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ABSTRACT

Recent archaeoclogical excavations in varioﬁs
parts of South East Asia have brought abundant, fresh
material to scholars. Consequently, new ideas and
hypotheses have been put forward by those who work in
this particular field of studies. In Cambodia, prior
to the recent tragic'events, a nunmber of new sites have
been discovered. Fresh evidence has come to light and
eventually led scholars to reconsider some views hitherto
accepted as established. |

The present "Survey of the Southern Provinces
of Cambodia in the pre-Angkor period" aims to be a re-
examination of the archaeological and some epigraphical
material available in the hope of seeing whether it is
possible as yet to establish any relation between the
numerous sites and to provide a preliminary sketch df the
culture of the area.

The scope of the present work ié limifed geo-
graphically to certain southern provinces of present day
Cambodia, namely Kandal, Kampong Speu, Takeo, Kampot and
Prey Veng; it also includes the deltaic area of South
Vietnam from which only some of the most important sites
will be considered. 'Chronologically, the period involved
is that commonly known as Funan and pre-Angkor periods,
which run roughly from the lst to the 8th century A.D.

- The work consistes of a study of various archo-
logical remains and other sculptures so far found on,

or near the sites. Attempts will be made to date Them




more closely in the light of recent research. Inscrip-
tions found in the vicinity of ‘the area will beexamined
in order to try to relate them to the other data.

While examining epigraphic documents.efforts
will be made to see whether there are any possible con-
nections between place names mentioned in the inscriptions
and those of the present day. This kind of historical
geography is mainly concerned with names involving topo-
graphical features such as water tanks, lakes, hills,
mounds, forests which still persist abundantly iﬁ many

parts of Cambodia, particularly in the province of Takeo.




ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

It is with great appreciation and respect that
I wish to thank Mrs J.M. Jacob for her kind assistance.
Her encouragement and understanding have been a great
help in the undertaking of this study.

‘ I am grateful to Dr S. Pou who has kindly
allowed me to use some of her large scale nmaps of
Cambodia, without which the writing of part of this. work
- would have been impossible. I owe her gratitude and
respect.

My thanks are also due to Professor E.H.S.
Simmonds and Professore H.L. Shorto for their sympathy
towards me;

To my butor, Mr A.,H. Christie, more than any
other, I express my sincere and profound gratitude'and
respect for without his supervision, invaluable encburage—
ment and his extreme understanding, this work could never

‘have been done.




CONTENTS

ABSTRACT
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS
CHAPTER 1. GEOGRAPHICAL BACKGROUND
CHAPTER 2. HISTORICAL FRAMEWORK
CHAPIER 3, FUNAN AND OC-EO
CHAPTER 4. SOUTHERN PROVINGES OF CAMBODIA UP TO
THE 8th CENTURE A.D.
A. ARCHAEOLOGICAL REMAINS AND
EPIGRAPHICAL EVIDENCE
B, IDENTIFICATION OF GERTAIN
PLACE NAMES
CONGLUSION
BIRLIOGRAPHY AND ABBREVIATIONS
INDEX

Page

~ ey &

14
28

40

4.0

76
ol
93
105




Figure 1.
Figure 2.
Figure 3.
Figure &.
Plate 1.
Plate 2a.
b.
Plate 3.
Plate 4a.
b.
Plate 5.
"Plate 6.
Plate 7.
Plate 8.
Plate 9.
Plate 10.

CLIST OF TLLUSTRATTONS

South East Asia and Cambodia

Oc-~Eo |

Southerh Provinces of Cambodia

Prei Puoch area

Vigpu (?) Tuol Ang Srah Romchang
Lintel. Tuol Ang Srah Theat.

Fragment of colonnette. Tuol Ang Srah Theat.
Vigpu (?) Tuol Koh. |
Lintel, Vat Choeung EK.

Lintel. Vat Chum.

Iintel. Vat Saang Phnomn.

Mukhalinga. Vat Saang Phnom.
Mukhalinga (detail). Vat Saang Phnomn.
Vigpu., Vat Phnom Thun Mun.

. Lintel. Tuol Kuhesa.

Lintel. Tuol Kuhea.




CHAPTER 1
GEQGRAPHICAL BACKGROUND (Fig. 1)

Present day Gambbdia lies in the south west
part of the Indochinese peninsula, Its boundaries are
limited in the west and the north by Thailand and Laos.
The eastern limit is the area formerly known as South
Vietnam. In the south is located the coastal strip
which is separatéd from the rest of the country by
heavily forested mountain ranges.l

The area to be examined in the preseht survey
is confined to the southern part of the country, that is
the provinces of Kandal, Kampong Speu, Takeo and Kampot.

The dominant feature of the country is the
Mekong river known locally as the Tonle Thom, "the big
river", which has its source in the high Tibetan moun-
tains of éouthern China. South of Phnom~Penh the Mekong
splits inbto two branches; the eastern branch continues
to be called the Mekong/Tonle Thom'whereas the western
branch is called the Bassac/Tonle Toch, "the small river".
The two branches are fed by a number of tribubtaries and
flow through the Mekong delta into the South China sea.
Another important feature assoclated with the Mekong is
a huge natural reservoir, the Tonle Sap, "the fresh
water ocean",2 commonly known as the Great Lake since it
is fhe largest sheet of water in southeast Asia.

| The principal feabture of the southern part of
Cambodia is Phnom Kravanh, "the Cardamom range", the

eastern part of which is called Phnom Damrei, "the




Elephant range"; +his runs south-south-east of the
Cardamom range. Phnom Damrei has foothills to the
north and to the east and looks down upon the Gulf of
Siam. Along the rugged coast lies a low, flat and
Swampy SUrip. Despite a detailed geographical study
3

of Cambodia” this range is sbill little known topo-
graphically. The culminating point of the range,
according to Delvert,4 is Phnonm Aural (1813 m.) in the
north-east. Among other summits are Phnom Sangker
(1744 m,.), Phnom Tumpor (1563 m.) in the north west
and Phnom Srang (728 m.) and Phnom Preah (780 m.) in
the east of the range. Phnom Kravanh and in general
the mountains of south-western Cambodia are hard to
explore, The major part of the massif, and particularly
the southern area is the domain of dense forests with
abundant rainfall.

The ppincipal coastal towns are Kampomg Som,
Kampot and Xampong Trach.

Kampomg Som, the most westerly town, lies in)
the basin of a river of the same name which has its
source in the southern part of a massif in the province
of Posat énd flows into the Gulf of Siam at Kampong Som
bay. The country is very rough and heavily forested
with hills of low altitude in the south and real mountains
in the north. Between Kampomg Som and the next town,
Kampot, lies the plain of Veal Rinh. This area is
the territory of an aboriginal tribe, the Saoch, one of
many proto-Indochinese tribes still inhabiting Cambodia.

The plains of Kampot and Veal Rinh form the




“province of Kampat.5 It is crossed by a main river ori-

ginating from Phném.Popok Vil in the Phnom Damrei range,

the stung Xampot. In this area archaeological remains

have been discovered, attesting to the occupation of the
territory from a period as early as the 6th century A.D;
This is on the evidence of an 1nscr1ptlon written in 014
Khmer, found at Phnom Ngok, a limestone hill to the east

of Kampodb.

Further east is the»district of feam, "the
éonfluence“, with Kampong Trach as its chief town which
covers a swampy afea between Kampot and Hatien. In the
hinterland are scattered sandstone and limestone hills.

The region is crossed by the Prek Peam (sometimes referred

"to as Habien river), which has its source sbout 30

kilometers north from the sea. Prek Peam is the union.

of two small waterways; the main one, separabting Kampot

and Peam from the district of Banteay Meas in the north,
ies called Prek Tuk Meas from the name of an important

village of the same name, Phum Tuk Meas, "the village of

the Golden Boat", close to the massif called Phrom Totung;

the other branch of Prek Peam passes through the village

- of Prei Angkomh, not far from that of Tuk Meas, and

separates the district of Treang from that of Banteay
Meas, "the Golden citadel".® In the northern part of
Peam‘district a number of archaeological remains testify

to the importance.of this area in the past. Some of

‘these remnains will be discussed in a subsequent chapter

The former district of Treang now forms the




10.

province of Tekeo. It is bordered in the south-west
by the Prek Peam and its tributary and by another river,
theysxung B8laku in the horth. Treang is mainly covered
with light forest and freguent wooded hills which
increase in number in the southern part of the province.
It is divided into two distinet regilons by a large dep-
ression. In the north is the domain of plains which
are temporarily flooded while the south is a region of
hills and mountains, To adopt Aymonier's description,7
these can be divided into two groups; a series of iso-
lated peaks running north-south separating the lMekong
river basin and that of the Prek Peam; and a more com-
pact and more important group rﬁnning west—east, perpen—
dicular to the first group, surrounded by aAforest belt.
Among the remains from the past found in this area are
those of Preah Bat Chean Chum and Phnom Bayang, at the
eastern end of a massif of the same name.

To the north of Treang is the disbtrict of Prei
Krabas which is separated from the previous one by the
Stung Slaku. The other important waterway of Preil
Krabas is Stung Angkor Borei. It is in this area that
most of the pre-Angkorian remains of present southern
Cambodia have been found. The area is so rich that
despite the explorations of previous workers, namely
Aymonier, De Iajonquiére and Dalet, more archaeological
material is still being discovered. Prei Krabas, "the
forest of cotton trees" is well attested in Khmer epi-
graphy . An attempt will be made bto identify some place

names of +This district with those mentioned in ancient




inscriptions found in the area.

South of Phnom-Penh and north of Prei Krabas,
there used to be an important territory comprising, in
the west the present districts of Phnom Sruoch and Xong
Pisei in the province of Kampong Speu; Kandal Stung in
the north and Saang in the east. This was the bterri-
tory of Bati.8 Between the two main waterways of Bati,
the Stung Slaku and the Prek Toch, is an area dotted
with gfanitic and sandstone peaks some 200 to 300 meters
high. Some of these still preserve remains of ancient
temples, for example Phnom Thma Dos and FPhnom Ta lMao |
and the well known Phnom Chiso.

In the northern part of this region is a big
lake, Tonle Bati. On the southern bank of this vast
reservoir are the ruins of an important temple, Prasat
Ta Prohm. The area includes several lakes which are
connected by the Prek Toch river.

South of this area is another district, Saang,
which did not yield much archaeological material during
the earlier exploiations. The name Saang is drawn from
a granitic hill, Phnom Saang, about 40 meters bigh, which
suddenly emerges from the surrounding partly flooded
plain. Recent surveys have revealed more evidence
attesting to the antigquity of this area. A few kilo=-
meters south of Phnom Saang is another hill, Phnom Thon
Mon, about 20 meters high, where remains dating to the
8th century A.D. have recently been found.

West of Phnom-Penh is the district of Kandal

Stung, an area between Prek Thnot in the north, and Prek

11.
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Toch in the south, hence the name which means between the
rivers", The prominent feature of this area is the
abundance of sugar palm trees which cover the major part
of the region, particularly along the Prek Thnot river
which must have taken its name from this natural feature
since it means "the river of sugar palm trees". Along
Stung Prek Thnot are found remains dating back to the
7th century A.D.

Further west of Kandal Stung district is Kong
Pisei, an area similar to the neighbouring4districts of
Bati and Kandal Stung. A few hills emerge from the sur-
rounding plains, one of thém, Phnom Ho Phneow, contains
ancient remains going back to the 7th century A.D.
Other peaks, such as Phnom Sruoch, Phnom Ta Mok, Phnom

Srang, still await more thorough explorations.
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NOTES TO CHAPTER 1

Among the works consulted in writing this chapter
are Aymonier's GEographie du Cambodge, Paris 1876

and his classic Le Cambodge, 1 00). More

recent regional studies of Cambodia have been under-
taken. For example, Jean Fontanel, Ratanakiri.
Etude du milieu naturel d'une région Frontiére du
Cambodge, Doctoral thesis, 1967, University of
Grenoble; Raymond Blanadet, Pailin, pays des
pierres précieuses, Doctoral Thesis, 1968, sorbonne.
A review of both works along with other recent
geographical studies of Cambodia can be found in
BEFEQ, LXIT, 1975, pp. 523-27. Two arbticles b
Blanadet (mainly extracted from his 1968 thesisg

are published in Cahiers 4'Outre~Mer: "Pailin: une
région du Cambodge en voie de mutation", 92,

Oct. - Dec. 1970, pp. 353=78; and "Andoek Hep,

ou le destin d'un front pionnier du Cambodge®, 94,
Apr. - June 1971, pp. 185-208.

This is the opinion of Mrs Saveros Lewltz in her
doctoral thesis, La toponymie khmére, Paris, 1966,
published in BEFEQ, LLIL, who Gtranslates it as
"vaste &tendue d'eau douce", explaining tonle
according to the o0ld meaning of the word, "sea,
ocean", a meaning which is still preserved in Thai.

