what use this terrace was put. It
is now called «the Palace of the Leper King.” There was a Khmer
King, according to tradition, who became a leper because of a curse
from a Brahmin priest, and on this terrace there happened to be a
. stone effigy of Siva, one arm of which was discoloured. Tt came,
therefore, to be regarded as a statue of that king, and hence the
terrace received its name. On close examination, however, orie finds
that the sides of this high terrace are sculptured with tier after tier
of different kinds of beings ; the lowest having Nagas, the traditional
inhabitants beneath the earth, and then giants and again Garudas and
s0 on until we finally reach gods and goddesses on high. There is an
opinion that this might have been intended as Mount Meru, the
abode of the gods with Siva as their head. Professor Ciedés thinks
that it might have been used as the place for royal cremations, since
such places are still called “Meru” in Siam to-day.

In the royal precinets there is a bathing tank for the use of
royalty. It.is not very big, but the borders and steps into the water
are wonderfully carved. ‘ : '

As to the residence itself of the Khmer Kings, there is to be
found no stone edifice likely to answer this purpose. I believe they
preferred living in wooden houses, as in Siam, Both at Sukhadaya
and at Ayudhya, the royal residences proper were built of wood. -
Originally only monasteries were built of brick and stone, bus later



on we tind halls of audience of the same materials, Not until the
17th century do we tind royal residences of brick.

There were some objects in Angkor that scemed to wme rather
curious and inexplicable, for example, the Tervace of the Leper King.
Near its base are to be found additional consgtructions enlarging the
base by about two metres. The original carving was not removed
outside, but was instead covered up and new carving was wmade on
the sides of the enlarged base. This is as yeb unaccounted for
(Plate VII).

Again there is another remarkable thing at the sanebuary of
Bapuon near the palace of Angkor Thom. Originally there was a
stone road leading from a highway to the sanctuary, about 150
metres in length, A stone bridge of about two metres high was sub-
sequently erected above the whole length of the road, to be filled up
again with earth and transformed into yet another road above the
first  Why sueh a process should have been adopted is still also
unaceounted for.

Again, inside the walls of the royal palace, there is a thick
layer of earth about two metres deep, evidently a later addition.  Ves-
tiges of construction, both before and after the addition of earth, still
remain,

It is, ther&fure, possible that all these con.'oboratc thie story
that in days of yore there was a big flood at Angkor Thow, which
necessitated the removal of the whole court therefrom for a period
of more than 60 yesvs, This Hood might perhaps have been the
cause of all thesc alterations,

Another remarkable feature are tle sanctuary steps. Bud-
dhist monuments can be distinguished from Hindu in that, whereas
the former whatever their general magnitude may be, are always
constructed on an ordinary level, the latter, however, are generally
raised in tier after tier of plinth, to be crowned finally with the
sanctuary on top. I may cite Lobburi asan example. Here you
will find the Mahidhabu monastery on an ordinary level, and not far
away the Sl Sting,  Hindu sanctuary, raised on tiers of plinth. An
oxplanation has been put forward that the Hindu believes that his god
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is still living, and likes living on wountain tops, whilgt the Bul-
- dhist merely regards his temple as a memorial of the Greal Teacher
who has been long since dead. These Hindu sanctunries, hesides
being raised on tiers of plinth, are not easy ol aceess because their
steps are narrow and high and rather dangerous (Plate VI

This (uestion of the steps has often been a subject of
discussion amony visitors to the monuments of Anglkor, in-us-much
as these sanctuaries, some ol them being of the utmost importance,
must have been the frequent resort of a great many people from the
king and the higher nobles downwards. . Why was no thought taken
of the danger and visk of mounting the steps ¢ A solution has heen
put forward that the steps were made steep and narrow to prevent
an undue enlargement of their base, which would injure the perpen-
- dicular effect of the ensemble; another ig that it was the intention of
the builders to impress upon frequenters the sanctity of the place by
necessitating going upon all fours in ascending and descending,
“There is so far no agreement as to which is the right solution of the
problem.,

Of the matevials for huilding, namely brick, laterite and
stone, or mixtures of either, une would he inclined at first to helieve
that brick was the earliest in use, because it was pasy Lo make aml
casy to handle even with only comparatively few workmen,  As
their resources and power increased, the Khmer probably began to
adopt laterite which was more durable, At the height of $heir
power, when they could obtain workers by tens of thousands, they
graduated into stone which would last and could be earved in as beau-
tiful a manner as they wished. Bubt on examining the inscriptions
it will be found not to he the case, since all three materials arc men-
tioned as being employed in one and the same period.  So probably
the means and inclination, and not the age, weve the determining.
factors.  In the case of stone monuments, such as Angkor Wat,
plain stones were seb up in position- fivst, the earving being done
afterwards, whilst the engraving was left to be done last of all,

There is one curious fact that no Khmer religious monuments,
whether large or small, were ever completed. I first noticed this in
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the case of Khmer monuments in Simﬁ, such as those of Bimai,
where oue can easily recognise the traces of non-completion, Other
monuments bear the same testimony. I made further observations
at Angkor Wat with the same results. I then rvecollected an old
tradition with us here in Siam that whoever builds a monastery
should leave something to his posterity to complete, otherwise he,
- too, completes his own life! We may possibly, then, have .gbb this
idea from the Khmer, though of course the formation of such an idea .
is not likely before a nation has spent the energy of its life. The'
more likely reason is that these monuments were conceived on’such
a grand sca,le,Ath&t they necessarily took miore than s single life-time
to complete. Therefore the construetion of a monument would con-
veniently pass through three probable stages, first, just enough would
be built for sacrificial purpos‘es ; then exterior carvings would be added
if the builder were still living; last of all, the interior engraving mOré‘
often than not would be left to a later generation to complete.
Another remarkable feabure of the Angkor Monuments
is that all the more important ones changed in their Lellglous .
symbolism. Some were at first Hinduy, but afterwards wele
converted to Buddhist purposes,” whilst othem originally Buddlist -
became Hindu, You can see: alterations in - “the car Vmg plamly :
enough. Why so? Otie would 1)6111&PS thmk that ab one. t' e
or anot,hel there = were 1e11g10us cha,nwe by f

