AN EARLY BUDDHIST CIVILIZATION IN EASTERN SIAM
by
H.G. Quaritch Wales

The digcovery from air photographs of a large series of
more or less circular sites, nsually with multiple earth ramparts, on
the Korat platepu of eastern Siam, wvill always be associated with
the name of the late Major. P.D.R, Williams-Hunt. But for his
archaeological inlerest in the produacts of the wartime survey carried
out over Siam by the Royal Air Force, and in which he himself 600k
a leading part, these \va.luable documents which have .opened up a
new chapter in the ancient hlstmy of Smm, would have been lost in
official files. His own article in Anuqmty , in which he presented
a firgt analysis of the photographic material, and called attention to
its importance, ig the essential starting point for ground investigation;
and this is supplemented by the series of nnpublished air photo-
graphs which he placed for safekeeping in the Pitt-Rivers Museum,
Oxford. There they were placed at my disposal, both before and
after my visit to eastern Siam, by Mr. J.8.P. Bradford, assistant
curator of the museum, whose skill and experience in archaeology
from the air greatly helped me to make the best use of them.

Shortly before his arvticle appeared in Aniiguity, Williams-
Hunt had personally discussed with me the possible significance of
these gites, and he expressed the wish that I might be able to
investigate them on the ground. Though my interest was immed-
iately aroused, five years had to elapse before my wife and I had
the opportunity to revisit Siam. The meaning of these distinctive
earthworks, which had escaped potice in the well-known ground
surveys of Khmer monuments, presente@ a fascinating px-oblém.
Since they were not Khmer, the obvious ‘guesses, covering, the
apparent alternatives to which choice seemed limited, had qmckly
been made: Either they were something to do thh the Fu-nan
empire or else they were prehistorie, the \vork of the Khmers before
they were hinduized. Bunt Williams-Hunt was. nght in bdymg “the

1 P.D.R. Williams- Hunt, “Irregular Earthworks in Eastern Siam; an air
Survey.” Anziquity. March 1950.
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excavator's spade alone will provide the final answer.” In the
meantime, theoretical work on the early history of this region was
being greatly handicapped by our inability to estimate the probable
import of a vast new mass of data that had come so nearly within
our grasp.  When the opportunity did come I knew that limited
resources must restrict me to trying to answer the basic question:
what was the approximate date and the nature of the civilization
responsible ‘for these circular gites of eastern Siam? We knew that
anything beyond that would exceed our powers.

On arrival in Bangkok we were received by chamun Manit
the adviser and for many years curator of the National Museum,
and by Luuang Boribal Buribhand, the present curator. It was then
arranged ‘that our investigation should be carried out in conjunction
with the Museum. A ybung mewaber of the Museum's staff, Nai
Charoen Phanuddhi, who showed himself to be a field archaeologist
of promise, was (1eptited to ‘carry out the investigation with us,
Reaching ‘Korat by train, we took up our quarters at the little hotel
run by the Siamese Co-operatives, and Nai Charoen made some
useful arrangements with a Chiuese saw-mill owner known to him
there. = It 'was agreed that we should stay two or three nights in
the saw-millin the jungle some 30 miles east of Korat, and should

" fiive n powerful tiaiber lorry with which we hoped to find and make
a preliminary ingpection of 'soime typical cirenlar sites.

A glanee at the distribution map here reproduced from
Williams-Hunt (Fig. 1.) shows that the cireular sites co-incide with |
the concentrations of present-day population along the Mun  River

and its little tributaries, to a ‘less extent wlong its great northern
branch the- Nam 8i, which joinis it ‘at the miodern town of TUhon, {
Near to' ' Korat it s probable that modern 1rmgatmn has destoryed
sorhe gites, but the drea 80 to 50 miles east ‘of Korat is closely
gprinkled with circular gites which a compmmon with the air pho-
tographb ‘ot wmore” distant areas ‘hows to' be' quile typical of the
whale. w19 satisfied, therefore, that the basic 1ntnrmatmn required,
c(mld ber th'med a8 well  here'as” anywhers, 'This part of the
poor ‘and uncertain’ ‘vainfall, ‘and is mostly‘cowred
mixed’ forest from’ which the larger’ timber is bemg
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extracled. Siamese, Cambodian or Lao villages often occupy the old

, circular sites, but the population is kept small and shifting by reason
"of the fact that there is usually no irrigation. Except where there
is a good water-course, the rvaising of a padi crop on a few fields
“gurrounding the village is dependent on the rainfall which often fails.
Tracks were bad and often impeded with tree growth, hut

we found and made an inspection of two typical maulti-ramparted

+ circular sites, Ban Sai Aw and Milang Rawn Thong. The former
had well-marked triple ramparts, about six feet high, with two
,moats between them twenty yards wide, ie. the third rampart
was exterior to the outer moat, The remains of old gardens showed

| that the village had only recently been deserted by modern in-
habitants, and padi had been cultivated in the moats. Miiang Rawn
Thong was gimilar, but was still occupied by a modern hamlet,
though the moats were overgrown, Both sites were rather small,