Jean Delvert, Le Paysan cambodgien, Paris, 196l.

Op.cit., p. 17.

For a more detailed study of this area, see Roland
Pourtier, Les régions littorales du Cambodge, Doc-
toral thesis, 1969, sorbonne, and his arcicle "Les
Chinois du Cambédge littoral"™, in Cahiers 4'Outre-lMer,
9%, Jan. - Mar. 1971, pp. 45-72, which deal malnly

with the human and economic aspects of the region
but provide a good description of Tthe area.

Aymonier, Le Cambodge, I, p. 155.

OE.CiE.:" p. 160'

Aymonier thinks that this name means "sacred .
place" but also adds that the etymology is uncertain.

OE.Cit_.:, po l‘?l‘




CHAPTER 2
HISTORICAL FRAMEWORK

Cne particular chapter of the history of the
area occupied by present day Cambodia has been referred
to by various scholars under different denominations
namely the 4, TndoXhmer, pre-Khmer or pre-Angkor period.
It is this last.term which has generally been retained
and used when referring to the history of Cambodia up to
the end of the 8th century A.D.

This period has been regarded as falling inbo
two parts known respectively as the Funan and Chenla
periods; the former is generally believed to be from the

let to the 6th century and the latter from the &th to the

14,

8th. Both Funan and Chenla are the names Chinese annalists

have used to refer to these two principslities which have
been located in the southern part of the Indochinese
peninsula. Recently another division of this phase of

the history of Cambodia, based on new discoveries and
seeming to fit the facts more closely, has been proposed
by one of the leading scholars on South Fast Asia. Under

this new schemel

Cambodian history is divided into three
major periods:

_ 1. The prehistoric and protohistoric period,
extending till the lst century A.D. during which the
future Cambodia had not yet been under Indian influence
and Chinese suzerainty.

2 The Funanese period or first hisboric period,

starting with the appearance of the first evidence of

Indian influence on Funan and ending with the reign of
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Kaupdinya Jayavarman (ca. 478-574 A4.D.). Tﬁé kingdom
seems- to have dominated a large part of the peninsula.
Archaeological finds récovered in the delta area of the
Mekong river atbtest Lo the existence of relationships
wilth the Western world and China.

3. The pre-Angkor period, from the reign of
Kaupdinya-Jayavarman to the reign of Jayavarman IT
(802-850 A.D.), founder of the Angkor Kingdom. Three
successive phases may be distinguished in this period:
in the first, from the %rd quarter of the 5th Qentury
to The middle of the 6th century, Funan stillvpreserves
its power and the first inscriptions, mostly in Sanskrit,
and the first statues begin to appear; during the second
phase (end of the 6th to the end of the 7th century A.D.),
Chemla, a northern vassal kingdom of Funan, becomes the
master of the area; +the third phase sees the split of
Chenla into Land Chenla and Water Chenla.

Although the present work is SPecificaily con-
cerned with the pre-Angkor period, it would ndt be out of
place to include in this historical sketch, a brief survey
of the first period, that is of the prehistoric and proto-~
historic period, which in any case still awalts further
investigation.

Recent progress in the field of South East
Asian prehistory has supplied scholars with fresh material
and data which tend to contradict a previously-held theory.
Professor W.G. Solheim II has put forward a new theor:);2
in which he states that "South East Asians are-inﬁovators,

contributing much to world culture and in particular
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contributing to the foundation of North Chinese culture
and its later expansion.” This differs from the old

theory which sees "South East Asia as a cul de sac with

innovations and progress coming from the outside and in
particular owing much of its progress to migrations from
North China in particular", Together with this new
theory, Solheim also suggesbs a new framework for South
Bast Asian prehistory in which 5 stages may be distin~
guished.5

1. Lithic stage (up to around 40,000 B.C.), roughly
equivalent‘to the early and middle palaeolithic of FEurope.
This refers to the early use of chipped and flaked stone
tools.

2. Lignic stage (about 40,000 B.C. to 20,000 B.C.)
in which tools made of wood, particularly bamboo
became more important than those made of stone. This
would include the sarly Hoabinhian phase.

3. Crystallitic phase (20,000 B.C. to around
8,000 B.C.), during which began the "crystallization" of
various cultures in South East Asia. The middle and
late Hoabinhian phases would be included in this period.
Solheim also suggests that it was during this period that
the technique of shaping stoﬁe tools by grinding and
polishing was first developed and that this appeared in
South East Asia much earlier than in the Middle East during
the Neolithic stage (around 8,000 B.C.). He believes
that plants were domesticated also during this period.

4, Existensionistic phase, beginning around 8,000

B.C. and ending at the opening of the Christian era,




during which mountain people spread out into the rest of
South Bast Asia. The importance of plant and animal
domestication would have gradually been increased.

5. Period of cénflicting Empires during which
appear the first centralised states in the beginning of
the Christian era, due mainly bto political and religious
influences from India. These various stabtes were to
develop and flourish till the l6th bentury A.D., after
which European colonisation took over, thus ending the
classical age of South East Asia. _

| Cambodian prehistory and protohistory do not
gseem to differ much from that of the rest of the penin-
sula in their outline. In the last quarter of the 19th
cenbury prehistoric research began in Cambodia with the
discovery of Samrong Sen in the present province of
Kampong Chhnang, after which there were few developments
until Paul Levy'sﬁwork in 1938 at Mlu Prei.4 This
research has since progressed, particularly during the
last decade, thanks to the labour of BEuropean and
American prehistorians.

In 1959 Louis Malleret discovered circular
earthworks in the red soils in the region of Snuol, in
-the north east of Cambodia.5 in 1962, at Mimot in the
province of Kampong Cham, excavations had'beeﬁ carried

out by Bernard Philippe Groslier in one of the "forts"

or "fortified villages". He proposed the term "Mimotian"

%o describe this culture.® In 1963 a pebble culture was
discovered by Edmond Saurin in eastern Gambodia,7 on a

terrace 40 metres high above the Mekong river. This

1‘7-




industry mainly consists of worked quartzite pebble and
silicified wood shaped into different tools. It seems
that the Hoabinhian and Bacsonian pebble-culture derived
directly from this eastern Cambodian one.B

The neolithic phase is represented in Cambodia
by well known sites such as Samrong Sen, Anlong Phdao
and sites in the whole area of Mlu Prei. Samrong Sen,
-iﬁ the central part of Cambodia, on ﬁhe bank of the Chinit
fiver, ls one of the richest and most élearly défined
.neolithio settlements in Indo-China. The bulk of the
implements were made of phtanite; sandstone and diorite
were also used but the majority of the implements con-
sist of carefully @olished axes, adzes, chisels and hoe
biédes. "7t would seem that stone arrowheads were
replaced there not only by bamboo but bone ... Pottery
was made without the potter's wheel, but very skilfully.

In 1965; in the karstic foimation of the
Treang region in the south-west of thé province of
Battambang, research was carried oubt and led to the dis-
covery of a cave, Laang Spean, the first of its kind to

10 Excavations have ylelded large

be found in Cambodia.
”fbols of the Hoabinhian type with an assemblage of flake
aﬁd pottery. Radio~carbon dates show a lifetime span
from 4290 B.C. toc A.D. 830, thus proving a conbtinuity of
occupation for about five thousand years. Laang Spean
is interesting in two ways: first, it shows a neolithic
tradition without polished stone tools; second, the
ceramics are certified as being from the 5th millenium

B.C. ag is also the flaked stone asseMblage.ll

18.
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In the karstic formations at Phnom Loang, 1in
the province of Kampot, Jean-Pierre Cax‘bonnell2 reported
deposits containing a palaeolithic fauna similar to that
of Chou-kou~t'ien in China and also an industry based
mainly on bone. It would not seem too unreasonable to
suppose the existence in the Far East of préhisforic
tribes skilled in making bone tools, Phnom Loang being

one of the last representatives.}a

vAlso at Phnon Loang,
a number of caves have ylelded elements with bone
atbtesting to the existence of a neolithic phase in the
area. Cave deposits of Phnom Kbal Romeas in the same
area is dated to the 4th millennium B.C. but it has not
yet been the object of any close study.

» Samrong Sen has yilelded the first data on the
use of copper and bronze in Cambodia. According to
Solheim, however, "bronze is first known from,South East
Asia from Non Nok Tha in north-eastern Thailand at about
2300 B.C. or earlier ... and there is good evidence for
early working of bronze in central southeast Asia with
the possibility of local evolution from copper to bronze
working, whether originally locally invented or brought

14 It should also be mentioned that in

from the West".
the delta of the Mekong, polished stone axes have been
recovered and a certain number of open air sites dis-
covered. Phnom Bathe, an important ﬁre—Angko: site,
is one of them.15
Some megalithic remains have also been repofted.
The problem of South East Asian megaliths still awaits a

golution which for the moment seems to be far off.
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Too many questions remain unanswered and "a re-examination
of the known sites may provide the answer tb some of
these questions".l6

This brief survey of prehistoric research in
Cambodia shows that this field of study is still in its
infancy. One can only hope that more exploration and
systematic excavation will be undertaken in the future
if a complete picture of South East Asian prehistory is
to be obtained.

The beginning of the historic period of
Cambodia starts with the emergence of a kingdom which
dominated the area for a few centuries. The hisfory
of this powerful kingdom relies principally on Chinese
dynastic histories, translated and published by Paul
Pelliot more than seventy years ago and which still
remains the basic study of this early period.l7

It is generally established that during the
first centuries of the Christian era, in the lower Mekong
valley there developed and flourished a kingdom, one of
the earliest in South East Asia, known by the-name of
Funan. The capital city of this state is believed to
have been somewhere near the hill of Baphnom in the
province of Prei Veng, in southern present day Cambodia.
The term Funan, according to George Coedes, "is the
modern Mandarin pronuanciation of two characters once
pronounced ¥b'iu-nam, which is the transcriptidn of the
0ld Khmer word bnam, the modern form of which is phnomn,

w18

'mountain’'. However, as Claude Jacques has recently

reminded us,lg followed by Professor 0.W. Wblters,go the




equivalence cof the local term bnam and Funan is only a
hypothesis.

The earliest information concerning Eunan
comes from a record left by a Chinese mission bo this

state in the middle of the 3rd century A.D.,o»

which
reported that the first ruler of Funan was Hun-t'ien or
Kéupdinya, believed to have come either from India or
from the Malay peninsulé.22 One of Hun-t'ien's
successors, Fan-she-man, was a brave aﬁdACapable ruler

who, according to the History of the Southern Chi, con-

quered more than ten kingdoms and extended his territory

23

over a large area. Because of its geographical position
and the agricultural resources of the delta of the Mekong,
Funan was able to expand both éiong the coast and to the
north and east and also up the Mekong valley into the |
fertile plain of present central Cambodia. 'In this way,
Funan established its hegemony over the area around the
Gulf of Siam until the 5th century A.D.

The capital city of Funan, at least for a time,
is generally beiieved to have been at Vyadhapura, "the
¢ity of hunters"; T'e-mu of'the Chinese chronicles.24

Vyadhapura was apparently connected with a sea port
which excavations in the delta of the Mekong seem to

locate at Oc--Eo.25

Numerous finds at this site provide
evidence of an active maritime relation between the area
and the coast of the Gulf of Siam, the Indonesian
archipelago and possibly with the Mediterranean world,‘
too, through the intermediary of India. These various

finds, dating roughly from bebtween the 2nd and the 5th

2l.
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century 4.D., suggest a long occupation of the site.

The next important ruler of Funan was

26

She-ye-pa-mo, or Jayavarman. The History of the

Southern Chi speaks of Jayavarman's envoy to the Chinese
court and it was during the reign of this kihg_tﬁat two
Funanese monks were sent to China, around 480 A.D., bo
help in translating Buddhist texts into Chinese.
Jayavarman was regarded by the Chinese imperial court
as a great ruler. This is reflected in the grandiose
title of "General of the pacified south, King of Funan"
confefred on him-in 50% A.D. by the imperial court of
the Liang.27

The last important king of Funan was Rudravarman.
He is known to have sent varlous embassies to China 7 |
between 517 and 539 A.D. A passage from the History

of the Liang speaks of a Chinese embassy sent to Funan

between 535 and‘545 A.D, to ask its king to collect
Buddhist texts and send Buddhist teachers to China.2S

. After Rudravarman, Funan went through a period
of internal troubles. Although embassies from Funan

were still recorded in the New History of the TM'ang in

the first half of the 7th century A.D., there were indi-
ca%ions that a g;eat change had taken place in the country.
Chenla, a former ﬁorthern vassal of Funan, under a prince
named Bhavavarman snd his cousin Chitrasena attacked

TMunan in the second half of the 6th century. Bhavavarman's
capital, Bhavepura, must have been located on the northern
shore of Tonle Sap, in the vicinity of Ampil Rolum, a site

north-east of the province of Kampong Thom.29 His




cousin and successor Chitrasena,‘who took the coronation
name of Mahendravarman at the time of his accession
around 600 A.D.,BO left a number of inscriptions in the
Dangrek mountain area, suggesting that he still continued
his predecessor's policy which was one of expansion
towards the south. But it was not until the reign of
.his son, I&3navarman, bhat the ancient territory of TFunan
was totally brought under the control of Chenla.

