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Abstract:

Sriwijaya was a kingdom on the island of Sumatraoimesia between 600 and 1400 A.D. It
was discovered in 1918 in written records of Suargtindian, Arabian and Chinese origin by
Georges Coédes. The records porfsilvijaya as a thalassocracy, a strong maritime esnpi
that controlled the Straits of Malacca. In the testto twenty years, the imageSfwijaya as

a strong maritime thalassocracy, with a powerfulynanternational trade and little contact
with its hinterland as parameters, is falling apamchaeological excavations and surveys
reveal no strong maritime empire, but polities mgkloms, on Sumatra only and not polities
across the Straits of Malacca. Almost all the aedhagical data gathered in this thesis of the
provinces of South-Sumatra and Jambi on Sumapéaced in the context of the peer polity
interaction theory and theandalatheory. A closer look at the archaeological dedgether
with the written records, to prov&riwijaya did not last more than six centuries. pipaars
that the first polity ofSriwijaya was the polity at Palembang, South-Suméten roughly
650 to 1025 A.D, and the second politySoivijaya was the polity at Jambi, Jambi from 1079
to 1400 A.D. The Cola raid in 1025 A.D. at Palentpbahifted the capital o$riwijaya to
Jambi to maintain better contact with its hinteddyy means of the Batang Hari river, for
products such as gold, tin and non-timber forestlpcts to reach the international market
throughSriwijaya. Written records change when the capitafted. Epigraphical sources on
Sumatra orSriwijaya dissappear, and its name changes in Céinesords. Despite the fact
archaeological data reveals no strong thalasspchat instead reveals trade polities with
good contact with their hinterland to maintain thteade products on which the international
market depends, the imageSsfwijaya as a thalassocracy remains alive, by gigraphical
and other written records together with nationdiad and Cultural Tourism by the
Indonesian government. Future research should foouthe archaeological differences in
material culture between Palembang and Jambi inel#fSriwijaya lasted over six centuries
or if it was only the early polity at Palembang,esd the polity at Jambi was different than its

predecessor.
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Preface

In 2007 | was fortunate enough to gain an inteqmgbr a year at the National Museum of
Ethnology in Leiden, The Netherlands. The interpshias in the section Insular Southeast
Asia/lndonesia under guidance of P. Ter Keurs stjpgpa new exposition in the Museum
Nasional in Jakarta about Sumatra. Pieter Ter Keuiggested | begin reading F. M.
Schnitger about Sumatra. After | started reading) @xpanded further on the reading about
the archaeology and history on Sumatra, | founcery wnteresting realm in Sumatra that
appeared to be controversial and confustiyvijaya.

Sriwijaya was a kingdom that has many theories miggrits existence and many
researchers wishin§riwijaya to be an important, rich and long existkimgdom. Up to this
day archaeologists, anthropologists, philologistd ather researchers in Southeast Asia do
not agree with each other about witatwijaya exactly is. For the most part however,
researchers agree that at one point in its hisfowijaya had its capital on the island of
Sumatra, Indonesia, but there have been two oliearies that the capital shifted to other
places a couple of times. This kingdom, or empges@me wish to call it, is still not clearly
defined and | hope that this thesis sheds somd kghthe ongoing discussion about
Sriwijaya, where it is located and what it really ams.

| also wish to thank both my readers dr. H. I. Bazter and dr. I. R. Bausch for their
guidance and help during my research and writindhisfthesis. H. Hinzler for her knowledge
about all the written accounts, advise for the eot# and framework of my thesis, and 1.
Bausch for guiding the lay-out, structure, thea@adtiramework and figures and tables.



Chapter 1: Introduction

Sriwijaya was a realm that was supposed to existesgmere between thé"and 1%'
century A.D. in Sumatra and the Malaysian Peningbte Figures 1 & 2 on page 10 and 11
for maps of Southeast Asia and Sumatra). Somendsa, such as Wolters and Manguin,
believe that the capital dfriwijaya shifted at several points in history, mpsin Sumatra
itself, while others, such as N. K. Shuhaimi, bedighatSriwijaya did have its capital in
Kedah, Malaysia as well. Some attention will bedp&i Malaysia in this thesis, but | will
focus mostly on the ‘core’ region of what is supgmbgo beSriwijaya, namely Sumatra. |
consider two places on Sumatra to be the core megidbhose are at Palembang, in South
Sumatra and Jambi, in Jambi. | base these corenggin excavations and literary evidence.
Palembang, South Sumatra, was the capitaSmfijaya in the ¥ century. The joint
excavation by the I'Ecole Francaise d’Extréme-Qriemd Pusat Penelitian Arkeologi
Nasional from 1989-1991 held in the Palembang redgiound evidence of occupation from
the 7" century onward (Manguin 1993). Textual evidena#hbocal and foreign from thé"7
onward, confirm that the Palembang region had #gtiihe Jambi province has more
architectural remains than Palembang; for exampkearinci and Muara Jambi temple ruins
have been found. Textual evidence, again both landl foreign, describe the move of the
capital of a realm from Palembang to Jambi in ®&-1 11" century.