" with a diameter inside the ramparts of probably not more than 200
. yards, But sites of less than a quarter that size, which counld have
i accommodated only a few families, are shown on the air photographs.
This inspection of two sites taken at random confirmed

what T had already learnt from examination of the air photographs,
namely the general similarity of the basic type of circular sites
“ geattered over the Korat plateaun. I algo realized that superficial
inspection of the sites gave little more information than had already
been obtained from the air photographs. It was therefore decided
to carry out trial excavations, but for this purpese. a third and
¥ generally similar site, Milang Phet, was chogen. This had the
advantage of being situated less than a mile from the little station
sof Hin Dat on the Korat—Ubon railway line, about 30 miles from
Korat. A stopping train took us conveniently to and fro from Korat
each morning and evening, and Muang Phet was only a short walk
across padi fields from Hin Dat station. ‘ B
Miang Phet is roughly circular, with concentric double

J moats and three ramparts, as in the other examples., The interior
of the site had a diameter of about 200 yards, and the ramparts
4 varied from 6 to 10 feet in height. A cart track ran from . north to
south through the centre of the site, and the gaps through which it
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pagsed may have coincided with the ancient gateways. Another gap
penetrated the ramparts about 40 yards west of the south gateway. /
The interior of the site was somewhat higher than the surrounding
padi fields, probably due to accumulated debris. Tt was partly over-|
grown, partly cultivated by the present population of 40 people

living in 9 houses.

My opinion was that wherever a trench was dug one would
be bound to come upon the original living level of the founders of
the settlement, for such extensive defences could only have been
constructed by a considerahle pnpn]ation who must have occupied ;
the whole of the area within the enclosure. Accordingly a site was
chosen near the centre, arrangements being made with the owner
of this piece of land who also undertook to provide the requiredJ
manpower. A trial trench 18 ft. Jong was dng, and after that a
gimall adjoining block measuring 7 ft. by 9 ft. was carvefully cleared ;
stratuum by stratum.

The object of the excavation was to find common things, for
it- is only common things that one can he reasonably certain of
finding in a trial excavation. Such things are bone, stone or metal
toolg, mpotsherds—and nowadayvs carbon for radio-carbon analysis.
Unlike rare objects, but like type fossils, they are most reliable
and indeed all that one needs when one's objeclive is limited to
discovering the date and character of the civilization of sites of
which nothing ig previously known.

The information contained in the sectional drawing ( fig. 3)
emhodies the results of the excavation, and shows that our basic
questions were plainly answered. The ground was firm and dry, so
that no practical difficulties were encountered. There were two;
distinet habitation levels, the upper' of which (Period IT) was
reached at a depth of 3ft. 2 in. beneath the surface layer of dis-
turbed soil. Tt was only 1ft. 2in. thick. The c¢learly marked strammj
heneath: this (Period 1) had a depth of 4ft, 10in. and appeared to |
indicate a dense population. Natural soil, which was sandy, wasié
reachied, at a depth of 9ft, 2in below surface level, hut excavation
Wés cbat-ried dow»‘n, more than 3ft. further to make certain.
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No bone or stone implements were found. On the other
hand eight pieces of corroded iron, some recognizahle as fragmentsg
of knives, were found at various Period I depths as indicated in the
gectional drawing.z The most significant were a fragment of an
iron blade found in the trench at 8ft. 8in., only six inches above
natural soil, and a small portion of an iron tube found at 8ft.
Though no iron objects were found at the very botiom, the
unchanging nature of the pottery throughout Period I, and the
absence of stone implements, indicated that iron was probably
known from the beginning.

This evidence alone was enough to convince me that here
| was no prehistoric site. Since it is generally supposed that the
Indians first introduced iron to South-east Asia, I at onece realized
“ that it was on the earlier Indianized peoples that the circular
. sites of the Korat plateau might be expected to throw light.

This realization was reinforced by the character of the
potsherds found in the Period I stratum (Fig 4). Some of these
reminded me of the pottery that had been excavated many years ago
- at Pong Tuk, a site of the Indianized Mén kingdom of Dviravatl in
central Siam, which was perhaps founded in the Vth century A.D,
The similarity was confirmed on my return to Bangkok in a very
~ striking manuer, The sherds from Muang Phet Period I ‘were of
three kinds: (1) A fine black wheel-turned ware, ornamented with
concentric ridges and in some cases rows of small-circles; (2) a
fairly thin, brownish cord-marked ware; (3) coarse indistinctive
red or yellowish ware. Now it so happened that the National
Museum had recently acquired a collection of potsherds excavated
at Kampong Sen, another well-known Dvéravat] site situated i3 km
N.E. of Nakon Pathom in central Siam, and moreover a place that
wag not. again occupied in later times. This collection consisted
of a strikingly similar mixture of the.same three pottery types, a
similarity too complex to be due to chance, s ST

Qf the pottery ‘of Period IT (Fig. 5) little can be said. ' The
sherds consist for the most part of -an indistinetive -coarse veddish

2 The three iron ob;ects found at 6', 611 and 7’6" were found in the adjo: :
block, not in the trench, but all:in the same Period T stratugims . 7000
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or yellowigh ware, sometimes with simple incised striations. But
making up perhaps a third of the total was a fine almost white, but
unglazed, wheel-turned pottery, which guve an easily recognizable
character to the Period II stratum. Comparative data are still
lacking, but some day it may confirm the presumption that this is
a local ware of the Khmers whose village culture probably replaced

that of the Period I occupants.