The authority of Isdnavarman became well estab-
lished as is confirmed by his numefous inscriptions found
in the prcvinceé of Kampong Cham, Prei Veng, Kandal and
Takeo in present southern Cambodia, and alsc by the New

History of the T'ang which abttributed to him the conguest

of Funan at the beginning of the period 627-649 A.D, T
32

Evidence from an inscription coupled with the mention
of two embassies in 623 A.D. and 628 A.D. give reason To
believe that ISAnavarman's reign lasted until at least
around 635 A.D.53 The capital city of this new powerful
kingdom was E%énapura which has generally been identified
with one of the groups of ruins at Sambor Prei Kuk, in
the north of the province of Kampong Thom.54

After ISanavarman came another ruler by the
name of Bhavavarman II55 who was succeeded by his son
Jayavarman I. Numerous inscriptions attest ﬁo the
expansion and progressive strengthening of the power of
Chenla over the whole afea of ancient Funan in the basin
of the Tonle Sap and in the delta area of the Mekong.
Jayavarmen JL's reign ended after 690 A.D.56

Following Jayavarman's death, Chenla underwent

25.




a period of internal rebellion which resulted in the break
up of the kingdom shortly after 706 A.D. into ILand Chenla,
a land of mountains and Valleys in the north, and Water
Chenla, the southern half bounded by the sea and covered
with lakes. Of the two, only Land Chenla, or Upper
Chenla, appears to have had some degree of unity with a
centralized power, attested by an embassy to China in

717 A.D.2? and an expedibion in 722 A.D. to help a native
%8

‘chief in his revolt against China. During the second
half of the 8th century, Chinese chronicles recorded
embassies from Land Chenla till as late as 799 A.D.

As for Water Chemla, or Lower Chenla, it seems
that the country was divided inbto several principalities,
at least five, one of which was Aninditapura under the
rule of a certain Baladibtya who "must have somehow been
related to the ancient kings of Funan“.§9 At 1east
part of Water Chenla appears to have become more or less
tributary to Jéva during the latﬁer decades of the 8th
century A.D. " |

After this dramatic period, which lasted for
about a century, Jayavarman II, a distant descendant of
the rulers of Aninditapura, one of the principalities of
Water Chenla, emerged in 802 A.D. as a successful monarch
whose military power finally reunited the country, and
thus laid the foundations of the Angkor empire which was

to be a dominating power in mainland South East Asia for

nore than four centuries.
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CHAPTER 3
FUNAN AND 0C-EQ

The history of present day Cambodia, as generally
agreed by scholars, begins with a period usually referred
to as the Funanese period. The term Funanese is derived
from the name of a kingdom known through Chinese dynastic
histories as Funan. Chinese texts relating to Tunan
were translated and published by Paul Pelliot more than
seventy years ago. This still remains therbasic study
of this early period.l

It has been established that the centre of
this early kingdom in South East Asia was in an area
comprising present day southern Cambodila and the lMekong
delta. The capital city of this kingdom, at least for
a time, is believed to have been at Vyadhapura, "the city
of hunters", located near the hill of Baphnom in the
present southern Cambodian province of Prei Veng.
Vyadhapura is linked to a maritime port that excaveations
in the delta of the Mekong tend to establish at Oc-Eo, a
vast site between the town of Rach-Gia and Long-Xuyen
in present South Vie'bnam.2

Excavations at Oc-=Eo started in 1944.5 The
whole area of the delbta of the Mekong had been neglectedl
for quite a long period by scholars. Two reasons were
probably responsible for this. First, the nature of the
area itself. It was widely believed that, geologically,
the delta of the Mekong was an alluvial plain of recent

formation. The second reason, suggested by Coedés, is
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possibly that the presence of a Vietnamese majority
living in the area led scholars to believe that it was
not part of the ancient Xhmer empire and not, therefore,
of any potential archaeological value. But it was
forgbﬁten that the Vietnamese occupation of this part of
'. Indochina dnly dated back to the 16th century4 at the
earliest and before this period the whole area had been
part of the ancient Khmer empire. Archaeological
research, particularly by Malleret, in the Transbassac
aﬁd the Cisbassac, provides sufficient evidence to prove
this.

Of some 120 sites discovered during the explor-
atioh of this part of In&ochina, at leést 12, located in
the Transbassac could be considered as belonging bto the
Funan period. The'most important site is QOc-Eo, at
about 25 kms. from the coast of the Gulf of Siam.”  The
area in which the site of Oc-Eo lies presents a feature
common to the entire area of the delbta region of the
Mekoﬁg. It is an alluvial plain from which emerge
scattered mounds, often of insignificant height, recog-
nisable by the presence of piles of blocks, slabs of
granite and also bricks. The centre of this plain is
occupied by the Phnom Bathe, a granitic massif domi-
nating the whole western part of the TranSbassac.6
Judging from the remains recovered from this massif, it
is clear that it was intensively populated in ancient
times and was probably one of the most anclent sacred
places in the area.

The site of Oc~Eo (Fig. 2) covers a vast area

about 1.5 km. to the south east of Phnom Babhe.
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Explorations undertaken in 1946 by Malleret, on whose
account the following description is based, confirmed
what was seen on aerial photographs taken in 1928.
They revealed traces of‘én encloéure still visible on
three sides: south, west and east indicating a rec—
tangle of 3000 by 1500 metres. The enclosure consists
of five ditches. It is crossed by an anclent canal
running south west and north east ﬁoward the Bassac river.
Tﬁo other channels or causeways run paéallel to this
main arbery. The city seems to be divided into ten
sections, each 600 by-4OO metres. Traces of canals or
causeways marking this»divisiOn are still discernible
from the air. Each of the sections Seems to correspond
to an ancient quartef;‘ o

Inside the enclosure there are a number of
mounds (fuol). The most important is the Tuol O Keo
or Go Oc-Eo, the only toponym which seems to be original
among all the toponyms of the site; +he other names
iﬁdioate either persons, for-example Tuol Ta Xong, "mound
of 0ld Kong", or trees or plants.

Apart from archaeological evidence, its geo-
graphical location would suggest that Oc-Eo waé a fort
of great importance to its hinterland. Its site only
‘a -few kilometres from the present coast of the Gulf of
Siam, which must not have changed much‘since‘the_begi@ning
of the Christian era, was well chqsen. It provided -
links with the outside world through tradeiand.commerce
and thus a basis and even means for culbtural contacts.

But other factors must have been taken into account in




choosing the location of Oc-Eo. The fact that it is
at a short distance from the sea and not far from hills,
namely the Hon Soc, Hon Dat and Hon Me, must have heen
one of the reasouns. Another was Phnom Bathe itself
which dominates the whole area and can be seen from a
long distance on the seaward side regérdless of the
direction taken by sea-farers travelling in the neigh- -
bourhood of the delta. Religious factors also must have
played a role, if not a decisive one, in choosing the
foot of a hill as the site of a city. It is not
unusual that mountain, hill, peak are regarded as sacred,
as abodes of godsband this seems To be confirmed by the
numerous remains of temples and statues recovered from
the area around Phnom Bathe.

Excavations carried out at Qc-Eo, although on
a small scale in relation to the size of the site and
despite difficulties due to the nature of the water-
logged bterrain, yilelded a large number of finds ranging
in dates roughly from the 2nd to the Hth century A.D.7
The diversity of the finds suggests that the site was
occupied over a long period and thié is plausibly con-
firmed by the numerous heaps of sea-shells scattered all
over the site.

Evidence recovered from Oc~Eo suggests the
relationship of the site with a large area including
the coast of the Gulf of Siam, the Malay peninsula,
India and most probably, whether directly or indirectly,
with the Mediterranean world. It is well known that

great western Indian ports traded with the Roman empire

31,
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in the early centuries of the Christian era. Contacts
between western India and South East Asia during this
early period seems to be wéll established. Excavations
in southern Thailand and the Malay peninsula prove that
South Fast Asia was involved in the early Mediterranean
trade. Thus it is not surprising that objects of Roman
oriéinyturned up in different coastal areas of South

East Asia as a result of trading activities. . There

seems to be no doubt about the cultural contacts between
north-western India and the Mekong delta. Malleret's
excavations of Oc~Eo revealed a number of objects probably
of north-western Indian origin, among which is a blue
turquoise seal with a figure recalling a Sassanian noble-~
man.S' Many gems, inscribed in a script which Professor
Jean Filliozat thinks is that of brahmi used in north-and
central India between the 2nd and the 5th centuries A.D.,9
were also found at 0c-Eo. At other sites, also in the
Mekong delta area, for example at Phnom Bathe, a Buddha
head of Gandharan type was recovered.lO Also recovered
were a few statues of Surya wearing short tunic, boots

and mitre which are perhaps a reflection of Indo-Scybthian
influence.ll qudés, following Sylvain LeViﬂs suggestion,
thinks there may be a dynastic link between Funan and the

iz Accéording to Wblters,l5 there

Indo-Scythian kings.
seems to be no doubt that contacts existed between western
and north western India and other parts of South East
Asia, in partiéular with the Malay peninsula.

In Ptoiemy's account there was a city by the

name of Kattigara which scholars have agreed To locate in
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the southern part of the present day Indochinese peninsula,
The position of Oc-=Eo on the coast of the Gulf of Siam,
the presence of numerous objects of Mediterranean origin
leads to the question whether Oc-Eo could have had any
connections with Kattigara.

Many attempts have been made to locate this
town of Kattigara. Although opinilons still differ,
many scholars seem to agrée to place it in the area
around the present capital of South Vietnan, Séigcn.

R. Stein, 7+

following A. Herrmann, fellt confident in
saying that he could consider as an established fact
the localization of Kattigara in the Saigon area,
although he did not propose a precise location. Paul
Levy, at one point, also Tthought to locate Kattigara in
15

the Saigon area. There is a site which could corres—
pond to an ancient agglomeration near Salgon. But,
although the site still awaits excavabion, Malleret's
examination of this place has not yielded any signifiéant
clues to suggest that it had been the site of an ancient
city. Since no archaeoiogical explorations of the
eastern part of Cochinchina have as yet been systematically
undertaken, the localization of Kattigara in the Saigon
area remains still a possibility. Despite this,
Malleret proposed a new identification of Kattigara.
He locates this town in the plain of Cent Rues, in the
southern tip of the Camau point of the Mekong delta.

From the excavations of Oc-Eo, one fact is

certain. Traders, merchants coming from abroad to settle

in this area met an indigenous people who were already




masters of the region and possessed a certalin degree of
civilization. Malleret has proposed to see four prin-
cipal types of cultures in the delta of the Mekong.16
These are:

1. The neolithic period, atﬁested to by stone
implements found in caves, primitive pottery associated
with heaps of sea-shells beéring some resemblances to
those of Samrong Sen in northern Cambodia. This period
could be called pre-~Funanese.

2 The period of agricultural and economic pros-
perit&, deduceable from the presence of settlements

generally linked with one another by a system of canals

and also by objects such as gems and ornaments. This

culture maintains a close relationship with Indian cul-

ture and constitutes the Funanese period.