| am of the opinion that it is important to investie the local archaeology of this trade
society and its culture, in order to collect infatmon without interference of biased foreign
sources about what has happened from theeditury to the 14 century on Sumatra. A key
aspect of this thesis will be the relationshigdfvijaya with its hinterland; the Minangkabau
and the Batak, with whom it is assuntiijaya traded a lot. This will help understanding
maritime trade polities not only with regard toitlrelationship with the peoples coming from
overseas to trade and to where the trade was goagindia and China. But also their
relationship with their hinterland, with whom theded for export products and, according

to several written sources | will discuss later,f@anpower in times of war.
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Regional Background of Sumatra

First, | would like to describe briefly Sumatra’sodogy, biology and climate, and its
geographical history. Sumatra has different ecclgiegions where different cultural groups
live, each with their own culture and lifestyle.rPaf the argumentation of wha&tiwijaya
exactly is, is based upon the interaction betweselfj and different cultural groups on
Sumatra, between Sumatra and the Malaysian Peaiasul between Sumatra and India and
China.

Sumatra is the sixth largest island in the world aan be divided roughly into three
topographical regions (Furukawa 1994: 1) The Barldauntains on Sumatra’s westcoast. 2)
The hills east of the Barisan Mountains and 3) We#dands on the east side of Sumatra. See

Figure 3 below for a schematic crosssection of Stana
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Figure 3: Crosssection of Sumatra from the wesstcimathe east coast (Furukawa, 1994).

The core regions dfriwijaya are in the provinces of South Sumateradardbi. Both of them
have similar flora and fauna. The majority of theyinces consist of tropical forest on peat
wetlands. In the west of them lay the hills leadinmto the Barisan Mountains. Both South
Sumatra and Jambi have an important river flowimgugh it: in South Sumatra flows the
Musi river and in Jambi flows the Batang Hari rivBoth rivers have branches which make
up for an excellent communication and transportesgan an otherwise swampy, inhospitable
place. The modern location of the capitals of SoBtlmatra and Jambi, Palembang and
Jambi, are on the border of the landscape of aiils tropical peat wetland. To the west of
Palembang and Jambi the landscape consists ofdaliing up to the Barisan Mountains. To
the east of Palembang and Jambi begins the tropezdl wetlands. This tropical peat in the
east coast wetlands is one of the reasons Sursatomsidered an ‘infertile’ island (Ibid.). As
opposed to Java, Sumatra does not have the grdsséaanna climate that allows food-

stapling and wet-rice production in great quargitigherefore South- and East-Sumatra could
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not have supported a big population as Java ctndtead Sumatran people on the east coast
had to deal with a peat layered soil and its sulrsettropical infertility. By means of
swidden agriculture or freshwater tidal irrigatibwy river, the freshwater is pushed upwards
and overflows the riverbanks, which allows the pcacof tidal irrigation there (Ibid: 20). The
surface remained fertile and rice and fruits cdaddgrown. However, drainage of the peat
was not an option to obtain larger amounts of |[eedrable land. When the peat is drained,
toxic elements are freed, poisoning the plantsteeeks, which results in fruit trees not bearing
fruits and the harvesting of rice is minimum (IBid.

Whatever Sumatra lacks in staple food and arabld, la makes up for it with its
mangrove forests. Almost the entire east coasbvered with mangrove forests. Mangrove
forests are the nurseries of many types of fisHistowas plenty. Sumatra also had plenty of
Non-Timber-Forest Products (NFTP). Colombijn (208&ins up the important and expensive
NTFP for Sumatra in the 19century: bird’s nests, ivory, rhinoceros horn,tdeshell,
camphor, lac trees, dragon’s blood and bezoar stdrieese were often traded with Java and
China in that period and presumably also in eatiies. Besides the richness in forest
products, Sumatra as a region, including the islasfdSumatra’s coast such as the island of
Bangka, the Nias islands and the Mentawai islamdsaéso home to precious metals. For
example, Bangka, the island before the coast othlS8umatra, is rich in tin. The Barisan
Mountains have other precious metals, most notgly. Suwaradwipa, Island of Gold, was
the Sanskrit name Indians gave to Sumatra. Arafelteas who wrote about Sumatra from the
ninth century on also referred to it as ‘Isle ofl®o

Furthermore, Sumatra has different groups livingtten island. In the interior of the
island people like the Batak and Minangkabau lsempared to the Malay on the east coast
of Sumatra. The Batak and Minangkabau are grougt are viewed as the hinterland of

Sriwijaya.
Sriwijaya as a Case Study

As said before, South Sumatra and Jambi are theeregions ofriwijaya, as will be
expanded on in this thesis. That means $hatijaya and its people have Malay roots.
Sriwijaya can be considered as a ‘recent’ kingdonwas ‘discovered’ in 1918 by Coedés.
This ‘discovery’ was not done by exploring deepoitiie tropical forests of Indonesia and
stumbling upon ancient ruins, but by carefully sind the ancient texts and sources and

basing a theory on those sources. The first mentoof Sriwijaya as an empire into the
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academic world was by Coedeés in his artitkeroyaume dériwijaya, in Bulletin de I'Ecole
Francaise d’Extréme-Orient in 1918. His conclusiaese based upon various iconographic,
epigraphic texts from Indonesia itself and sourfresn outside Indonesia writing about
Indonesia. Examples from those sources are Chieg$t® such as I-Tsing (Takakusu 1896)
and Chou Ja-Koua (Hirth 1967), Arabic travellerrig® such as Sulayman and Ibn Rustah
(Wolters 1967), and Indian inscriptions, such agaRg and Rjendracola (Wolters 1967;
Coedes 1918).