A to the Carbon-14 dating which T hope to obtain from the
carbon specimens obtained from both periods, 1 can at present say
nothing.,  The reason is that I still await the report of the British
Museum laboratory.

After Muang Phet it was thought desirable to make another
trial excavation at a site some distance away, as a basis for
comparison. Thamen Chai, about 20 miles further east was selected,
mainly because it too was near a convenient railway station, But
it algo commended itself becanse it was regarded by Williams-Hunt ;
ag typical, and its appearance from the air is well-knewn from the v
protograph he published of it.3  About half a mile across, including ;
the ramparts it is nearly twice as large as the sites previouslyﬂ
vigited. It was consequently hoped that a place of such consider-
able gize might provide some evidence as to the religion of the .
original inbabitants.

The old gateways can be traced in the form of gaps in the
ramparts ‘on the North-East, South and South-West., These is a
gquadruple series of ramparts each about a hundred feet apart. A d
partly silted stream, the Hué Ret, enters the enclosure on the
noxth ecmst o that the northern portions of the inner moat& still §
conhmn a good deal of water. Elscwhere the moats are under |
pad1 Cll].blthlOn The modem p()puldtmu.‘ mostly Lo, form a
thrlvmc v1llage commumty, and theu‘ 200 hwlmsh houges with «
gardens and yards almost fill the ent.ne gite, Besides the moats
i ulmv e a 1arge area of p.),dl outsule but after the harvest has -
heen gathered in are largely occupled with silk xveavmg Bv the %
railway station ‘thereis a row of Obmese shops = Y

3 Anuqun , Toc. cit. pl V; also J.S.5. Vol, XX‘(VH 1949, pl 6 RN
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As one walks to the site the short distance from the
J railway station, the alternating ramparts and moats (Fig () the
former eight to ten feet high, give the impression of entering what
must formerly have been quite a strongly defended position. No
idoubt such uan obvions type of defensive works was used by various
peoples at various ages, so that no historical deductions whatever
could be made from the appearance from the air. But now that
the character of the early pottery has established the probubility
~that this type of defence in eastern Siam is due to an Indianized
N people, it may be pointed out that such fortification is in accordance
with early Indian concepts. In the case of ancient Indian cities
“outgide the walls and not very close to them were ditches
“sm‘roundlng the city. The number of ditches is optional, depending
on the necessity and secnrity of the place. Thus we read in the Dev:
purayo that the number may be two, three, four or eight ag the
“ ground requires, But Kautilya fixes the number at three.,.,.
According tothe Manasare and Mayamata a village, exactly as a fort
s or town, is defended by a girdle of wulls and moats (Ma.yamatam,
Oh. 9 1.20). “*4 No certain conclugion can be drawn from relative
position of ramparts adfd moats. [n the neolithic in England we
+find examnples of both ditch snside (more usual) and outside.  As
to shape. whether for town or village, the early Indian texts seem
_ to favour cireular (“roughly” or “completely”) equally as square or
reetangular. 6 érik'_setra (0ld Prome) is an ontstanding example of
. a Greater Indian city which was both roughly circular and, at least
‘ in part, had two eoncentric ramparts.
Owing to Thamen OChal being occupied by such a lurge
present-day village it would not have been easy to find a suitable
spot for excavation near the centre. However this disadvantage

was compeunsated for by the fact that certain chance finds had heen
made by the villagers, about which we were soon informed. In
the first place, just inside the enclosure towards the gouth-western
gq‘teway, at a pomt near where two cart track Jomed severai

4 B. B Dutt, Town Planning in Ancient India, Calcutta, 1925, pp- ()l and 20]
5 R.]J.C. Atkinson, Sonchenge, 1956, pp. 152f. ’
6 B.B. Dutt, op. cit. pp.~1011,:219. EOE R TP TR
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large stones had been exposed (Figs 7 and 8). The tracks, in the
process of gradually eroding deep beds, had acted as trial trenches,
coming together at a spot where some ancient remaing were located.
Thus beside the onter edge of the more westely of the two tracks,
about 37 yards from where they joined, stood a pair of rotughly cut
stones, 5 feet tall, As they had the bo-leaf shape they were
immediately recognizable as Buddhist sema, i.e. houndary stones
such ag from very early times have been placed at the cardinal and
sub-cardinal points outgide Buddhist buildings. Beside this pair of
standing sema, which seemed to be ¢n sitw, the bank stood nearly
5 fect high, so that before the track had laid them bare only their
tips would have been visible. At the opposite side of the track
were two similar pairs, and begide the track beyond another stone,
with fragments of others, but these geemed to have been moved. A
further stone, probably from this site, had been placed in the
Chinese joss-honse outside the sonth gateway of the village. There
were thug not enough stones in sitwe to arrive at the dimensions of
the building they originally surrounded. ‘