3 The pre-dngkor period, attested to by sculp-
tures and carvings ranging in date from the 6th to the
8th centuries A.D.

4, Finally the Angkor period represented parti-
cularly in the easterm part of the delta and on the
river banks by statues dating to the 11lth and 12th cen-
turies A.D. |

The characteristic trait of the Oc~Eo culture
seems to be the so-called, "tin civilization" defined by
Malleret. This featuréiseéms, so far, to be confined
to this area and undoubtedly represents the distinctive
charécteristio of the Funan periéd;l7 However, recent
excavations in the Menam basin in Thailand have

- revealed a similar material.18 Further study of this
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mabterial, in comparison with that of Oc-Eo would help
better to define the Funan culture and to specify the
relative chronology of Oc-~Eo. |
Regarding the people of Funan, the question

remains open., Varlous theories have been put forward
to try to identify the inhabitants of this early kingdom.
One of the theories postulates a non-Khmer population
in Funan. Dupont19 thinks that‘archaeology, epilgraphy
and folklore suggest that the ancestors of the pre-
Angkorian Khmer first came down into the Toamle Sap basin
in the 6%th century A.D. from an early centre in present
day lower Laos. He proposes that the present Cambodian
language came into being in fhe territory around the
confluence of the Me Nam Mun with the Mekong.

| This theory perhaps gave rise to other views

29 4ho

among which was the one expressed by J.F. Cady
argues that the Funanese were of Indonesian ethnic stock
and probably spoke an Austronesian language. In support
of this view is the fact that in the'inscription of
Vo-Canh, in present South Vietnam, and probably the
garliest written document in South East Asia, words of
Austronesian origin were used. Besides, a mass of data
concerning the culture of the various Austronesienspeaking

el Another hypothesis,

peoples tends to support this idea.
however, favours caubtlous identification of the language
and people of Funan with the later Khmer. This was the

22 For L.P. Briggs,25 the Funanese

view of G. Coedéds.
"must have spoken Khmer or a language' closely related to

it".
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Professor D.G.E. Hall thinks of Funan that
"its people were Indonesians who were in thé tribai atate
at the dawn of history. They spoke a pre-Khmer Austro-
Asiatic language, though at the end of the Funan period
they seen to have exchanged this for 0ld Khmer".24 But
in the second edition of this same book there is no
mention regarding the language of the.Funanese. Instead
Hall simply states that "the Funanese were of Malay race,
and still in the tribal state at the dawn of history“;ﬁ
Malay being used here in its widest ethnic sense.2”

Professor P.N. Jenner, however, says that "in
the absence of epigraphical or other remains of language
which may have preceded Khmer in Cambodia, it has not
been possible to demonstrate that Khmer was the common
language of Punan, the Indianized maritime state which
occupied the Mekong delta before the pre-Angkorian

n26 This view seems to

period (roughly 550 A.D. to 802).
be supported by more linguistic evidence. Mrs Baveros
Pou, through her comparative studies, postulates "the
importance of the pre-inscriptional stage of Khmer and
Mon, when these languages probably had more in common
than is visible through written documents" .2/

Recent archaeological excavations in Thailand
have revealed a.strong gimilarity between the material
found at Oc-Ho apd at various sites in Thailand.2®
in the light of these works onenwonders whether the
Funanese aﬁd the Mon, one of the earliest groups occupying
the Lower Menam basin, had more in common than has generally

been thought.




The Mon kingdom of Dvaravati and its strong
Buddhist character may, in the light of future investi-
gations, prove that its role and its imporitance had been
underestimated,

More recently a new term has been proposed
for the people who occupy mainly present day soubhern
China and eastern Indochina. Instead of "Indonesian",
a berm used "for convenience sake" to designate the pre-
and protohistoric peoples of "austral Asia', the term
"Austroasian"is used, since nowadays "scholars have
generally agreed that these prehistoric peoples had not
come either from Indis or from any of the islands of
South East Asia, but like thelr predecessors, the
Australoide and the Melanosoids, they were from Southern

Asia, south of the Blue river, of which the original

centre is situated in Soubth China and in North Vietnam".29
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CHAPTER 4
SOUTHERN PROVINCES OF CAMBODIA

Up TO THE 8th CENTURY A.D.

The area referred to as soubhern Cambodia in
the present work is made up of four provinces nameiy
those of Kampong Speu, Kampot, Kandal and Prey Veng
(Fig. 3). The wichness of this area in térms of archaeo-~
logical remains seems never to cease to surprise those
who’study the ancient history of Cambodia. A good
example of this case is provided by the discovery in
the southern part of the province of Kandal, at Tuol Kuhea,
of archaeological remains which have -caused scholars to
reconsider some of the views hitherto considered as
established.

Recent investigationsvin the field of art
history of the pre-Angkor period have brought to light
new ideas which tTend, on the whole, to contradict, rather
than to confirm, previously held opinions. In this
chapter, it is proposed to consider some of the sites and
re-examine the chronological position of the remains they

have yielded.

1., The Prei Puoch Area (Fig. 4)

The reglon between the waberways Prek Tnot and
Prek Toch, respectively in the provinces of Kampong Speu
and Kandal, has not been regarded as containing any

important archaecological remains which were worth close
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attention. Since 1927 however, when Henri Parmentier

published his major work L'Art Khmer Primitif, a certain

number of menuments related to this "primitive art" have
been discovered, thanks to the systematic explorations

of Robert Dalett

and Pierre Paris.2 The amount of
material recovered and the numerous sites discovered
compelled Parmentier to add a supplement to his 1927
study.B ~ o

From Dalet's survey made in the 1930s one
particular region stands out as the most interesting.
This is the area around the monastery of Prel Puoch
(Kampong Speu). This locality in fact has some 15
lmounds grouped in a radius of about 1.5 kilometres.
The terrain was sufficiently impréssive to mé&e Dale®
feel that he was standing on the site of an ancient-city
with i¥s numerous monumenﬁs.Ak

Every mound which was visited by Dalet contains

remains étteéting to the existence of ancient structures
and, as Dalet learned from local villagers, the same is
true of obther mounds in the vicinity. Dalet excavated
some of the mounds he visited because of their apparent

importance and they did in fact yield interesting finds.

These are summarised below.

Tuol Ang Srah Romchang

The excavation showed That the siterhad been
used as a burial place during the last two or three

centuries. More than a hundred pots containing relics
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were unearthed. Four of these had in them a silver coin
with the figure of a bird on it. No illustration of the
coin has been published but it is most probable that it
was the type used in the 18th century. Among other
finds were some small votive plaques made of gold and
silver, stamped with a Buddha image. At a depth of
about .50 m. another series of objects was discovered.
They included a small standing Ganesa image with two arms.
Among the rest were three lingas, showing only the ovoid
bulb with the frenum outlined in pronounced relief and
resting on small cubilc base, and one fragment and two
bases of round colonnettes. Also found were a number

of pebbles, round or ovoid in shape. Some small pre-
historic tools, presumably left over from the looting

of the sacred deposit of the sanctuary, were also found,
in positions which indicated disturbance. But the most
important find from Tuwol Ang Srah Romchang was a four-~
armed standing statue of a deity with a backing slab.

This image is studied below.

Neak Ta Pun Sva

|
This site yielded a big statue of Ganesa,

about 1.25 m. high.

Vat Ang Preah Peay

From this site a fragment of a 7th century
inscription was found5 along with a lintel, a round

colonnette and the lower part of a female statue.




Tuol Khariet

This is another mound with a moat, now trans-
formed into ricefields., A big heap of bricks was found

on it, but it was not excavated.

Tuol Preah Theat

This is the largest of a group of mounds.
- Bxcavations of this site yielded: a standing Buddha
image, four stone_tools (among which were two scrapers
and one small axe made of schist), a conch shell from a
statue, two linga bases, several doorjambs, one of which
bears an inscription, an inscribed Buddha image, Gated
on palaeographic grounds to the 6th or 7th century A.D.,
ﬁhe'remains of a big triplé SectionAlihga, the ovoid
bulb of which has a small human head alb the base of the
frenum. The ‘sacred deposit, at a depth of five metres
yielded another triple section liﬁga (more than 1 m.
high) with ovoid bulb. This sanctuary has a brick
cella and is surrounded by a brick enclosure.

To the north of this main shrine, there was
another tower also enclosing a bfipk célla, of which only
‘ the base and some pilasters survived. It is also sur-
rounded by an enclosure about 1 m. high; -the position
of thé entrance was not determined. The eastern front
of the towef shows remains of structures probably of
later date. At Tuol Preah Theat at least six images
had been worshipped. They were three linga and three
statues, some of which are attested only by fragments of

aris.

4.




Tuol Mean Chel

About 1500 metres to the east of Tuol Preah
Theat is a big heap of bricks which could correspond to
two towers. At Nesak Ta Troey Beng, the lower part of a
flexed male statue was recovered. Tuol Ang Trcoey Beng,
another large mound with remains of several edifices,
probably in east-west alignment, yielded fragments of

pedestals and a linga base.

Tuol Ang Srah Theat

From this site several 7th century rémains
were recovered. These are discussed below. They
include a lintel of the Sambor Prei Kuk style, two
round colonnettes, more or less complete, a triple sec-
tion linga with ovoid bulb, a schist linga base with
mortice, In the sacred deposit was a small prehistoric
axe and at a depth of four metres there were four sqhist
slabs arranged to mark an opening. |
The base of fhe main tower at Tuol Ang Srah
Theat was partly exposed and showed a brick cella enclosed
in itv. Between the eastern staircase and the doorway
of the cella were scatbtered pleces of slabs, various
decorated bricks, a few fragments of round colonnettes
- and the remains of the head of a statue.
To the north of this main tower there was a

smaller one, its base decorated with plain mouldings.
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The sacred deposit ylelded nothing except the brick-
paved floor at a depth of three metres. Local traditions
insisted that an inscription existed at this site. This
was confirmed during the clearance of the mound: <The
south doorjamb of the main tower bears an inscription

of twenty lines dated 553 Saka (631 A.D.) relating the

foundation of a linga by a brahman.

Tuol Ang Kambot Ka

This site yilelded several remains, some of which
will be studied further omn. These finds include a small
liﬁga with ovoid bulb on a square base with btenon:
fragments of round colonnettes decorated with rings sur-
rounded by leaf motif; a human-size statute of Vigpu
with four arms; a second Vigpu image with a supporting
arch of horse~shoe shape.

At Neak Ta Ang Tros another fragment of a pre-
Angkor inscription was found6 and a fragment of an

7

inscribed door Jamb was extracted from Tuol Mong.

The Tuol Ang Srah Romchang Image (Plate 1)

This is a four-armed image of a delity backed
against a slab which is rounded in the uppér part; *the
whole stands on a cublc base. The hea&, the posterior
hends are both shoulders have suffered severe damage.

The figure wears a sampot, a large piece of

cloth wrapped around the lower part of tThe bo@y, which
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stops slightly below the knees.  As Parmentier, who

first reported this image and described it,S

correctly
observed the main interest of this figure lies in the
way it is dressed. Indeed this costume appears to be
uﬁique among statues found in Cambodia. The-sampot
shows a sort of straight, flat belt with two little
arches in front of each leg. The folds of tThe drapery
held by the anterior hands fall down and reach the base,
forming btwo supports, detached from the slab. The right
posterior hand appears to hold the cakra, and the left,
the skin of a small four-legged animal which, according
to Parmentier, would seem %o be that of an ox rather than
that of the expected antelope. 0f the head of the statue,
only the long earlobes touching the shouldersbcan still
be seen.

Boisselier, in a study of the Vigpu image
9

of Tjibumaja,” regarded the Tuol Ang Srah Romchang image

as of a degraded technigue "puisqu'il s'agit d'un haut-

reliefn, 0

Although it is the first time thalt a statue
like the Tuol Ang Srah Romchang image has been found in
Cambodia, 1T is by no means an isolated case in South
Bast Asia, In fact as Parmentier already remarked,

this image bears some resemblances to anothef statue from

11 on which

Baray Andet, in the province of Prei Veng
there is also a semi-circular arch in front ofﬁthe dress.
Statues from southern Thailand dressed in this manner‘
have also been recently studied by Stanley O'C‘onnor.l2
‘Boisselier had shown that statues with this

type of dress belong to a series of images found all
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over South East Asia including Java and the Malay
peninsula. His detalled study of this groﬁp;of images
has led him to conclude that a particular style, probably
originating in South India, had spread from the 7th to
8%h centuries to most parts of South East Asia.l5

0'Connor, on the other hand, believes that
images with four arms and whose dress includes a sash
forming an arch in front and a heavy verticél fold of
drapery falling down between the legs, are much more
ancient than was previouély anticipated. Indeed he
proposes to date the prototype of this series of image
fo the 5th cenbury A.D.-+

The fact that the Tuol Ang Srah Romchang is
a "haut—felief“ does not seem to be a criterion for
calling it "degraded" and thus dating it to a léte period.
In fact Dupont15 has shown that one of the earliest and
oldest statues found in South East'Asia was a '"haut-
relief". This is the image of Kpgpa Govardhana from
Vat Koh.nea: Angkor Borei, dated béék to the first half
of the 6th century A.D.

One ox two fadfs about thermuol Ang Srah
Romchang are worth considering. In the first place
there are in the vicinity of Tuol Ang Srah Romchang, a
number of remains-dating from the early style of Sambor
Prei Kuk (first half of the 7th cemtury A.D.). In
particular there are remains from Tuol Ang Srah Theat, a
- neighbouring mound; where a standing Buddha statue was
recovered and dated rbughly to the same period, if not

earlier. There is also an ianscription dated 631 A.D.
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It is quite possible that the Tuol Ang Srah Romchang
statue may go back to the same period, that is the
first half of the 7th century. Regarding the identity
of the image, although the attributes held in the
posterior hands are not very clear, it is very tempting
to see in this image a representation of Vigpu or

Harihara.