Before Coedés’ article, researchers thougsfiwijaya to be a king on Sumatra, but
after his article the term is associated with dmed hat means there was now theoretical
evidence that an empire existed, however only xtstand on paper. Before Coedés’ article
there was already much research into the inscnptand other written sources of and about
Sriwijaya and after Coedeés’ article, the philologistsearched further into the new kingdom.
Since recent times however, ideas atRiwijaya are changing.

Researchers such as Manguin and Jacg-Hergoualtidvédehat the old concept of
Sriwijaya is misplaced. Coedés and most of his fellscholars gave the impression that
Sriwijaya was a strong thalassocracy that ruledceinturies long over the Strait of Malacca
and more. Currently scholars are reinterpretingdeas and theories Sfiwijaya and what it
must have been. While | agree that reassesSiiwjjaya is good, it is still in need of
improvement and the idea of a strong thalassocshowuld be reconsidered. A thalassocracy
is typically associated with island kingdoms in Mediterranean Sea, having a strong navy,
international trade and not much contact with thirterland. Sriwijaya is considered an
island kingdom because of its international trdmle,it also appears to have good contact with
its hinterland. These conflicting ideas, theoried archaeology maksriwijaya an interesting
case study. Redefinirfyiwijaya from a thalassocracy towards peer politiad replacing it in
the history of Southeast Asia using archaeology material culture of South-Sumatra and
Jambi as a primary source and using written recboyd$e Chinese, Arabs and Indians as an
asset to archaeology instead of the written recasds primary source and archaeology as

secondary is something that has not been done. often

Data onsSriwijaya

The majority of the data ofriwijaya relevant for this thesis is the archaegléound
in South Sumatra and Jambi. The date comes fromegsiand excavations since the 1970s

and early reports by historical societies underdbienial rule of the Dutch. | will expand on
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this further in chapter two. The majority of theitten sources available are being re-
evaluated and reinterpreted by means of this th@sigether with the written sources, the
‘art’ of Sriwijaya is also being re-evaluated and reintegmetvhile both written sources and
remains of material, particularly statuary, are thest important markers for identifying
Sriwijaya.

The ‘art’ consists mostly of Buddhist or Hindu sk that have been found on
Sumatra. | have put the word art in quotation mégkgwo reasons. The first reason is that
the people during those times did not think of threligion and accompanying statues and
rituals as art. It was a daily life practical matt€he second is that when it is considered art
by modern scholars searching for similarities offedences with contemporary ‘art’
elsewhere in South (east) Asia, it will get a diaagled meaning without context. However,
recently the ‘art’ ofSriwijaya is being reassessed as well, and the wholecept of
Sriwijayan art is under discussion. As Jacg-Hergohabkaid: The single account of the
Chinese pilgrim I-tsing turned the capital of tlsspposed thalassocracy into a centre of
Buddhist scholarship that was reputed to be thaleafuthe greatest Indian universities. From
then on, it was only one step before it was tramséal into a major artistic centre, peppered
with prestigious monuments sheltering peerless @s@lacqg-Hergoualc’h, 2002: 494). While
certain written sources might confirm the theorésSriwijaya being a thalassocracy, the
archaeology has not provided reliable evidencéhist The monuments and the ‘art’ are not a

solid proof for a thalassocracy that existed fogrosix centuries.

Research questions

This thesis tries to bring all the evidence atféniwijaya together and combine them
into a single argument whether or rfsiwijaya is real or a myth, instigated by the setsl
searching for something that never existed. Rtagijaya really a thalassocracy that existed
over six centuries and ruled parts of SoutheasaA€&ind where were its core areas? The
focus of studies orfriwijaya has mostly been on written accounts. Armlgsis of the
archaeological record as primary evidenc&miiijaya’s activities and location is something
that has not been done before in this way.

I will include the ‘art’ into the archaeology of G Sumatra and Jambi. My goal with
regard to the ‘art’ is to analyse the dating, thyle’ and most importantly the context in
which the statues have been found. The goal in&lyse the sites that have been found in

South Sumatra and Jambi in the timeframe 600 -14@, which is that timeframe of

15



Sriwijaya’s existence as thought of by scholars Siiwijaya. | also want to look at the
quantity and quality of the artifacts that have rbodeund on the sites in order to draw
conclusions about the age and importance of tlee Bite expected distribution and dating of
the artifacts should be continuous in the time-faoh 600 — 1400 A.D at the core areas and
sites of South-Sumatra and Jambi. The archaeolodeta will prove or disprove if the
distribution and dating of the artifacts in Soutlm&tra and Jambi is continuous and as such a
thalassocracy. Another important category of datasists of records aboSriwijaya. The
written sources are both from Sumatra and fromigorsources. In this thesis | will include
inscriptions found in South Sumatra and Jambi @& connected tGriwijaya in the
archaeology of the two provinces. However, | wigk them as archaeological material and
will not discuss them in great detail, since thepscof this thesis is too small for that. | have
chosen to discuss the foreign sourcesSowijaya in chapters two and six and not include
them in the archaeology of South Sumatra and Jamebguse they give us a different view of
Sriwijaya than the archaeological ones.