A trial trench was dug at the only convenient place, across
the neck of waste land separating the two tracks, in the immediate
vicinity of the stones. There at a depth of 5 ft, pottery of Period
T wag reached and this extended down to a depth of 7 ft. beneath
the surface. Irom this it conld be deduced that the sema stones
had been set up on, or glightly embedded in, a stratum that at that
time had already reached a thickness of 2 ft. Thenceforward the
site, bheing evidently dedicated to a Buddhist structure, had not
again heen a habitation site.

In connection with this site an interesting find had been
made a short time previously. Abhout 31 ft. towards the track
junetion from the standing pair of stones, and opposite some of the
other stones, a tall tree had grown on the edge of the bank. Tts
roots had gradually become loosened by exposure on the side of the
track, and one day it had fallen. An old woman cultivating her
garden on the bank above appears to have looked down and seen
a small bronze image of the Buddha which had heen entangled in
the roots. She ha‘cl” duly donated it to the modern waif in the
village, and- thence it was bronght for our inspection. :
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The image (Fig. 9) was about 6 inches high, the Buddha
being represented seated in India fagshion with the legs in vivasana
(calves superimposed mnot crossed), the right hand in wiltarka
mudrd, the left hand resting on the knee. . The strongly marked
u.sniga, style of hair, facial features with long ear lobes, and the
above mentioned mudre and position of sitting, are all characteristic
not of the art of Fu-nan but of the art of Dviravati. / A crudely
“ made village image no doubt, yet:guite unmistakable. Had this
image been produced merely ag a chance find, little documentary
value could have been attached to it. But taken in conjunction
with the pottery it acquires good evidential wvalue; it is indeed
exactly the type of image that one might have expected.

Another site at Thamen Chai gave useful complementary
information. This was gitunated close to the inner moat, towards
the gouth-eastern gateway, and at this point the moat appeared
to have been considerably widened by padi cultivation. Here the
tops of sema stones, many of which remained in pairs in sitw, appeared
only a little above the ground surface. A plan of them was inadé
which showed that they bad enclosed an area of ground measuring
54 feet by 34 feet 5 inches, large enough to liave once bLeen the siﬁe
of a small Buddhist building, the longer axig of whichwwioul’d“ha{r;;a
been east-west. ' RS S

Trial trenches showed that typical Perio\(.'ly;I p‘oﬂte}y‘levél
wag reached at a depth of 1 ft. 4 ins. below preéenﬁ ground level.
This Period I stralum extended down to a dept,h of 3 f£t, 10 ins.
at which natural soil was re cached. The neamess of this Peuod 1
gtratum to the surface was doubtless due to much of the surface
goil having been washed into the ngarby moat. Above the Period
I stratum a few sherds of the white pottery. typical of Period II
were recovered. - The sema stones were much smaller (3 £t. 6-ing.)
and rougher than those of the other site,-and their hases were
embedded about 6 ins. beneath the'surface of the Period I stratum,
j.e. 2 ft; below ground level. In the erl n‘enches a 1ew fragments

% As defmed by P Dupont, Bhkﬁ() Vol X‘(XVII, p. 682 La Slatumrc P;LangLnrlenne,
“p.p. 207 ff; and doubtless also in hls posthumous work 'L’ archgo]ggw‘( [ i
which I have not yet seen. ..., : et e oo hp
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of broken bricks were found at the lowest level, but the Buddhist
building was probably entirely of light construction.

That is as far as direct evidence fromn the circular sites at

present takes us. But I now propose to take into consideration’

certain proviously made discoveries which, standing in isolation,
seemed inexplicable, Taken in conjunction with the cireular sites

they become parts of a recognizable whole, and extend our under-

standing of this ecivilization. I shall also consider some of the
unpublished air photographs of more complex sites which I studied

at Oxford after my return. These moreover afford indications as.

to the lines on which future field work might be pursued.

~Firsgt 1 will mention three groups of sema stones situated
some 25 miles west of the town of Chaiyaphum, a provincial capital

situated on a tributary of the Nam Si, about 60 miles almost due”

north of Korat. The modern village near which they are situated
is called Kasetr Sombun. This is not far from the western edge of

the Korat plateau and is probably on a route from central Siam."

It i not far from ‘Chaiyaphum that Williams. Hunt located one of

his * m@tsropol"’ (of which more later), though I have not been able

to find this photograph among the incomplete set at Oxford.