Remaing From Tuol Ang Srah Theatb

This is one of the most important mounds in
the district of Prei Puoch, province of Kampong Speu.
It was excavated by Dalet. Among the remains recovered
from Tuol Ang Srah Theat was a lintel (Plate 2a) clearly
belonging to the pre-Angkor period of Khmer art. It

16 This piece of sculpture,

was first studied by Dalet.
although badly eroded, shows an arch coming out of the
mouth of a makara, an aquatic monster, and divided into
segments by three medallions, According to Dalebt, who
discovered the piece, the central medallion represents
Indra riding the elephant Airavata; +the other two
appear bto show a naga-raja, ridden by a woman.*’  From
the segmented arch hang falling garlands and strings of
pearl motif. These characteristics clearly classify
the Tuol Ang Srah Theat lintel ag8 being in the style of
Sambor Prei Kuk, generally believed to date.from the
beginning of the 7th century A.D. to around 655 A.D.
Dalet in his study seems to contradict himself on the

chrondlogical position of this piece.la
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The lintels of Sambor Preil Kuk style were

studied by Dupont in a detailed article .o ~ Basing his
| argumehts on morphological change of certain motifs
including the legs of the makara, he regarded‘the Tuol
Ang Srah Theat piece as belonging to the end of the
Sambor Prei Kuk style.<O

M. Benisti, coming back to the problem later

on,2! remarks that in Khmer lintels of this period, the
position of the makara legs, whether flexed or sﬁraight,
is not a sufficient indication for a later d.ate.22
~ She also conteéts some of Dupont's remarks.oﬁ.the develop~
25

ment of certain motifs. But in later works™ she also
places the Tuol Ang Srah Theat lintel to the end of the
Sambor Prei Kuk style, though basiﬁg'her argument on
different criteria.2’ |

Also recovered from Tuol Ang Srah Theat were
two round colonnettes (Plate 2b), more of less complete,
decorated with three motifs bordered by raised fillets.
The uppermost shows hanging garland and strings of pearl
motif; +the central ring, two alternating motifs and the
lower ring, fléurons and scrolls. At each exXtremity.
of the colonnette is the "band 4 chatons", a motif of

alternating rectangle and ovals, on the basis of which

Bénisti places'theée colonnettes in the Sambor Prei Kuk
26 |

style.25 She also remarks that.Dupont, in his study
on "Les linteaux Khmers du VIIIéme siécle®, overlooked
this motif.

Perhaps the most important find froem Tuol Ang

Srah Theat was an inscription engraved preéumably on the
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south doorjamb of the main tower. 2! | It is a 19 lines
inscription written in 0ld Khmer, except the first two
lines which are in Sanskrit, and dated 57% Saka (651 A.D.).oC
Dalet, however, mentioned 20 lines and gave the date as
555 Saka (635 4.D.).22 Tt relates the foundation of a
linga, Sri Kedaresvara, by a Brahman, Mratad Ananbasvami,
and his donations of servants, ricefields, orchards and
various objects for the cult to the-god. It is tempting
to see in the triple section linga, also recovered during
Dalet's excavation of the site, the representation of Sri
Kedaresvara, the revered god mentioned in this inscription.
Dalet himself had already suggested this identification.ao
In fact it is clear that the piece in gquestion belongs to
the pre-Angkor period.

It is also on the gtrength of this same
inscription that Bénisti has proposed to see in her
"bande & chatons“ a mark having a chronological indi-
cation, hence her dating of the lintel and colonnette of
Tuol Ang Srah Theat to the end of the Sambor Prei Kuk
style. Her findings offer an interesting crqss—check

to Dupont's stylistic analysis. -

Remains From Tuol dAng Kambot Ka

This is another mound excavated by Dalet in
1958.52 It yielded a small linga with ovoid bulb, on a
square base with a tenon. Also recovered were fragments
3%

of round colonnettes with decorative rings. Parmentier

described Tuol Ang Kambot Ka as a large mound which




contains the remains of at least three towers. Dalet's
work revealed at least two of these structures, one of
which is a square brick cella. |

From this site two images were recovered.
Unfortunately-no illustrations of these two images have
ever been published, bub their descriptions, left by
Parmentier, leave no doubt as to the period to which they
belong. -Both of them were made in the pre—Angkor period.

The first image is a remarkable statue, about
human size and representing a standing Viggu»with four
arms. VThe arms and legs are missing. The god is
represented smiling, according to Parmentier from whom

this description is ex.‘oracted.54

On the head, the god
wears a tall cylindrical mitre, placed upon the hair which
ig neatly presented in the form called "boucle anglaise"
falling on the back of the neck. This indicates +the
antiquity of the image for this feature appears only in
the Phnom Da and Sambor Prei Kuk styles. The earlobes
bear holes designed to receive removable jewels. The
dress consists of a sampot showing curved and spaced
pleats starting from the buckle of the belt and con-
tinuing on the buttocks. Between the leg is a fold of
drapery having at each end a swallow tall shape.

The second image was recovered from the north-
west corner of the mound. It represents a standing image
backed against a slab and has four arms. Without tenon
it measures 82 cm. Parmentier noticed that the space

between the body and the arms of the god is hollowed outb.

The statue has lost its head and its attributes. Despite

51.




this loss; Parmentier and Dalet still saw in this image
a Vignu. It is quite likely for in this period, images
with a backing slab and four arms usually represent
Visgu. Of the dress Parmentier said only that the

sampot is draped around the body leaving a central fold.

2. The Tuol Koh Image (Plate 3)

Tuol Koh is a mound in the district of
Romenh, province of Takeo. From this a8ite a statue,
head and arms missing, was recovered. In order to try
to find the remains of this image Dalet excavated the
Site55 which yielded, not the expected missing pieces,
but fragments of other images proving that there were at
least three of them on this site. The exact location
of the structures sheltering the sculpbtures was however
impossible to determine, owing to disturbances caused by
Buddhist monks to the mound.

The statue recovered from Tuol Koh represents
a standing male image of nearly one metre high; +the
head and arms are missing. The upper partvof the torso
is decorated with an ofnate necklace, badly eroded.
On the abdomen are three "plis de beauté™. The image
wears a long robe falling down well below the knees.
Around tﬁe hips is a twisted scarf which falls obliquely
tow&rds the left side. The robe is fastened around the
waist by a belt plastically rendered by a thin ridge of
stone. In the front, a raised fold of cloth passes

under the hip sash and falls down between the legs to

52
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reach the base of the statue. This drapery fold serves
as a support to the image. Other supports are provided
by the falling ends of the sash which has a "noeud
bouffant" at its extremity. |

At waist level, what remains of the two missing
arms are still visible. The left hand, resting on the
hip, holds a conch while the right, ﬁith a bracelet on
the wrist, is open and appears to hold an indistinct
attribute. The Tuol Koh image, because of its pecu-
liarities, appears to be unique in the‘prewAngkor stat-

56

VALY » However, 1t presents some features which recall
a group of sculptures from Southern Thailand and the Malay
peninsula. These images have already been the subject

38

z
of detailed studies by Dupont)7 and Boisselier, and

more recently by O‘Connor.59
By comparing the Tuol Koh image with the one

found at Chaiya, in southern Thailand, Dupont'was able

to specify that the Tuol Koh image 1s a four-armed Vigpu

wearing a mitre. One should .also remember ﬁhat the

order in which the attributes are held by iméges of four-

armed Vignu, providés, at least in theory, a precise

iconographical identification of the God.*O

In the pre-
Angkor statuary standing images of Vigpu witg‘fdur-arms
usually hold the atbtributes in this order: <earth in the
lower right, discus in the upper right, club ih the lower
left and conch in the upper one. However, ﬁhe Tuol Koh
image, and some others from Thailand and Malaysia,

present a different order in the way these same attributes

are held and, according to Dupont, this represents an




evolution towards different gﬁgﬁ&,ra tendency developed
in India but without parallel in South East Asia.

The chronological position of the Tuol Koh
image has been discussed by previous scholars. Dupont,
having compared this image with the one from Chaiya,
ooncludes that it is not a sbtatue "parbticuliérement
archalque mais une production assez fruste dérivant
d'images locales". He believes that this is an "art
autochtone ... caractérisé par la reproduction d'apports
indiens qui peuvent 8tre restituds mais ne sont pas tous
de méme éboque“. The centre of this production remains
to be located but:seems to have been outside Ghenla.&l
However, he does not exclude the possibility of relation-
ship between the group of Vignu images from southern
Thailand, to which the Tuol Koh image bears strong resem-
blances, and the statuary of Chenla. In fact there
were probably some connections with the Phnom Da Styl¢.42

Reviewing Dupont's study of the pre-Angkor
statuary, Philip Rawson expresses doubts on the dating

of sone statues.45

He believes that a group of sculp-
tures, including the Tuol Koh image, dates earlier than
Dupont thought. For Rawson this group is related to the
art of Mathura and western India of the 2nd to 4th cen-
turies A.D. He is inclined to consider Dupont's "early
Chenla art" as "a parallel and independent development
alongside the Gupta work of central and eastern India",44
while Dupont suggests i1t has affinities with the Dth
century art of Dekkan.

A5

Rawson's views were contested by Boisselier
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who, at the time, believed that Viéﬁu images holding a
conch shell on the hip were unknown in India until the
8th century A.D. However, in a detailed studyvéf the
~Hindu gods of Peninsular_Siam,47 0'Connoxr, on the basis‘
of images recently found in India, arrives ab the’éon—
clusion that the Vignu from Chaiya is probably the most
anclent Hindu image discovered in Sout@~East Asia; He
has convincingly shown that the Vigpu from Chaiyalcan be
traced back to prototypes from the!period of‘KugSna rule
ét Mathura and the 4th century art of the Andhéradeéa.
He believes that the Chaiya imsge should be dated no
later then 400 A.D.*’  Regarding the Tuol Koh image,
O'Connor, on the basis of his comparison with Indian
parallels, thinks that it is closely related to the
ancient tradition of Vignpu with_the conch shéll on the
hip, to which belongs the Chailya image. According to
him the Tuol Koh statue, which still retains the sculp-
tured Jjewelry, characteristic of this early trédition,
dates no later than the éarly,6th century A.D.48

In asgsessing the‘chronological position of the
Tuol Koh image, one should remember that in the 4%h
oenturylA.D., Chinese chroniclés recorded an embassy
sent by T'ien-chu Chan-t'an, King of Funam.49 There
seems to be little doubt about the cohﬁéctioﬁs between
Funan and India during this‘péfiod. sjlvain‘né&iso
and G. Coedds’® are of the opinion thab TfiéﬁTChu Chan- -
t'an, "the Indian Chan-t'an", had dynas%ic 1inks ﬁith the
Indo-Scythians, especially with the Kugans of Mathura.

For K. Bhattacharya, there is no need to doubt the




existéhce of this relationship,52

The Tuol Koh image, with its twisted sash
hanging down from the right hip and over the left thigh
and its carved jeweiry, could be regarded as 6ne-qf the
most ancient pieces in Cambodia. The two features éré

among the characteristics of the Vigpu images of the
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Kugana pe:eiocl.53 Therefore it would not be too hazarﬂous_

‘to date the Vigpu from Tuol Koh to the end of the 4th

to the beginning of the 5th century A.D.

3, Vab Choeung Ek (Plate 4a)

On the bank of the Prek mngt'river there gxisted ,

a sanctuary of which some remains have been recovered.
54

It was reported by Parmentier who noted that two round
colonnettes and a 7th century stela wére‘transported.to
the Museum in Phnom Penh. Left on the site were two big
round columns, a good lintel and a few other blocks of
stone. Dalet55 who visited the site later could not
find the lintel.

The decoration of this piece is principally
foliage. The main motif is a'“branch" covered with
leaves which are cubt out aﬁd overlapped. - In the middle
of the branch is é big fleuron ffom which hangs a pendantb.
At each end of the branch a large écroll forms an oﬁt—-
ward spiral. Under the branch are scrolls of leaves.
These characteristics afe enough tq place the Vat
Choeung Ek lintel in the style of Kompong Preah aé first

defined by G. de Coral Rémusat.”