In chapter two the research history of Sumatra il discussed, followed by the
theoretical framework in chapter three. Chapter twovital for understanding how the
theories and ideas 6friwijaya shaped up during the course of history amy people and
certain academics hang on to the ide&rdfijaya as a strong thalassocracy. The theoretical
framework of chapter three will mostly be of Remir& Cherry’s peer polity interaction
(1995) and of Woltersmandalatheory (1999). | have chosen these theories bedhagseer
polity theory is about interaction between politietether city states or kingdoms, in general,
outside the Asian continent and theandalatheory is about governments of polities or
kingdoms, specified for Southeast Asia.

All the data orSriwijaya will be discussed in chapters four andefiChapter four will
be about the sites and artifacts of South Sumaitlachapter five about the sites and artifacts
and Jambi.

As mentioned above, the region of Kedah, Malaysaa & candidate for the capital of
Sriwijaya, moreover, according to Chinese, Arab amdian sources, this region also had
polities that were under the rule Sfiwijaya during its reign. The hinterland Sfiwijaya,
consisting of the Batak and Minangkabau in the €ariMountains will also be discussed in
chapter six. All these theories and ideas will Bzuksed in chapter six, in combination with
the data from chapters four and five and the thdéawy chapter three. The importance of

Sriwijaya for contemportary society will also bedftiy discussed in chapter six.
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The goal of this thesis is to go back to the radta past culture; namely its material
culture. By primarily studying the archaeologicalds in South Sumatra and Jambi from the
time Sriwijaya is supposed to exist, within the theoratiramework of peer polities and
mandala’sl will expand on in chapter two and three, | hdpecontribute to the question
whetherSriwijaya was a thalassocracy: a strong, maritimgebatrade emporium that ruled
the Straits of Malacca for almost eight centuriepist a prestigioumandalaat Palembang in
the 7" century.
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Chapter 2: Research History

Sriwijaya According to Contemporaries

In order to understand the imageSoifvijaya, before analyzing it in a scholarly way,
establishing ideas of societies co-existing aneratting withSriwijaya is needed as
contemporaneous records, Indian, Arabian, Chinlss@nase and Sumatran texts give us
information. The scope of this thesis is too srttreat every single word ever written on
Sriwijaya, so | will summarize main views on it. bwid like to start with the most extensive
material available fo$riwijaya, namely the Chinese accounts. | will givere details about
inscriptions and written accounts in chapter siewhcan combine them with archaeological

material from this thesis.
Chinese sources

There are important foreign sources telling us aletivity and interaction on Sumatra, with
Sriwijaya. The most extensive are the Chinese adsou®n one hand there are the eye-
witness accounts such as Fa-Shien, I-Tsing, ane Gba-Koua, on the other hand are the
accounts of the officials of different Chinese dsties. The latter consists of foreign
embassies to China and reports of port officialsuatihe export and import from and to
China.

The Hsin Tang shu and Ts’e fu yuan kuei encycloaefi embassies to China
between 702 and 742, both compiled in th® ¢éntury are examples of Chinese documents
(Wolter, 1967: 16). A problem arises with the doemts of the Chinese. The accounts of the
dynasties, such as the Tang Annals about the Tamaddy (618-907 A.D.), were written
several centuries later. Errors could have beerenrathose centuries and the authors could
have left details out.

The Hsin Tang shu states tiriwijaya was a double kingdom (Wolters, 1967: 17-
18). The last recorded embassy to China from Javabkiin 644 A.D, indicating a take-over
from Palembangriwijaya (Shuhaimi, 1990: 66).

One of the first known and important travelers tatevabout Sumatra is I-Tsing. He
was a Chinese Buddhist pilgrim who travelled frommir@ to India to study Buddhism in the
seventh century. His aim was to study at Nalandaddsity in Bihar, India. During his

18



travels between India and China, he stayed in SamaAt the time of his first trip to the holy
places of Buddhism in 671 A.D., he stoppediiwijaya to study grammar for six months.
He lived in India for ten years and returnedtiwijaya afterwards for four years, from 685 to
689 A.D. InSriwijaya he copied and translated Sanskrit Buddtests into Chinese. In 689
A.D. , after a stop in Canton, he returnedStiwijaya, writing his memoirs there. In 692 he
sent his manuscripts to China, returning there &iima 695 (Jacq-Hergoualc’h, 2002: 238-
239).

I-Tsing stayed for a total of over 10 years in Strmafirst learning the Sanskrit
language and after his visit in Nalanda translatamskrit texts into Chinese to take them
back to China.