in the same way as the Ol1u1011 of Sb Soph
became a Moslem Mosque. ‘But I do not
heen the case because no Veﬂz'mges;i
hghbmg are to be founcl in Khme ‘

between the two a.t &11
_of ‘the Ecole I‘mn(}ms - dBEx
that whilst  Buddhism; whlch 18 &fbm
morality, appealed to the greater number of :
codes - of tempoml laws and cuaﬁou” it  the ;‘n‘s“t"t‘;mmenhwof

BEE
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governﬁent and more generally the religion of the Administrators.
Tor this reason, each having its own sphere of action, the two
religions had no cause for antagonism. The case of Siam to-day
xhay be cited as an example, though much modified in many respects.
With the ancient Khmer the case was probably the same. A king
would resort to Buddhism for spiritual matters, whilst he would
strictly follow the precepts of Hinduism in affairs temporal, such as .
in Coronation Ceremonies, or those connected with Swinging and the
Commencement of Ploughing, the like of which you have most likely
gseen here year by year. In the Hindu monument of Bayon, I noticed
a statue of a Bodhisattva, and in Buddhist places wére also to he found
statues of Vishnu riding on his Garuda, in just the same way as you
can see them on the gable of the Chapel of the Emerald Buddha
in the Grand Palace at Bangkol. All these tend to show that the
two religions flourished side by side; whether the priest be-
longed to the eult of Vishnu or Siva, or was a member of the
Buddhist Sangha, the injunction to his congregation must have
converged upon the same theme—respect and loyalty to the Sovereign,
who in one case would have been an incarnation of the Deity, and in
another a Bodhisattva, i e‘,' a future Buddha. The connection
between the Sovereign and the Deity can be further illustrated b}"
the fact that at Anglkor Wat, which was built in honour of a Vish-
nuite King, who after death became deified and krown as Params,
Vishnuloka, there was once a statue of Vishnu in the main sanctuary
representing the monarch. Whilst treating of the subject of the dead,
I beg to digress for a moment in order to mention a monument which
I saw, called the Bakssi Camkrd—(Plate IX).

This is not & very important monument ; but it struck me at
once as being very similar to the place for setting up the mortal
remains of royalty in this counhy It wasin the form of tiers—three
in number—one upon the other, with an urn on top, such as you
may have already seen in Bangkok yourselves. A fact which may,
however, not be generally known among you, is that it is the custom
here for the dead body of a prince to be clothed in the traditional
apparel of a divine being and to be then placed in'the urn, which is thus
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perhaps & survival of a Brahminical custom formerly in use among
the ancient Khmer, .

[ have explained already that Buddhism flourished side by J
side with Hinduism, each pursning its own way. Probubly at times,
when # monument fell into decay. no matter of what denomination it
may hiave boesn, sowe benefactor came forward and restored it
aceording to his taste and denomination, which would aceount for
the phenomena of Buddhist sanetuaries becoming Hindu, and vice
versa. Hueh an example way be cited in Siam, At Sukhodaya
there used to be s Hindu sanctusry called Siviya, which has now
beeoms the Buddhist monsstery still called Wat Sri Saviy ; and later
still, a Christian Chureh built by Phauleon at Lobburi bas now
become Buddhist.  Avyhow it must never be concluded that these
changes could have been due to any form of religions persecution.

In conneetion with the above, I wish to draw your sttention
to a certain contention found in many works on Angkor by western
scholars, who atiribate the ruin of these mighty cities and monu-
ments to the Siamese invasions of Cambodia, almost implying that
those monurents woukl have vemained in perfoct condition even to
‘these days, had it not been for us  After seeing them, I could not
help wondering whether ufter all they would have so 1'emmxwd oven
if thers had been no Sismese invasion, One must not forget bhmb
the wmbmlmm vhmgzmi (;h&m gmp:&nl mt% bhﬁm ﬁen ﬁxm‘af? Bt

d‘*’w“ to ﬁm" W%%m flﬁvy& I m;m daubﬁ iﬁ hh&y woulc‘ifhw@\ b@ 8
j‘n:m 1 ﬁmng: | ”to-‘d&y,

waa need already, w M b
repairs,.  How mush more so wor
power waned and declined. Ewm
- London, built long after A@ngkm

dral oﬁ St Pa,ul’a in
u&nd I see in
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the papers that a big subseription of over £250,000 is being stavted,
It makes me think of the ways and means wherewith Bayon and
Angkor Wat could have been kept even in fair condition, not to
mention other monwmnents, of which Angkor Thom itself possesses
something like thivty or forty.

In any case, I think we all owe a debt of gratitude to the
French for trying their best to clear and to preserve those monu-
ments for us, asa result of which, I am sure, we shall be able to
study more of them as time goes on.

Ladies and gentlemen, I beg to thank you all again for the
patience you have shown in listening to me to-night. I shall now
conclude my lecture.

£




Plate 1

Khmer Decoration.

b.

Pure Indian Decoration.




Plate II

: The Temple at Bayon,



ITI

Plate

The Main Temple at Angkor,



Plate IV

The Sanctuary of Ta Prohm.



Plate V

The Stone Bridge over the Moat at Angkor Thom,



The Terrace in front of the

toval Palace at Angkor Thom.



Plate VII

The Terrace of the Leper King.



Plate VIII

The Steps at the Sanctuary of Bapuon.