26 1§;;
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Boisselier, in a study of the lintels of this

style,58

distinguishes two main types. The first one,
abundantly represented, has a straight, horizontal "branch"; .
the second, apparently more scarce, is cbaracterized by
a flexed branch and by emphasis on the central fleuron.
Bénisti”? however says that the "undulation"
of the branch is not so infrequent since it is also present
on one of the lintels from Ak Yom near the wesﬁern Baray
in the province of Siemreap, and also on the lintel from :
Vat Sophas near Hanchei, province of Kompong Cham which,
according to her, could be regarded as representing the
late phase in the development of the Sambor Prei Kuk
style. BShe also remarks that Boisselier, despite the
curved branch of the Prasat Ak Yom lintel, still considers
this piece as forming part of a "variant'" of fype Iw, i;é.
the straight and horizontal branch type. The Vat Choeung
Ek lintel, in presenting a cﬁrved branch, would thus
belong to the Ak Yom/Sophas series. Although she does
not think that this characteristic, at 6ur present Stagé
of knowledge, has any chronolegical impbrtanée, Bénisti
suggests that the Vat Choeung Ek lintel be retained in the
Kampong Preah style since gome of its features can be
observed on early examples.eo Among these examples is
one of the lintels from Prasat Kompong Preaﬁ itself which
also presents a pendant hanging down from the central
fleuron; +this is considered as belongihg to the early

phase of the style.61

Another exauple comes from Vatb
Prasat, dated 706 A.D., also in the style of Kompong Preah,
though the pendant is absent. Another feature which

tends to place the Vat Choeung Fk lintel at the beginning
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of the Kampong Preah style is the presence of a monster face.
Benisti noticed that the leaves covering the central
fleuron are arranged in such a way as Lo show the face of
a monster. In her opinion a lintel which presents a
monster face under this foliage form, instead of bthe real
animal as in pfevious styles, would be pléced between -
the styles of Prei Kmeng and.Kompbng Préah.62
Regarding the colonnettes found at this site,
two sanctuaries seem to have existed. Two pairs éf
colonnettes were recovered but only one iilustration
showing one of them has been published. It is one of
the small pair which were transported to the Museﬁm in
Phoom Penh.®”?  Daleb, in his notes,®” did not think
that there was any connection between this column and
other remains found at Vatb Choeung Ek, among Whiéh are
the lintel discussed above and an inscription dated on
palaeographic grounds to the 7th century A.D. . In the
light of the chronological position of the decorative
lintel and the published colonnette, it seems more than
probable that some sort of relationship existed between
at legst some of these remains. The Vat Chqeung Ek
colonnette presents as decoration a central motif bor-
dered by raised fillets. On the uppermost part of the
column is anobther motif showing hanging swags and gar-
lands. In its form and decoration this piece recalls
an example found on monument Sl, the main templélof the
southern group of Sambor Prei Kuk. More recently, in
north-eastern Thailand, in the district of Prachinburi,

at Vathana Nakhon, a round column, 1.50 m. high, has been
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found and dated to 650 A.D.®7  Although he does not think
this piece can be attributed to the style of Sambor Prei
Kuk, Boisselier»agrees that "the composition of this
column relates to the art of the 2nd and 3rd guarters of
the ?7th century A.D.".66

Based on this dating, it would be reasonable
to date the Vat Choeung EX éxampie'to the same period.
This date would also be compatible with that of the
lintel. And the date of 7th century ascribed to the
inscription found af the same site67 could bhe considered
as another argument in favour of ﬁhe pioposed éhrono—

logical order.

4, Vat Chum -

About 10 km. west of Phnom Penh, Vat Chum still
preserves a lintel (Plate 4b) broken in two pieces, and a
few blocks of carved stones. It was first reported by

68

Parmentier. Dalet described the lintel briefly in his

study of the pre-Angkor lintels.69
The composition of the Vat Chum lintel consists
of a branch, flat and almost straight, bordered by two
plain bands between which are lined pearls which, in
turn, serve as a border to a series of motif consisting
of ovals surrounded by a series of leaf scrolls and divided
by three ornate fleurons, each of which has a small figufe
eﬁclosed in i1ts pearl-bordered oval. In the central '

fleuron, badly damaged, Garuda may be recognised holding

snakes. The other two fleurons each encloses a small




figure, in kneeling position and raising one hand.
The end of the branch curves slightly inward behind a
big fleuron with a lotus bud on the top. In this
fleuron, which rests on a moulded abacus, is seen a
kneeling figure, with the hands in anjalimudra, enclosed
in an oval frame and ringed by pearls. The kneeling
figure, looking outward, appears to have a Jatamukulba
on the head.7o Under the branch hang garlands made of
strings of pearls separated from another by pendants
having at their ends alternating close and open flowers.
In each loop formed by the garlands, hangs a pendant
ending with a floral motif and two wavy small strips.
On the upper edge of the lintel is a frieze of small
scroll leaves., |

The big fleurons at each end of the flat branch
are characteristic of the style of Prei Kmeng. The
presence of the small leaves frieze on the upper border
of the lintel tend bto place it towards the end of the
style.7l Bénisti, taking the richness of the decoration
ingide the loop of the garlands as a significant feature,
also thinks the Vat Chum lintel would be in the advanced
stage of the Kompong Preah style. She observes that,
while the flat branch with medallions is of Prei Kmeng
style, the terminal medallion with figure, making way to
a big scroll, announces the style of Kampong Preah, thus
placing the lintel obviously to the end of the Prei

Kmeng style.
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5. Vat Saang Phnon

This is a site located some 35 wkm.south of
Phnom Penh. The Buddhist monasgtery of Saang Phnom72
is bullt around a granite hill, about 30 m. high, emerging
from the surrounding plain which is partly flooded
during the rainy.season. The site is no doubt an ancient
sacred place and has been occupied over a considerable
period judging from the many legends relating to The area
and the high level of the neighbouring village. . Deposits
accunulated in some parts of Phum Saang Phnom contain
anclent pottery dabting back to the Angkor period.75

Reported for the first time by Parmentier,74,
Vat Saang Phnom has preserved many anclent remains:
fragments of a round column, remains of a’fourmarmed malé

statue, a seated image in the lalitasana pose, a

standing female statue and a badly eroded head.  Although.

none of these pieces has ever been published, séme of them,
ffom their description, are undoubtedly of the pre-Angkor
period; for eiample the fragments of the roundAcolumn
decorated with hanging garlands and the standing female
statue wearing a cylindrical mitre.

In 1966, during a visit to the site, a decorative
lintel and a triplé section linga were discovered by the
present writer. The lintel (Plate 5) although very bgdly
eroded, is clearly of the pre-Angkor period and belong5~to.
the style of Kompong Preah, ﬁaving a "pranch" complétely
transformed into a sort of big écroll covered with leaves.

In fact the whole lintel is decbrated with all but leaf

motifs except perhaps the abacus at each end of the'branchf.

6l.
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Boisselier's important study of the 8%th cenbury
Khmer lintels75 has led him %o distinguish two main types
which both appeared before the end of the first quarter
of the 8%h cenbtury A.D. - By far the most frequent, type
I, is characterized by a straight and horizontal branch '
(for example at‘Prasat Kompong Preah and Prasat Phum
Prasat; the latter is dated 706 A.D.). Type II, 1eés
frequent, has its branch Men accolade" with the emphasis
on the central or axial fleuron.76 The principal example
of this type is represented by a-lintel frémaPrasat Preahl
Theat Kvan Pir, dated 716 A.D.77' Despite this classi-
ficabtion, Boisselier stresses that the above distinction
does not imply a chronological order.78 He élso believes
that the influence of the Prei Kmeng style oﬁ lintels of
type I had produced three "variants" and a fourth one |

which could be regarded, according to him, as "la super-

position de deux linteaux donﬁ'l‘un aurait subi la con-
80 '

tamination“.79 These three variants are:
-  "ygrisnte avec crosses et pendeloque's6
with a pendant under the central fleurons
- “varianﬁe avec guirlandes et pendeloques"
in which two sub-groups seem to be distin-
guishable; ' ‘
- "variante 3 guirlandes, pendeloques et medaillons"
in which the influence of the style of Prei
Kmeng is the strongest compared with the
previous "variants"{
Another example of type iI lintels is represented by a

piece from Prasat Ak Yom which presents an important




central fleuron from which originate two symmetrical and
distinct elements.

The Vat Saang Phnom lintel, having a central
fleuron, each segment of the branch curving outward in
the form of an § and resting on a support, does not seen
to fit into any of Boisseller's types and variants. The
symmetrical elements originating frbm the axial fleuron
do indeed recall Boisselier's type II. However, i%¥
seens that the way the Vat Saang Phnonm branch_curves
outward could only be found in a lintel from Vat Kompong
Chhnang and mot in Boisselier's type IT lintels. The
Vat Kompong Chhnang example is groﬁpéd by Boisselier in
a "variante 3 branche godronnée" of the Kompong Preah
style. For the time being, 8th century A.D. would be a
reasonable date to assign to the Vat Saang Phnom lintel.
A few other fragments of a round column, also recovered
from the same site and bearing familiar motifs charac-
teristic of the pre-Angkor period would belong to the
same date. | _

Another piece of scul@ture recovefed from Vat
Saang Phnom is a mukhalinga (Plate 6). This emblem
of Siva is rather a big piece (more than one metre high).
It is represented in the "conventionalized" triple

section: & cublc base (Brahmabhasa), an octagonal section

(Vigpubhaga) and a cylindrical portion (Rudrabhaga) on

which is carved a small human head (Plate 7), just above
the octagonal section. The hair of this humen head is
arranged into a jatd tightened at the base Dby axknot

above which fall curled locks. The uppermost part of
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this chignon appears to shoot upwards and merge with the
frenum of the globular portion of the lihga. - The god
is represented weéring heavy earrings., This emblem of
Siva is clearly anqther example of the mukhalinga wﬁicﬁ
has often been studied by various scholars.

As early as 1932, Parmentier, follbwing his

pionéering work on L'Art Khmer primitif, postulated that

lingahbearing a small face was part of the culture of
Funan and thus could be dated to the 6th century A.D. or
even earlier. He distinguished two main types of linga:
pre-Angkor and Angkorj; the former being naturalistic
in appearance, the latbter more conventionalized.81

Dupont, in his important study of La Sbatuaire

préangkorienne, expressed less certainty than Parmentier
regarding the attribution of mukhalihga to Funan, although
he agreed with’fhe distinction between pre~Angkor and
Angkor forms; the mukhalinga being grouped with the pre-

82 ~ Malleret followed Dupont in asserting

Angkor type.
that these objects were pre-Angkor and wduld date the

most realistic linga, a number of which have been found

in the Transbassac area, to the 6th century A.D. or even.

to the end of the 5th.85 He classified triblé sectionf
linga with a lesser degree of realism into a "conven-
tional" form in which belongs a mukhalifga found at Oc-Eo.
He believed that this is the oldest of the series.o'

O'Connor in hiSiStudy, Hindu gods ofrpeninsular Siam, is

inclined to support Malleret's opinion and adds that

"this emblem [from Oc-Eol would fit with ease into the

85

late Funan or early pre~Angkorian chronology“?




Comparing it with similér objects from Scuthern.Théiland,
he suggests that the similarities point to "contact
between the Oc-Eo area and Nagara Sri- Dharmardja, or at
least to a common artistic.and-iconbgraphic.traditién |
from which both drew their models".%®

The Vat Saang Phnom liﬁga recalls a number of
pre-Angkor examples among which are a piece from Vét
Sﬁk Sampou, not far from Vat SaangAPhnom,87 one from

‘Neak Ta Svay Dambar88

also in the province of Kandal and
a triple section linga from western Borneo studied Dby
F.0.K. Bosch® and then by 0'Connor’® who concluded that
the western Borneo eiamplé coula bé datéd to 7th or 8th
century A.D., for it presents sufficient detailed ana-
logies with the pre~Angkor mukhalinga of Cambodié.9l

The Vat Saang Phnom 1iﬁga has neither the swelling ovoid
top section nor the strongly markéd gland of the Oc-Fo
example which is believed to be the oldest of the series.
Despite this lesser degree of realism, the Vat Saang
Phnom example could be assigned to the 8th century A.D.
or even slightly earlier since the fgcial features of the

éiva head bear strong resemblances to those found on

statues of the Sambor Prei Kuk style. " Bome of these
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features, for example the heavy earrings, the rather thick~<'

lips and particularly the fact that the god is seen
emerging from the Vispubhaga with head and shoulders,
while in other examples it 1s only the head which is rep-
resented, seem to point to Cham connections.  This should
nbt be surprising since there were contacts between Khmer

and Cham arts in the 8th century, as has long been pointed
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out. In a recent study of La Statuaire du Champa,

Boisselier published a linga which recalls the western
Borneo éxample and thus the Vat Saang Phnom and others.92

Mukhalinga have been found all over South East
Asia but their relationship, as yet, has still to be
established and also, as rightly pointed out by 0'Connor, s
"until more Indian examples are studied systematically,
we cannot say whether or not the extremely small size
of the face of the Southeast Asian mukhalinga is a
specialized feabure without precedent in Indian art".

The foregoing examination of Vat Saang Phnom
remaing seems to add more weight to the hypothesis put
forward by Dupont more than twenty years agog4 and which
has recently received new support from Boisselier's study
of 8th century Khmer 1intels,95'regarding the relation-
ship between Chenla and southern Champa from the 7tﬁ to
the 9th centuries A.D.

6. Vat Phnom Thun Mun

A few kilometres south east of Vat Saang Phnom
is another Buddhist monastery built on a hill, about 25 m.
high, the Phnom Thun Mun, The site was visited by
Parmentier who reported finding a Viggpu hand resting on
a square support, a small four-armed male statue made of
schist, and a relief showing the battle of a crowned
monkey with a buffalo.96 It is not clear whether this

relief is part of a larger one, perhaps a fronton, or




it is just a part of a decorative lintel. 1In any case

the carving appears to be of a rather late periéd.