Tt was sometime in 1953 that Nai Charoen had seen and
photographed these groups of sema stones when on a visit of inspec-
tion to the Chaiyaphum area. When he saw the larger of the sema
gtones at Thamen Chai he was immediately strack with their
recemblance to those at Kaselr Sombun, and he afterwards showed
me photographs which mdwated their similar size and anangement
Of dourse no deduchon could be drawn from this since sema’ stopes
of very sunll 3 appearance have heen made ab ‘many perxods. But
one of. ‘these stdnes was mscmbed w1th four lmes of archaw scrxptt

1e1to unrecm'ded msarlptlonf'and* ‘shiould be legible

refers to Wa\t untﬂ a rubblng ig avallable

-
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It is highly improbable that the Khmers reached such a
remote point in the VIth century, and all their inscriptions of that
. century are Hindu. So here we may have an important inscription
of this early Buddhist civilization such as the Dvgravatl kingdom
in central Siam has so far not yielded. Further research in the
neighbourhood should be directed to testing the pottery correspond-
enced, and to discovering if the sema stones are related to any
cireular sites, which the air photographs show to exist in this area.

Now as to another site discovered by a Siamese revenue
official, Phra Phahirath Phibun, in 1938, and who had taken
photographs and made certaip measurements. His information was
not placed on record until 1954, by Major E. Seidenfaden in an
article entitled ‘“Kanok Nakhon, an ancient Mén settlement in
northeast Siam and its treasures of art”, BEFEO, Vol. XLIV, pt-
9, pp. 643 -647. This ancient place, known as Kanok Nakhon, is an
Jenclosure with moat and rampart sitnated about 3 k. west of the
amphur or district office of Kamalasai (Kalasin province), which
is on or near the Nam Si river. The photographs taken by Phra

Phahirath were of sema stones, of which a very large number wers
in rows in a field adjacent to the old site. However the inhabitants
of a near by modern village, Ban Mak Gom, had collected up.many
and placed them round their modern temple, The stones were
often carved in relief with Buddhist scenes and, thongh many were
weathered, the best of those photographed revealed zin early style 'of
art, clearly of the Dv&ravatl school. According to a legezid preserved
by the present Lao population of Ban Mak Gom the sema stones
were not temple boundary stones hut had Dbeen intended by its
independent Mén ruler, who is said to have founded the towh in
621 A.D., to be set up as embrasure stones on the rampart. As
Seidenfaden says, the date is remarkable, in view of the style of
the sculptures. From the measurements supphed by Phra thmhuath,
, Seidenfaden ( loc.cit. fig. 13) produced a curiously shaped plan of
the city, virtnally an isosceles triangle.

.1t wasg fortunate that on his tour of mbpectlon in: ]955 Nau
Charoen  had visited Kanok Nakhon and obtained somve .further
information. He showed me a series of photographs of .thoge  sema,
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gtones which remained in a good slate of preservation, and aftev
examining these I feel sure that they all belong to the same .
Dvaravatl style. With their free and subtle modelling they canJ
hardly be dated later than the VIth or early VIth century A.D. By
comparigon with the small bronze Buddha from Thamen Cbai they
are obviously the work of far more skilled nrban craftsmen. Their
full study and publication will greatly enlarge our knowledge and
appreciation of the earlier Dvaravatl art. Nai Charvoen algso told me
that he found the remains of a stone Buddha image of Dvaravatl
style in the enclosure.

As to the original mode of employment of these stones, it
is their large numbers that prevents one from dismissing out of
hand the embrasure stone explanation given by the legend. Moreover
the legend has established a claim to our serious attention by its
curiously probable dating of the city, also by the fact that it states
that the ecity was unfinished, which seems likely in view uf the
imminence of Khmer expansgion over the region.

Considered in ¢onjunction with the early Dviravati character
of the sculptures, the carveful plan of the old city of Kanok Nakhon,
made at the time of Nai Charoen’s inspection, is of special interest
(fig. 10). From this we can now see that the narrower northern
part of the city really represents an original oval enclosure, of
which the gouthern rampart is indicated merely by a dotted line.
The original character of this section wasg evidently recognized at
the time the site was surveyed since the words in Siamese ‘‘old part,
of city” are marked on it. Nai Charoen informed me that the old
rampart, though much lower where it was within the larger.
enclosure, was really quite diseernible throughout. " "

We have thus an original settlement somewhat smaller than
Thamen Chai, which may or may not have had multiple ramparts-
unfortunately air cover does not extend to all the Nam 8i region,
On to this nucleus was added a mueh larger enclosure, in 2 manner
reminiscent of ST Thep8: Furthermore we have an cexample of a

8 Cf.my plan of ST Thep in Indian Art & Letters, Vol.X, No.2, 1936,p.67. An air
“photograph of Si Thep was séen by fne at Oxford, from which I was glad to
see that my plan made on the ground was generally accurate, The main
error was in regard to the southern vampart of the secondary enclosure
which should not turn in but should connect directly with the southern

- rampart of the main enclosure, after the manner.of the northern ramparts.
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similarly extended sgite situated well within the main distribution
of the circular sites: at Ban Sai, Buriram 1')1‘0vince.9 The last men-
tioned, however, measuring only some 1,100 yards across, would
havdly have been a town of much importance. The adding of an
enclosure on to one gide of an existing one was one of the recognized
way8 by which in ancient India villages became towns and towns
- were extended.10 The extension may have been added very soon
after the foundation of the original settlement, because a particularly
favoured position may quickly have attracted population and marked
it out for progperity.