I-Tsing writes thasSriwijaya had ‘over 1000 monks’ doing their choresarding to
the rules set by the Indians, placing even moreoiapce toSriwijaya by referring to
population numbers and a high level of Buddhistvkedge. I-Tsing also discusses fifteen
different ‘kingdoms’ who were conquered $gwijaya with a description of their locations.

The scholar who translated I-Tsing’ writings is tha@panese Takakusu (1896). He
completed the unfinished translation his mastera@sa started. Takakusu published his
book of I-Tsing translations in 1896, over hundngehrs ago. An English edition was
published in 1986, but that publication was a mpaf the 1896 one. He published his
original version in English, with a letter from Max Muller attached. In this letter he is told

that not all of I-Tsing writings have been transtht

“Mr. Nanjino once examined MS., and noted: Kasawesaaes out more than a half of
the original translation. But | think the portioa has translated agrees with the original
pretty well. In reality his translation covered som2 pages out of 206 in all, the

obscure and uninteresting portion naturally lett’o{T akakusu 1896: xix).

That is one of my problems with |-Tsing as a mainrse for identifyingSriwijaya: scholars
use a century-old source as arguments in favofriwfjaya. If that source is good and useful
it is not a problem, but I-Tsing’s words have bdmnslated from Tang Chinese through
Japanese to English. There is no knowledge of hashnmformation is lost in the translation
from Takakusu. As the methods, interests and peeriof scholars at the end of the
nineteenth century are vastly different from todagtholars, we should ask ourselves what
kind of information is obscure and uninterestingRatvkind of, perhaps vital, information is

skipped by Takakusu?

19



Arab sources

Besides early Chinese sources, there are alsotfradllers who wrote about Sumatra
and Sriwijaya from the 9th century on. However, thererss to be very little knowledge
about those Arabian writers. As mentioned beforan&ra was named ‘Isle of Gold’ by
Arabian travelers, placing emphasis on the wedtBriwijaya. It seems that scholars who
mention Arabian writers in their research papeid monographs take their information from
secondary sources and not the primary ones andnytdknowledge, | have so far not
discovered a study or re-study of Arabian writeb®wt SumatraSriwijaya by Southeast
Asian scholars that might place what has been Ilsaidrabian writers, such as Abu Zaid
Hasan, Ibn Rustah, Sulayman and lbn Batuta, inudh®ast Asian context.

Indian sources

Perhaps surprisingly, compared to the Chinese atsoen Sriwijaya, there are not much
inscriptions of India on those polities. The moambus and most relevant literature on
Sriwijaya for this thesis made by Indians is the jbagrinscription of 1030. This inscription,
made by Rjendracola from the Cola dynasty in India, liste thames of the polities it
conquered from Sriwijaya, among them, but not excluded were Panrdalayur,
Mayuridingam, which were presumably on Sumatra (Majar, 1961: 342). It is a very
popular inscription for philologists because itdithe names of the polities ruled $iywijaya

according to Rjendracola.
Sumatran and Javanese sources

A variety of local inscriptions on Sumatra have rbdeund in multiple languages.
There are, so far 67 inscriptions found on Sumzaiiiae majority of those inscriptions, 36, are
in Sanskrit. The rest of the inscriptions are ind Qlavanese, Old Malay or Tamil or a
combination of those four languages. The inscr#ican be divided into two categories:
commemorative stones and oath stones. The commgwecstones tell us about the founding

of a garden at Palembang (Talang Tuwo inscriptfhoB,. 684) and two military expeditions,

! personal communication H.I.R. Hinzler
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one against Java (Kota Kapur inscription, A.D. 68#d one against the hinterland of
Palembang (Kedukan Bukit inscription, 683 A.D.)rathde by the ruler Jayanasa (Wisseman-

Christie, 1995: 265-266). According to the instaps on the pedestal of the
Amoghapasa statue, of which details can be founahapter five, it was a gift from
Krtanagara, king in the Singasari dynasty (12222921A.D.) to his followers in Malayu
(which is Jamb#riwijaya). Adityavarman, depicted as a Bhairavawétstatue of four metres
high, was stationed in West-Sumatra and from thereonquered Jambi. He was the son of a
Javanese prince and Sumatran princess and wasfréggamatra in 1347. He added an
inscription to the same Amoghapasa statue fromniagara. The inscriptions from Sumatra
and Java tell us about marriages between Sumatchdaavanese courts and warfare.