Vat Phnom Thun Mun has been built on dh ancient
site. Monks and villagers confirm that bricks from |
ancient towers were used bto build the main tempie of the
monastery. Indeed blocks of schist cén still be seén
scattered under the monastic cells. At about 150 m,
south of the hill mounds containing the remain5~of at

least two brick towers can still be recognised. " Recently ‘

a left band holding a conch has been recovered. This

hand and the one.reported‘by Parmentier probabiy belong

to a human size statue of Vigpu. It is from one of thesé
mounds that a peasant, while ploughing one day in 1966,
uneaxrthed a four-armed méle statue, ’Parmentiéf'did
mention a four-armed male statue during his visit do this
site, but the statue which has recently been discovered

does not appear to be the one reported by Parmentier for

two reasons. First, the new image is‘made-o£=sandstone,'
and not of schist as Parmentier‘reported; second, aged
monks in the monastery who still remember the visit of
Parmentier in 19%2, assert that the statue he mentioned
was baken away from the monastery after his visit by
another French resident.-’

The new statue represents a standing Vigpu
with four arms (Plate‘B); The image is placed in a
horseshoe arch linking the upper arms and the head of
the god to a base which still has its tenon imtact.
The god wearsua;cylindriCal mitre the upper part of which
is slightly larger than the base, The topiof the mitre

shows a curved profile. Curved eyebrows, short nose




and rather large mouth with thick lips on an oval face,
long-lobed ears give a rather strange facisal expression
to this image. The god is represented holding his usual
‘attributes: bhimi in the lower right hand, ggkggrin the
upper right, Sankha in the upper left and 5§§§ in the
lower left. The lower right hand rests on a suppoft
linked ¥to the base of the statue. Apart from the two
lowex supports; the stability of the‘image is reinforced
by the horseshoe arch which at the same time sﬁpporﬁs |
the two upper afms. The god wears a short dhofl draped
around the body and fastened by a filiform belt.  White
péint coveringwthis part of the body.makes a close exami-
nation of its dress impossible. A swallow-tail shape
flap appears to be hanging down from the buckle of the
belt. . , |

In its appearance this image recalls t@e Vigpu
from Tuy-Hoa in South Vietnam, firstvfeported'by
Parmentier97 and believed to belong to ﬁhe end of the
Kompong Preah style.98 Boisselier, When stﬁdjing the

statuary of Champa, attributed the Tuy-Hoa image to The

ancient principality of Papgurainga . 29 The horseshoe

supports of the Vat Phnom Thun Mun and the Tuy-Hoa images

are strikingly similar, and so are the two supports under
- the lower hands and the way the four arms hold phe attri-
butes. However, the cylindrical mitre of the Vat Fhnom
Thun Mun differs considerably from that ' of the Tuy-Hoa
Vigpu. Instead it is almost identical with the mitre
of a Vigpu image from Pechaburi in southern Thailand.t00

The dress of the Vat Phnom Thun Mun image, despite the
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white paint covering it, appears-totbe comparable(with
that of a mutilated image from Prasat Pram Loveng in

101 which Dupont grouped in a series of'

Cochinchina
images belonging to the late phase.of the Phnom Da style.
Finally, the facial expression of the Vatb Phnpm fhun Mun
Vigpu, with curved eyebrows, broad nose and'thick lips,
recalls that of Cham statuarj. If local trgdition in
the village near Phnom Thun Mun could be taken into
account, it is worth noting that villagers of the area
maintain that this statue represents a Cham god. This
would not be surprising if one remembers that some
dynastic links were established between rulers of Champq‘

102

and Chenla in the 7th century A.D. Iﬁ'fabt Dupont

thought that Papduranga had been part of Funan-at one

103

time while Boisselier prefers to see this southern

province)of Champa as an autonomous p3'::1.1*1(:3‘._13{;1135.“!337.]'Our
Whatever the historical-context,ithe Vat Phnom
Thun Mun image, stylistically, ﬁEafs strong.resemblénces
with Cham images. It would seem reasonable to date
this statue to the end of the Kompong Preah style'desn

pite some early features such as the treatment of the

dress.

7. Tuol Ruhea

This is a pre-Angkor site discovered in 1966
and reported by Mr Claude Jacques, in the district of

Koh Thom, province of Kandal, in southern CambodiaQ
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It is situated a few kilometres from the Bassac river.
The present writer was able fc learn from ﬁhe villagers
of the Phum Kompong Phkol, the closest village to the
site, that they sbtill recall that Tuol Kuhea, literally
"the mound of the cave' or "the cave mound", used to be
linked with Phnom Da and Angkor Borei, about seven kilo-
metres away to the west, by a roadway.

Tuol Kuhea is a large mound covered with a thick
bamboo grove. A depression around the site gives the
impression that there existed a surrounding moat. On
the site, oubcrops of bricks are seen at many places.

The archaeological material found at Tuol Kuhea consists
of two lintels, two inscriptions, fragments of two linga
and two reworked images representing four-armed gods which
appear to be standing on a bird resembling a peacock.

The two lintels were published by Madeleine Giteau in

1967195 106

Mireille Benisti, in her series of research on early Khmer
107

and studied in detail by Jean Boisselier.

art, also discusses the Tuol Kuhea remains.
The first lintel (Plate 9), says Giteau, belongs
to the style of Prel Kmeng which is generally believed to
cover the second half of the 7th century A.D. Although
it is badly eroded, a number of details can still be
recognised. The lintel shows a flattened, aimost straight
"arch" or “branch" bordered by a pearl motif and plain,
narrow bands. On the arch, three medallions, surrounded
by a leaf motif, ére placed between two scrolls, curving
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inward. .These rather unusual big scrolls tend to

gtress the division of the already segmented arch. At
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each end of this-principal motif is a big fleuron supm‘
ported by an abacus with an applied small fleuron and

log‘appareﬁtly mounted by a

showing a monster head,
figure wearing a conical hairdress and- heavy earrings; 
the hands are joined together in éﬁjalimﬁdra.. The figure
emerges from a foliage background. = Just below the maiﬁ
arch is another one with its scroll leaf ends turning |
towards the inside. From this are hung gaplénds with
floral pendants separating each loop, inside which are
small leaves. From the bottom of each loop is seen a
smail floral pendant which appears to be the -extension
of the small leaves inside the loop.

Boisselier, basing his’argument on the presence
of the monster face which, according to him, recalls
the Kivtimukha on some lintels of the Kulen style, con-
siders this Tuol Kuhea piece as a late example of the
Prei Kmeng style and places it in the 8th century A.D;llo

In her study of the monster faée, Benisti,
however, Seeskthe problem quite differently. First, she
sﬁresses‘that this motif does oceur both mére often than
has been thought and also in earlier styles. Contrary to
Boisgelier, she believes that the monster face of the
Puol Kuhea lintel has more in common wifh,tﬁat of the
Sembor Prei Kuk style than with that of the Kulen. 't
Secondly, she contests Boisselief'é assertion on the.
chronological value of the monster face motif-in early
Khmer art. By itself, she argues, neither the presence
nor the morphological transformation of this motif can
112

be baken as having a chronological significance.

The flat and almost straight arch with medallions, big




fleurons on abacus at the ends, garlands with loops
separated by floral pendants and encloging small leaves,
are all characteristics of the Prei Kmeng style. Bénisti
also takes the leaves inside the loops and the secondary
arch, doubling the main one, which curves inward with
pronounced scrolls, as indicating the end of the style.
The double arch, which at first seems unusual, recalls a
lintel.from Prasat Preah Srel which also has this motif

113 e Tuol Kuhea

with big leaves replacing garlands.
lintel also has this double arch but still preserves the
garlands with pesrled loops and thus could be considered
as slightly earlier than the Prasat Preah Srei example.
All these details led Benisti to place the Tuol Kuhea
lintel to the end of the Prei Kueng style, towards the
last years of the ?7th century A.D., in a transition period
preceding the beginning of the Kompong Preah style in
706 A.D. 1% Bénisti's proposed dating seems to fit well
with the date, 690 A.D., of the inscription also recovered
from Tuol Kuhea and being studied by Mr Cl. Jacques.115
This new dating would seem for the time being satbis-
factory. It is worth pointing out, however, that there
are some other lintels which bear some degree of simi-
larity to the Tuol Kuhea example. The first of these is
a lintel from Prasat Speu, in the district of Stung Trang,
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province of Kompong Cham, which presents a double arch

with figure at the ends in an adoring gesture, kneeling
on an abacus and emerging from a foliage background. The
second example comes from Prasat Prei Chek in the province

117

of Tay-ninh in South Vietnam. Despite the similarity
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of some festures none of these examples bears any strikiﬁg
resemblances to the Tuol Kuhea lintel which in this respect
appears to be unigue in pre~Aﬁgkor art.

Bénisti has also put forward a new hypothesis
regarding the rdleJanq‘the imporfance of the monster face

in Khmer art. Up to the present, it has generally been

believed that the development of this motif was due to

Javanese influence at the beginning of the 9th century
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AJD. Indeed Javanese influence at that stage cannot

be denied. Nevertheless, tﬁeseontributioh of early Komer

art should not be underestimated; Following Indian
influence, whleh can be clearly recognised, the monster
Tace motif is fairly widely used in the early style of
Sambor Preli Kuk. Benlstl, thus, suggestu seelng the
monster face, represented on the llntels of the Kulen
style (partlcularly those of Prasat Thma Dap and Prasat
Anlong Thom), as a reminiscence of earlier grt, elemeﬁts
of which could eveh be traced back to the pre-Sambor
119

style, that of the so-called Thala Borivat. This

would not in any way be incompatible with the widely held
theory that the original centre of Land Chenla was some—
where in this aréa. In fact, Bénisti hereelf:has SUg-
gested the identification of Bhavapura, caﬁital of
Rhavavarman I, one of'iéanavarmen I's predecessors, with

the site of Thala Borivat.lgo

In conclusion, Béhisti
estimates that the monster face motif, in the Khmer art
of the 9th century A.D., while receiving fresh 1nfluences
from forelgn arts, could well be. a "pappel du paSse“:v

the reappearance of an anclent motlf whlch was part of fthe
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local repertory.lzl

The second lintel (Plate 10) from Tubl Kuhea
is in a much better stabte than the first one. Its size
and its decoration make it a rather exceptional piece in
pre-~-Angkor art. Usuvally, during this pefiod, the height
of a lintel never exceeds the third of the length. In
the case of the Tuol Kuhea piece, the height is almost
half of the total length. The decoration Too is unusually
rich. The main floral branch has its scroll ends in
outward curves, this being one of the principal charac-
teristics of the Kompong Preah style. It rests on a
moulded support with an applied fleuron and 1is covered
with small leaves. The two larger scrollé”on the branch
bear some similérities_to the leaves on the branch of
the previous lintel. Below this upper branch, a smaller
one, with a seri@s of applied fleurons, describes a semi-
circular shape. Garlands and floral pendants, with
alternatie close and open flowers at the ends, hang down
from this secondary arch and are reminiscent of the Prei.
Kmeng style.

" Giteau, when publishing this lintel,. eéstimated
that it was from the beginning of the 8th century A.D.
and belonged to the style of Kompong Preah.122 Boiséelier,
on the other hand, apart from noticing the proportion and
the composition of this rather unexpected piece, observes
that it looks more like a pediment than a lintel, although
fhere is no doubt that it is a lintel, The piece clearly
belongs to the sﬁyie of Kompong Preah, according to

Boisselier, bub with "contamination™ from the Prei Kmeng
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style. He also thinks that foreign influence, Indian
and Javanese, may well have»béen‘responsibie for the
unusual shape of the branch in this Sth century Khmer

lintel,t2?

Comparing the form of ¥he Tuol Kuhea arch
with similar motif of the Kulen style, Boisselier believes
that the Tuol Kuhea éxample was at fheorigin of the same
motif found in later style of Khmér and Cham arts.