When Seidenfaden published what he bad gathered from
Phra Phahirath, Coedés had commented as follows: “To find the
art of Dvaravatl so high up in north is rather unexpected and poses
a ‘political’ prohlem, beeause we find ourselves in a region which in
the VIIth century should be part of Chen-la.” We are surely better
able to appreciate the meaning of this discovery if we see it in its
context of the circular village sites which dot the Korat plateau.
The Dvaravatl style of the sculptures, plas the shape of the nucleus
of Kanok Nakhon, can leave usg in little doubt that here we have one
of the cities of this early Mon civilization of eastern Siam.

Probably Muang Sima, of which the air photograph, *1 shows
a similar extension of an original oval nucleus, was a rﬂore 1mp0rtant
and older established centre, on the main Mun r1ve1 But here later
alterations due to its 1vmg in the dlrect path of Khmel westward
IL may therefore be Lhat Kanok Nakhon, even 1f 1t had only a short;
duaration, is more likely to repay systematic GXCEVMIOI’) A first task
should be to test the pottery corrGSpondences, ‘and t1y to dlscover
the or]glnal 1ntent10n as regards the sema stones. . o B

The addition of a secondary enclosure seems ‘1o mvolve &
rather more angular though still irregular shape “Because. of this
uwgnlamty it is ubually qmte easy to d1stmgmsh in air photogra.phs
these Mon addgblons from the much  more formally .reotdpgq]ar

9 ;’P.D.R.\ Willia 'Hunt, Autiquiy, loc clt.upl». vn PO
10 B:B. Dutt; op P o Lo
11 Williams-Hunt;, loc. <¢it.’ pl
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structures sometimes added by the Khmers who in many cases re-

occupied the early sites. In that case the rectangle may be grafted

on to the original more or less circular site; or another method was

to engulf the early circular site by building a larger rectangular

enclosure all round it, 12

The latter method, i.e. the enclosing of a wider area of land

all round by a new belt of ramparts and moats was also known in :

ancient Indian times; '3 the method chosen in a particular case no

doubt depending on the ground available and on strategic considera-

tions, And gince this last mentioned method of extending a gettle-
ment was known to the ancient Indians it is not surprising to find
that there is clear evidence that it was also practiged by the Mén
makers of the circular sites in Siam.

On his distribution map (Fig. 1) Williams-Hunt marked
four such sites Whmh he distinguished as ‘* metropoli™s Of these
the one said to be near Chaiyaphum (A) was not present among ‘
the photogtaphs pregerved at Oxford, while the one near Aranya
Prathet (D)™ appears to be rather indistinet. But of the other
two, excellent air photographs exist at Oxford.. Curiously enough, |
since most of his plotting was accurate, Williams-Hunt misplotted
these two * mepropoh , & discovery I owe to Mr. Bradford who took

‘much time and trouble over checking the plotting. The correct i

10c111/,at10n has brought to hght some interesting ev1dence which
mlght othermse have escaped notice.

’l‘he most northerly * metropohs” (B) is really not north
‘ot Korat ag marked on: Williams-Hunt’s map, but is about half the
distance mnorth-east of Korat, at the modern town (amphur) of’
Putthm ».,ong But a real SUI'IJIMG, and one which enables the making

510031

12 An example Of the, latter sort Ku Mu;mg, sltuated not far to the south of
Ubon, is known on the ground from Seidenfaden’s descnptlon of it, * Com-

it plementa lInvéntalre descriptif des monuments du Cambodge *, BEFEO,
oMol XXIL, pi 65, where it is stated to'be a fortified . town, still showing the
xemalns of dltches and ramparts, with a brick I\hmer tower and rectangular

ot deOI‘ 1mportance, ca.me w1th the corlectmg of the i

F]
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supposedly most easterly “metropolis” (C), which had originally

. been plotted ag on the Nam Si river, east of Ubon. Here it was a

simple case of east having been read for west. The corrected

_ position of the gite iy at Khao Ban Bon, an isolated low ridge near

the left bank of the Menamn Chao Phya, some twenty miles south of
Paknampo in central Siam. We may now compare Lhe appearance

" of thodge two sites.