Another famous text about the interactions betwdewa and Sumatra is the
Nagarakretagama. It is dated to 1365 A.D. and i®lanJavanase eulogy to Hayam Wuruk. It
describes details of the Majapahit empire, suclceaemonial observances, temples and
palaces. Canto 13 of the Nagarakretagama contdaiessthat are under Majapahit’s
influence, whether conquered or a vassal statebiJddalembang and Minangkabau are

among the states mentioned in the eulogy as undgpdhit’s influence (Robson, 1995).
The Image ofriwijaya

We may conclude the following from the sourcesta time of Sriwijaya. Arabian and
Chinese sources depitiwijaya as a wealthy kingdom where trade goods afrendant.
Chinese, Arabian and Indian sources mention theuatnaf placesSriwijaya conquered and
how Sriwijaya ruled the Straits of Malacca. I-Tsing deélsesSriwijaya as an Buddhist haven,
with vassal states. In the Singasari and Mahajajpainiod we see marriages between royalty
from Sumatra and Java and conmemorative stones Jaya on Sumatra as a reminder of
Javanese greatness.
The image ofriwijaya that is shown from the written sources:
- Buddhist, based on I-Tsing’s texts and several cemaorative stones about founding
of a garden or village to Buddhist temples in thal& Peninsula and Negepatam,
India.
- Trade is important and valuable according to Anat@iad Chinese sources throughout
Sriwijaya’s existence.
- It is a wealthy empire according to Arabian, Chedsdian, Javanese and Sumatran

sources, throughousriwijaya’s existence.
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- A mighty empire, because of the kingdofravijaya conquered and the vassals it had
mostly before the 0 century A.D., according to Arabian, Indian and r@ise
sources, who listriwijaya as having dominion over various, up tcsttate, unknown
kingdoms.

- Sriwijaya conquered and was conquered multiple tindesing its existence, so
warfare seems to be embeddediiwijaya, as evidenced by the Tanjore-inscription,
Chinese Dynasty Annals and the Nagarakretagama.

- Marriages between the Javanase and Sumatran rogfédty the 1T century A.D.
suggest that Sumatra arftfiwijaya were important enough to negotiate with or

waging war against.
Coedeés

The initial ‘discovery’ ofSriwijaya was not, as | mentioned before, due taldimf ancient
ruins. Sriwijaya was first ‘discovered” by George Coedésl@l8 (Coedés, 1918). In his
article he formulated and proved his theory abautempire that existed in Sumatra by
identifying Sriwijaya as an empire. He used written sourceshfsridentification: Chinese
sources such as I-Tsing and Chao Jou-Koua; oldneglan epigraphy in Sumatra and Java;
and Indian epigraphy. Where other researchersééfion identifiedSriwijaya as a city or
king in the texts, Coedés was the first to sugdfest the nameriwijaya might refer to a
realm or mandala rather than a king or city. He does not discusseeen mention
archaeological material in his article, but uselelgowritten sources. These are mostly not
from Sriwijaya itself, but from other authors outside Sira who wrote aboriwijaya.

As a consequence, researchers of this area hawetiyagg to find artifacts to prove
the theory oSriwijaya, instead of finding archaeological matéfiest and then come up with
theories of wha$riwijaya (or whatever the archaeological cultur@asned) is.

One other important problem is thétiwijaya is classified as a ‘thalassocracy’. An émp
based on trade and commerce. As Van Leur (1983: d@5t:

“On the other hand the Sumatran state, a coastd, & ‘commercial power’, a ‘sea
power’ lying open on the river close to the seasirma its might and wealth on the

stapling of the international trade of Southeastfan expansive maritime power...”
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But there has not yet been any convincing evideicich trade and commerce, nor
that Sriwijaya indeed ever had much maritime power. Theoty is based on the written
sources, both local and foreign, without havingniduarchaeological evidence for such
claims.

Another problem arising in Coedes’ article is thee wof dates. He quotes written
sources ranging from laté"entury until the 1% century to claimSriwijaya existed. For
example he mentions (1918: 2) the inscription ofakidapur, which is dated to 608 Saka (684
A.D.). Later on page 5, he uses the Tanjore ingonipof Rajendracola, dated 1030 A.D. as
evidence of another mention $fiwijaya as an empire (Ibid: 5). As a final examplerefers
to the Chinese writer Chao Jou-Koua from th& ¢éntury as a means to clafiriwijaya was
an empire (lbid: 19).

While the world history has proven that certain esgpexisted for centuries without
falling apart such as the Han Dynasty in Chinaher Roman Empire in the Mediterranean,
Southeast Asia, and Sumatra have never witnessdasuempire that lasted for centuries.
There have been dynasties such astilendra, Singasari and Majapahit in Java, the Ksme
in Cambodia, Dvaravati and Sukhothai in Thailand #re Cham in Vietnam, all with their
monumental architecture, but those empires didasitfor more then two or three centuries
at the most, and lacked, unlike the empires sudheasian and Tang Dynasty in China, the
Roman Empire, and the Aztec and Inca in the Ame&si@astrong centralized government.

On page 19 Coedes (lbid: 19) attributes the Matesgription of Bangka and the Sanskrit
Stone of Wiang Sa to the kingdom of Palembang. tmfately, the time of writing is
apparent in Coedes’ article. The option of a coafady of city states or kingdoms does not
come to his mind. It had to be an empire. Palembamght have been a dominant force
during a certain period of time, but other politedso have been dominant. Jambi has taken
over control of Palembang at least once during $hievijayan times’. According to Wolters
(1967: 18) Jambi took the leading role over froneRdoang before 1077. Chinese annals of
different Chinese dynasties, such as the Tangla&ong mention embassies of both Jambi
and Palembang during th® @nd 11" century indicating that at least two polities deted in
Sumatra.