This problem has caused some puzzle concerning the evo-
lution of Cham art, pafticularly in the Hoa~lal style
which Boisselier places in the last years of the 8th
century A.D. Thus, according to him, the Tuol Kuhea
example has solved his problem by enabling him to estab-
lish that Prasat Damrei Krap on the Phnom Kulen .is pos-
terior to Hoa~lai, instead of preceding it and gives
more consistence to the relationship.between the Cham -

124 Furthermore, he is

styles of Hoa-~lal and Mi-So'n El.
inclined to integrate the statuary sbyle of Prasat Andet,
first defined by Dupont, +27 into the style of Kompong
Preéh which covers nearly the whole 8%h century A.D.
This, he argues, wouid fit well with the contiguity of

the styles of Prei Kmeng, Prasat Andet and Kompong Preah.
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B. IDENTIFICATION OF CERTAIN PLACE NAMES

Epigraphical documents have long been one of
the principal sources for the ancient hlstory of present
day Cambodia. Generatlons of gcholars have devoted
their efforts to the study of these documents which
however have only been partially exploited by specialists
on South Bast Asian cultures and civilizations. Indeed
the late G. Coedds has justly reminded us of the numerous
interesting possibilities that can be explored through |
the thorough study of the available written material,
particularly those in the vernacular languége.lae
Research already undertaken along this line has proved
to be interesting for it has shed new light on the nature,
the degree and the extent of the "indianization" of South
East Asia, and in particular the ancient Khmer kingdom.le?
These studies have not only provided new information on
the ancient history of early dambodia but also opened up
a promising prospect for the understanding of some aspecté
of India at that time. Other épproaches, also based on
128

the study of inscripbtions, have been used., " During

the last two decades a number of new inscriptions have

129 and a survey, similar to that carried out

been found
by Dalet and Parmentier in the 1930s, would substantially

increase the number of these invaluable documents.  The

thorough and systematic scrutiny of these texts has yet
to come. _
In the meantime an attempt will be made To

identify a few place names mentioned in some inscriptions,
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found in +the southern part of present Cambodia, with
modern btoponyms of the same locality. The difficulties
encountered in this soxrt of study are so complex15o
that it seems hazardous to undertake it. However, with
the help of some recent studies in Khmer philology,lBl
it is tempting to try this approach and hope it will
prove worth the effort.lBE
1. The first toponym to be examined is cmon
mentioned in an iunscription from Vat ‘l‘hleng',l55 a site
not very far to the south of Phnom Bayang in the province
of Takeo, in a district which is now part of South Vietnam.
This is an area which claimed Malleret's attention in

154 In fact, in

his study of the Mekong delta area.
terms of archaecological remains, this area is no doubt
the richest in southern Cambodia. The topography and
the numerous remains look impressive and aerial photo-
graphs have in fact corroborated the existence of ancient
fortifications.135
The inscriﬁtion from Vat Thleng contains no

date but has generally heen attributed to the 7th century
A.D. on palaeographic grounds. It relates among cher
things the donation of ricefields to éri Saﬁkaranéréyaga,
another name of Harihara, which according to K.

156

Bhattacharya, ‘was very popular in the pre-Angkor
period. Line 10 of the Vat Thleng inscription reads
as follows: '

"'.' it ooy t . = o . »
vrah kamratan an sri safikaranarayana ai cmon

which Coed@s translated "Vrah Kamratdf eh Sri Sahkaransrayapa

of CmoA". The formula, name of god followed by al and
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a place name, does not occur very often in the pre-Angkor
inscriptions in reference to the location of a statue.
When it does occur it seems, to the presént writer, that

157 Thus the

it indicates an area rather than a site.
place by the name of cmod would be the location of the
god which, in The context of the inscription,-does not
necessarily refer to the idol worshipped at Vat Thleng.
0ld Khmer cmon may be taken as the equivalent of ﬁhe

modern smong158

which, While.being the name of a village
(phum), is also the name of the larger area, the commune
(Khum) in which that village is situated, a dozen kilo-
metres to the north of Phnom Bayang and about twenty
kilometres from Vat Thleng.

Smong is the name of a variety of weed of the
139

reed family. The toponym smoh thus can be classi-
fied into the group of toponyms named after plant species.
This sort of namé, a priori, is not instructi&e, either
in its meaning or in its location and does nolt give any
information regarding the occupation of a place. How-
ever, as Mrs Lewitz has pointed out, these names are

40 pipst, they offer a possi-

interesting in two ways.
bility for a “diachronic study" of Khmer phonemes slnce
they have always existed and thus make the cbmparison

of 0ld and new names possible. Secondly, she:believes,
that calling a place by a simple name according to the .
local occurrence of natural phenomena is an age-old custom

very characbteristic of Cambodians.

2 Preli Krabao

South of Takeo, at a place called Prei Mien,
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literally "forest of lichee", where the remains of a smali
brick tower can still be seen, an inscription wrltten

in Old Khmer and dated 648 Baka (726 A.D.) was found. L
It contains the records of ricefields and servants given
to the ged of that shrine, Sankaranarayana (Harlhara),

by two officials. Among the mames of various rlceflelds

offered is gre vrai kalpau (llne 3), "the ricefield of
the forest of Kalpau", The 014 Khmer kalpau corres—
ponds to the modern Krabao,l42 a tree whose fruit is
edible and whlch appears to be Well—kﬂOWn and w1dely used
by people, particularly in the southern part of the pro~

145

vince of Takeo. In fact an important village on the

bank of the Chaudoc canal, near Phnom Bayang, bears the

144 imich would suggest the relative

name Kampong Krabao
importance of this plant in the ‘area,. Probably the most
significant feature of this tree, is the use of the
geeds in the treatment of leprosy.145 This is quite a
common disease in Cambodia and was so probably:in the
Angkor period, Jjudging from many popular stories of
various persons, including a king, being affected by it.t 0
The fact that an important agglomeration is

named after this plant and in an area where the abundance
of pre-Angkor and Angkor remains cannot be too strongly

emphasized, seems to be more than a coincidence. It is

therefore tempting to presume that the sré vrai kalpau in

the Prei Mien inscription was somewhere in thé area
around the modern Kompong Xrabao.
3. Pas
This is a word which occurs three times in

pre-Angkor inscriptions. On K.44, A, line 12, we read




80.

travah pas khmauyhv.and on B, line 1, travah pas +ah kanmef..

Pas in these occurrences was interpreted by Coedés as

147

the title of a Junior official. Reservoirs are often

named after persons. Travah pas khmauhv and- travah pas

taf kenmed were therefore translated as "the reservoir
of Pas Khmauhv" and "the reservoir of Pas Kanmeﬁ".
However in modern Khmer there is a word which is a per~
fect correspondence for the old pas, namely bés

the name of a variety of creeper of»which the leaveées are

148 . 1¢ is worth

used as a condiment and medicine.
noticing that tbis plant is not wellkknown outside the
fofmer district of Treang, now part of the province of
Takeo. One should remember that plant-names are fre-
guently used as names of places and reservolrs or rice-
fields in the pre-Angkor period. It seems quité a
possibility therefore that pas in these occurrences is
the name of the creeper and that the two phrases should
thus be translated "reservoir of black pas creéper" and

149

"reservoir with pas creeper of Tah Kanmei"; K. 560,

line 11, sre pas kandon, might be translated as "the
ricefield with pas creeper of Kandofi" instead of Coedés'

"picefield of Pas Tah Kanmen".
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1. Prasat Trapeang Repou, a group of three
towers, in Tthe province of Siemreap. The
inscription (K. 690) relates the gift of a piece
of land to the god of a place called travaih rvau,
which is the ancient correspondence of the modern
Trapeang Repou. See Coedés, IC, VII, p. 91.

2. Prasat Choeung Ang, north-east of Banteay
Prei Nokor, in the province of Kompong Cham.
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K. 99, dated 844 Saka (922 4.D.), doorjamb north,
line 2 3, vrah kamrateh an 5ri tribhuvanaikanatha
ay_Jjeh on. See Coedés, 1C, Vi, p. 108,

Coedés, Inscriptions du Cambodge, VI, pp. 28 ff.
Malleret, ADM, I, p. 32.
Op«cite.y P« 29,

Bhattacharya, Les religions brahmanique dans
l'ancien® Cambodge, l1Y6l, p. 157.

In K, 99, from a temple north-east of Banteay
Prei Nokor, in the province of Kompong Chan,
Coedés, when identifying the old jeh oh with the
modern toponym Choeung ang did seem to imply
that Jel ofh was an area and not Jjust a site for
he wrote "Le nom du p % [emphasis of the present
writer] ... Jed Oh ... Coedés, IC, VI, p. 108.

The replacement of the Old Khmer ¢ by the modern

Khmer s is well illustrated by 8. Lewitz, "La

toponymie Khmére', BEFEQ, LIII, 1967, pp. 394-395.

Thus 0l1d Khmer cdifi, canlyak give modern Khmer sdih,
liek. The present wrlter, while visiting the

Southern part of the province of Takeo noticed

that there is a confusion in the way people of

the area pronounce words beglnnlng w1th g/ch and S.

For_ example instead of saying [Chy aail

chiiay, [ chnwapl ®f Chhali', tMysw'

(8 v aail and (s w ajt]. This pronﬂﬂ&latlon can

still be heard in the neighbouring district of

Tani in the present province of Kampotb.

" Dictionnaire Cambodgien, II, Phnom Penh, 1968,

p. 1461,
Lewitz, "La toponymie Khmére', p. 409.

Aymonier, Le Cambodge, I, p. 170.

Another example of the change of this type is
01d Khmer Kalmon, modern Khmer Kramuon.

Dictionnaire Cambodgien, I, Phnom Penh, 1967,

De 733

M. Maﬁtln, Introduction & lfethnobotanique du
Cambodge, Paris, 1971, p. 66. She identifies
Krabao as Hydnocarpus anthelminthica Pierre ex
L.aness;

A, Petélot, Les plantes médicinales du Cambodge,
du Laos et du Vietnam, L, Paris, 1952, pp. 78-/9.

Aymonier, Le Cambodge, I, map facing p. 160.
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See for instance E. Teston and M. Percheron,

Le Cambodge moderne, 1951, p. 394 and also

M. Martin, Introduction & 1! ethnobotanigue -du
Cambodge, 1971, p. 66.

For example the story of the Leper King at
Angkor where a place is named the. Terrace of
the Leper King.

SCoedés, IC, II, p. 12, note 5.

Dictionnaire Cambodgien, I, p. 5703

S. Tandart, Dictionnalre Cambodgien-Francais,
2nd partie, Phnom-Penh, 1955, p. 14006

Vidal, Martel, Lewitz, "Notes ethnobotaniques
sur quelques plantes en usage au Cambodge",
BEFEO, LV, 1969, p. 193, Coccinia Cordifolia
(L.) Cogn.;
M. Martin, Introduction & l'ethnobotanigue du
Cambodge, p. L17, in which she identifies bas
as Coccinia iudica Wight et Arn., and adds that
ét 1s synonymous to Coccinia cordifolia (T.)

The fact that this plant grows near the edge
of patches of water seems to strengthen this
interpretation.
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CONCLUSION

The present survey of the southern provinces
of Cambodia in the pre-Angkor period which consists
mainly of a reexamination of some of the archaeological
material available, does not provide as much new infor-
mation as anticipéted. However, it seems to throw
some new light on the early period of present day
Cambodia.

For the ancient kingdom of Fugan; recent
investigations, mainly of a philoldgical nature, seem to
show that the peoples who occupied this part of South
Bast Asia in the early centuries of the Christian era,
were probably of Hén—Khmer origin, although it is
likely that other groups, particularly Austroﬁesian
speaking people, were also among the inhabitants of Funan.

From the examination of early‘lihtels of the 4
Sambor Prei Kuk and Prei Kmeng styies,‘it appears that
certain details, particularly the high abacus supporting
the motif at the end of the "arch/branch", be it a makara
or a scroll, strongly suggest Cham origin. In the
statuary, furthepﬁore, artistic influence which could not
have come from anyﬁhere but Cﬁampa, is also present.

The polygonal mitre worn by some Vigpu imsges may have

been adopted from Champa, although connections with the

arts of Java and of the area around the Gulf of Siam cannot
be ruled out. It also appears, from the examinabtion of
mukhalifgs, that e definite cultural link between dif-

ferent parts of the area, sometimes called the "Mediterranean




sea of South Bast Asia', was nmaintained and which would
help to explain a strong degree of similarity in certain
aspects of the arts of these early "hinduized" states of
South East Asia. The importance of these reciprocal
relationships between the neighbouring countries of
South East Asia should always be kept in perspectivé

if a complete picture of the art history of this early
period is to be‘oBtained. However, one should not
forget that Chinese influence; which seems to be often
underestimated, had also played a major role iﬁ the
history of these early South East Asian states, although
it may not be apparent in the artistic sphere.

It is to be hoped thatb future investigations,
in particular fieldwofk and systematic exploration and
excavation, could be undertaken, not only in Gaﬁquia,
but also in other parts of South Fast Asia, both mainland
and islands, where vast amounts of maﬁerial still have
to be unearthed, so That one day:the'history of this area

may be satisfactorily written.
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a - Lintel. Tuol Ang Srah Thent (Kandal).
( From BFFEO XL , PI. LIV Cc )

b - Fragment of colonnette. Tuol Ang Srah Theat

(From BEFEO XL, PL. LIV A )



Visnu (?). Tuol Koh (Takeo).
(From LA STATUAIRE PRE ANGKOR1E NNh , PI. XX1I1lA )
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a - Lintel. Vat Choeung Sic (Fardal).
(From ARTS ASIATIQUES .XXX )

b - Lintel. Vat Chum (Ksndal).

(From ARTS ASIATIQUES , XXX)
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riukhalin??. Vat Sam" Phnom (TOndal).



Mukhalinga. Detail.
Vat Saang Phnom (Kandal).



Visnu. Vat Phnom Thun Hun (Kandal).
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