At Putthai Song, (Fig. 11) apparently ocenpied hy the
modern town ( thongh this is not clear from the air photograph),
the inner enclosure is an irregular oval measuring about 3 mile by
3/4, while the outer enclosure is about 2 miles long at its greatest
extent. Both enclogures seem to have (wo or three ramparts and
moats. ‘

At Khao Ban Bon (Fig. 12) the aucient site seems to be
devoid of modern habitation, though there are considerable areas of
padi cenltivation.” There is u modern town of some size on the bank
of the Menam which is at its nearest point about a mile away from
the onter enclosure. A striking point about the inner enclosure is
that it forms an almost perfect circle. This has a diameter of about

‘half a mile (roughly the same as Thamen Chai). Two concentric

ramparts—there may have been more originally—can be clearly seen.
The outer enclosure, of irregular shape, has a length of about \1 1/3
miles. A feature in which this outer enclosure resembles that of
Patthai Song is that one side’ dpproaches very cloge to the inner
enclosure. Also, at both sites the outer emclosures taper in a very
gimilar manner in that portion- that ig furthest removed from the
original enclosure.

This s1m11ar|ty, ag well as the s mkmg]y c1rcular shape of
the orviginal settlement in the case of 'Khao Ban Bon, seems to
establish another link between the early Indlanued culture of eqstern
Siam and the kingdom of Dviravati. Of course thls needs to be
confirmed by a study of pottery conespondences etc. Moreover
Khao Ban Bon suggests itself as eminently suited for ‘more complete
excavation. TUnlike so many cities of central Sjam it a,ppears not to
have suffered from continunous occupation, nor at the hands of modern
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depredators. In the early centuries of our era Khao Ban Bon
would have been in a good strategic situation in relation to the
northern shore of the Gulf of Siam which was then much nearer to
it than at the present day. It i practically in the game latitude
as Sl Thep, but on a much more navigable river. Perhaps it was
the tv‘er,mlpyus of a land route leading up on to the eastern plateau via
the “metropolis (‘A) said to exist in the Chaiyaphum region. ‘

The evidence now at our disposal would seem to establish
the affinity, if oot the identity, of the ecivilization of the circalar
gites of the Korat plateau with the culture of Dviravati. Certainly
thig affinity, extending to the types of potsherds in a complex mixture,
geems much too cloge to have been the result of a separate Indiani-
zation of two basic populations. We may rather suppese that the
plmeau wag colonized by the Indianized Mén inhabitarts of central«
Siam, ag indeed the latter region had largely heen colonized by
Indianized Mén from lower Burma. Already we have the example
of the Moén kmf,dom of Haripunjaya (modern Lampun in north
Sjam ), “xlzvhich there is good reason to believe was founded by a colony
of emigrants from the Dvdravatl town of Lavo (modern Lopburi )y
under the leadership of the queen Chammadevi in the VIITth century
AD. It is a longer trek thither than on to the Korat plateau. Could
 not the process of Mén expansgion from the Menam valley, therefore, J
have .brought this Buddhist people into occupation of the Korat
plateau quite by the VIth century or earlier? :

“ Qertainly on the available evidence I should not hesitate to
reject any suggeétion,thét the Indianized culture of the Korat platean
reached that area frdm the opposite direction, i.e. from t-hé Mekong
delta or ‘Fu-nan pmper, There are three good: reasons for. Saymg
thigs (1) Thé idistribution of the cireular sites is most dense in the’
westem half of the Mun vallev (2) The ‘pottery types shcrw close
connectmn with that of Dva,ravatl (bhough admlttedlv we have not.;
yet been provxded with compamtwe material from Fu- nan sﬂ;es ).
(3) The Buddhlst images or relief sculptures of Thaman Chaw
v, ¢ Q;N‘akghon, a8 w‘ ‘I,,, as many previeusly known .fromw the Korat ~
plateau, show a; style which is typically Dvdravatl. ~On the other
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hand the more or less contemporary Buddhas of Fu.nan and early
Chen-la are stylistically very different, ag has been clearly shown by
Dupont in hig recent work. 15

Though I have identified this culture of eastern Siam with
that of Dviravatl, I must now make it clear that I do nov entertain
the idea that the whole formed a political entity, i.e. that the Korat
plateau was a part of Dvaravatl. In the early history of the

{ Indianization of South-east Asia, the setting up of small states was
the rnle, the emergence of an empire the exception. We have
already seen that a northern offshoot of Dviravatl formed the.inde-

. pendent state of Haripunjaya, and we might expect that a colony

’ budded off to the geographically self-contained .area of the Korat

» plateau would not be slow to detach itself politically. 16 Ag it happens
there is some historical evidence in favour of this. \

According to Ma Tuan-lin 17 in the latter part of the VIth
to early VIITth century A.D., a kingdom called Chu-chiang, the
{ Red River country, bordered Chen-la, the first Khmer state, on the

west. It was in close alliance with it. The existence ‘of this
kingdom has been overlooked by Coedés, and it remained for L.P.
Brigge togive it its due importance and to mark itg position tenfativelyi’
a8 occupying the teritory between the Mun and Num Si rivers. 18
What is more Briggs takes the late VIth centuryKhﬁﬁér“in’s‘;cri;ption%
of Tham Pet Tong, in the upper Mun valley, ag rep’reseght’ing aCcry:
of victory rather than a conquest. 19 ¢ had previously: ‘been
regarded by Coedés 20, and also by Dupont, 2! as. sxgmfylng the
conquest of the whole Mun valley in the reign of Bhavavarman I