Another aspect of doubt in Coedes article is hidudgon of geographical locations
mentioned by I-Tsing combined with the conqueredntwes of the Tanjore-inscription of
Rajendracola. Coedés considers those countries nmedtiat the very least tributaries of
PalembangSriwijaya. One of the problems with combining I-Tgiand Rjendracola is the

time frame. I-Tsing stayed in Sumatra in th® @entury, while Rjendracola conquered
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Sriwijaya in the 11" century. Names and places might have changedgithiee centuries.

Sumarizing, it can be said that before the disgpwrSriwijaya by Coedeés, scholars in
Southeast Asia focused on ancient texts, iconograpidl restorations of monuments more
than anything else. This did not change after theavery ofSriwijaya. Because of the search
‘from the word to the world’, scholars kept lookirigr places that are being mentioned

repeatedly in different ancient sources.
Dutch Colonial Rule

Another scholar important for studying early Eastratra is F.M. Schnitger. He was one of
the first to actively search for ruins in East-Stndaon behalf of th©udheidkundige Dienst
His books The Archaeology of Hindu-Sumatra and Btiegn Kingdoms of Sumatra
(Schnitger, 1936; Schnitger 1937) are invaluabtestrly records of artifacts or temple ruins.
Besides Schnitger several othegsidentehwere engaged iSriwijayan studies, an example
is L.C. Westenenk (Westenenk 1920), who becamesadent of Palembang in 1920 and
wrote several articles about the ‘Hindu-Buddhistaiese’ of Sumatra. He reports about
‘Javanese’ who built theandi’'s and the statues in his articles. Reports in thental period
about the archaeology and linguistics were madseueral different journals. Among those
journals wereOudheidkundige Verslagemijdragen tot de Taal-, Land- en Volkenkunde
Tijdschrift voor Indische Taal-, Land-, en Volkenkg and Verhandelingen van het
Bataviaasch Genootschap van Kunsten en Wetenschap

These early Dutch reports are invaluable for tre®mn@s and finding of artifacts during the
colonial period. Besides these reports, the Dutsh had several important linguists with
knowledge of Old Javanese, Old Malay, Tamil ands&anto translate and transcribe ancient
inscriptions that were found in Indonesia and thaldylsian Peninsula. The most famous of
these archaeologists and epigraphists were F. Bokch (1886-1967), J. H. C. Kern (1833-
1917), A. J. Bernet Kempers (1906-1992), N. J. K(@883-1945), J. L. A. Brandes (1857-
1905) and J. G. de Casparis (1916-2002). While foeus was mostly on the bigger corpus
of Javanese inscriptions, they also gave atterttotihe Sumatran epigraphical material. De
Casparis, with his book Prasasti Indonesia Il (3}986nvaluable for identification of several

inscriptions in the vicinity of Palembang.
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Indianization

The next marker in Southeast Asian history is: ‘Tinianized States of Southeast Asia’ by
Coedes in 1948. The first publication was in Freacdid the first English translation was
published in 1968, four years after the third editof the French version.

This book had a major influence with regards tothidormation of Southeast Asian
history. The idea of Indianization was not new; KKro(1926;1931) also mentions
Indianization but Coedés was the first who fornedizthe theory of Indianization. The
method of Indianization was by trade ships fromidndVith the ships came the introduction
of the major religions: Hinduism and Buddhism. Hsathought that the Indianization brought
culture and development to Southeast Asia: Theddnts that already existed in Southeast
Asia were transformed by the contacts with Indsmeeially with the introduction of the new
religions. Southeast Asia was subject to changehénrealms of society, politics and art
because of the influences on culture and religibthe Indians. Hinduism and Buddhism
were crucial in that change. Rulers, which wereviptesly seen as ‘men of prowess’, could
now identify themselves with the most important gad the Hindu and Buddhist pantheon:
Siwa, Wisnu and Buddha. The identification with Sjwdisnu or Buddha, made the rulers the
equals of gods and was a way to legitimize thele an divine grounds; they became an
incarnation or avatar of one of those three supregods. This change in society
differentiation was the catalyst for new developteeand was supposed to bring the
Southeast Asian societies in a more advanced fdreomplexity in state formation. The
prime catalyst for more complexity in the Southe@Astan societies are, according to the
Indianization theory, not because of internal clesngnd advancements, but because of
Indian contacts that brought change with them.

This view of the region is still present in Indighe view of Southeast Asia is because
the region, at first, only knew Western scholarstek, Indian scholars who focused more on
ancient texts, joined the Western scholars in stygd$outheast Asia. In present publications,
Indian scholars still refer to Indian and Southeasia as ‘Greater India’. For scholars in
colonial times and shortly after World War 1, Sbheast Asia lies between two greater
cultural areas: China and India. Both are consttldniethplaces of civilization: Both have
histories of birthplaces of religions, both adop#ggliculture and both had advanced forms of
complexity and state formation. Southeast Asiahie tultural area between these two
birthplaces of civilization, without strong, dynasi empires or birthplace of religions.