Tadp i

15 P. Dupont, La Statuaire Préangkorienne, Ascona, 1956, Chap. VIIL
16 Possibly Kanok Nakhon, whose ruler is said by.“the legend to'have owed :
allegiance to none, represents a further and final attempt at budding off,:
17 Trans. d’Hervery de Saint-Denys, 1883, pp. 477, 497, )
18 L.P. Briggs The Ancient Khmer Empire, p. 47 and Map 5 hls suggestlon
“might have mcluded St Thep seems less llkely e

19 1b1d p. 45, o
20°G. (oedest, Tes Etats Hindoisés d’Ind‘o‘cbi‘n'e'ét'cI"l‘nZ?ané ) " .
21 P. Dupont, *‘La Dislocation du Tchen:la et la formauon du k ge%'?fi

Angkorxen”!BrFEO? Vol XLII, pe 45, « . o -

iy
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However Brigg had seen from the location of the 1nscr1ptlon only
just beyond the pass through the Dangrek mountains via which
later passed the road from Angkor to Phimai, that it
‘might signify no more than a raid. It was probably not untill
somewhere about A.D. 630 that Chu- chmng was absorbed by
Isanavarman I of Chen-la, 22 A1l this now recewes strong support
from the archaeological evidence of an Indianized Mdn civilization
having existed on the platean before the absorption by Chen-la.

By way of appendix to the above I may mention that when,
after my stay in eastern Siam, I revisited Angkor, I spoke of the
~ circular mites to M. Laur the curator. He told me that such places

were also known in Cambodia, and he lent me a jeep by means of
which T visited and made a superficial inspection of one such site
It was at a modern vxllage named Phum Lovea, about twelve miles
“west of Angkor. There was certainly a well-defined almost circular
rampart and moat (ode only). The rawmpart was mucﬂh wider
(20 yards) but also much lower (3 feet) *than we had seen on the J
Korat platean. The gateways were on the east and west. These
differences from the characteristics of the typical Korat plateau
sites are sufliciently impressive to make me feel that we are here ¥
in the presence 0f a different tradition. Tn fact I am inclined to
think that, sonth of the Korat plateau, the “metropolis’ (D) situated
near Aranya Prathed, represents the furthest eastward expansion#
of the MOn culture. At Phum Lovea we may indeed be on the
~ western fringe of anm expanswn of early Indianized culture from
Fu-nan proper, or from the middle Mekong region. We must hope
that trial cxcavations will be carried out before long at Phum Lovea
and shall especxally await with interest a report. on the types of
pottery fotund there.

F:nally one may ask what is likely to have been the
pohtlcal relatmnshlp of Chu-chiang to the great empire of Fu-nan? é
Aetually the question can only be put on the assumption that Chu-
"éhlan g was in exlshence prior to the break- up of Fu nan. Sp‘,tf.a:l‘{mmg

22 L P Briggs, op.cit.: p 50
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of the early cities of SI Thep, Phra Pathom and Pong Tiik, Coedés

“expresses the opinion %3 that all mugt have recognized the more
or less effective suzerainty of Fu-nan. This view appears to me
most probable ; but Briggs wishes to exculde S1 Thep, saying that
all the wussal states of Fu-nan of which we have any certain
knowledge were connected with it by sea, except Chen.la whidh .
was above it on the Mekong. #¢ At any rate Chu-chiang, ag an
offshoot from the Mon settlements around the head of the Gulf of
Siam could hardly have escaped Fu.nan suzerainty during its early
period of existence, supposing that it had in fact come into being
 before Fu-nan declined. ‘

'93 G. Coedes. op. <it, p. 101,
24 L. P. Briggs, op. cit. p. 30.
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Fig. 4. Muang Phet Period I potsherds: Above, the urd-marked wale, balow, the black ‘ware.
( The examples Qf'the black ware illustrated are actually from the correspondmg stratum at Ban Tbamen Chai)
' ( Awthor’s copyright) .




Fig. 5. Miiang Phet Period Il potsherds.  The white ware is below, the red ware
centre and above.  (Author’s cop; right)
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Fig. 7. Sema stones beside the track at Thamen Chai
(Author’s copyright)



Fig. 8. Thamen Chai:  Nai Charoen standing beside a sema
stone (Author’s copyright)




Fig. 9. Bronze Buddha at Ban Thamen Chai
(Photo: Nai Charoen Phanuddhi)






Fig. 11. Outline of ancient site at Putthai
Song, north-east of Korat; from
an air photograph at Pitt-Rivers

Museum, Oxford.



Fig. 12. Outline of ancient site at Khao Ban Bon, near left bank of Menam, about 20
miles south of Paknampo, Central Siam; from an air photograph at Pitt-Rivers
Museum, Oxford,