Southeast Asia was seen as an area where techrenoggulture flowed to from China and
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India. Previous studies of epigraphy and iconogyaphSoutheast Asia in the period of the
‘Indianization’ led to conclusions previously sttd he iconography of statues or scenes on
temples seemed to be different than the same stand scenes that were made in India.
These conclusions strengthened the idea of thdashibat the peoples from Southeast Asia
were indeed influenced by India and to a lesseerexChina and that the peoples from
Southeast Asia ‘were not as smart’ because theyn ste make regularly mistakes in
epigraphy and iconography. The massive amount afigSk ceramics that have been found
on archaeological sites confirmed the believe @keagchers in less complex societies in
Southeast Asia as well, because they did not magellent pottery themselves and had to
import it from China.

The ‘Indianization’ ofSriwijaya was not too apparent however. Up to thespnt, the
concept of Sriwijaya was textual and theoretical. This meanattithe focus of the
Indianization of Southeast Asia went to the betteywn kingdoms in Southeast Asia, such as
the Khmer in Cambodia or tt8ailendra and Singasari from Java. These dynastituped
texts in their own language and in Sanskrit. Theit Imonumental temples with scenes from
Hindu or Buddhist myth and the archaeological rdaarthose dynasties is much larger than

what is known oSriwijaya.

Nation-Building & Cultural Tourism

After World War I, Indonesia became independemnir The Netherlands. Before The
Netherlands united Indonesia, as we now know ithen19-20" century because of imperial
ambitions, Indonesia was not one country. It egisiEindependent sultanates spread across
the islands. The most important sultanates wema fiava, Bali and Sumatra. Every sultanate
expected to be integrated in the discussion andergovent with the newly won
independence, fearing the new government mightrhecdava-centered’ again as was in the
past (and present). A strong nation-building faméied Indonesia was important to the new
government of Soekarno.

From the 1970s on, scholars from countries likeolresia, Cambodia, Thailand,
Vietnam and other countries in Southeast Asia gapreminence and started to study their
own history. Gradually this led to the downfalltbe Indianization theory. The new scholars
wanted to see their own country as more then justitaral backyard of India and China. A
new problem that arises with these native writerthé nationalism of the new countries after

the Second World War and the decolonization of Beagt Asia. The new countries
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developed several strategies to strengthen theaidéainity of the new nations. In Indonesia,

between the 1970s and 1990s, Soeharto develop&itigal Tourism ideology.

“This is perhaps because the Indonesian governmamd, especially President
Soeharto’s regime, has been, among Southeast Asiantries, one of the most
consciously and carefully manipulating local cudisiin order to integrate them into the

national culture” (Kagami, 1997: 62).

The local cultures on Bali, Sulawesi and Sumaésm dhistinctive dance, music, puppet plays
and art which attracted tourists, who had to berésnhed. The Cultural Tourism tried to
promote the dance, music, puppet plays and arhadet local cultures as an ‘Indonesian’
culture. Sumatra has lots of local cultures togrdée into the national culture; The Batak, the
Minangkabau from the Barisan Mountains and the WalaSouth- and East-Sumatra, each
with their distinctiveness from each other and fribra national culture. The discovery of a
maritime empire that controlled most of insular east Asia before the impressive dynasty
of the Sailendra’s on Java was a boost for the Indonesidture and many Indonesian
researchers took the Indianization over and rensablitito fit the theories of grand empires in
Indonesia who took control over other regions irut8east Asia and dominated them for
several centuries, such $swijaya. The careful manipulation of the past waade to let the
past reflect on the present: Indonesia was, angery,important to Southeast Asian past and
present.

One of the theories that came along within the &alt Tourism is the idea of
Sriwijayan art. The style of the ‘art dfriwijaya’ was ‘discovered’ during this period. S.
Suleiman is an expert dgriwijayan art. She examined statues found on Swmatd the
Malay Peninsula in the period Sfiwijaya. She tried to define a unifie@riwijaya’ style of
religious statues spread out in Southeast Asiablihg at similar statues found in Thailand,
Malaysia, Cambodia, India and Sri Lanka. Similagtibbetween statues, even if they were
imported, were attributed tSriwijaya. Suleiman was an apprentice of Bernet Kersmnd
De Casparis and is Sumatran. After the independesfcéndonesia in light of the
‘Indianization’ that affected Southeast Asia ane tiotion thatSriwijaya was a maritime
empire that existed between 600 and 1400 A.D.s#faech for &riwijaya style that belonged
to a great empire is justifiable in a period whénglianization’, and after that, nationalism,

were the viable theoretical movements of the moment
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The First Scientific Excavations & Surveys

Another benchmark irSriwijayan research history is the archaeologicalestigation of
Palembang by Bennet Bronson in 1975 and 1979. éséisarch and his conclusions pointed
towards the non-existence $fiwijaya. Palembang was supposed to be a major ihulot a
capital, and Bronson’s investigation led to beli@tkerwise. He found no great amount of
pottery or other artifacts. The investigation wagportant because it was one of the first
professional archaeological excavations Sumatralndonesia for that matter, had seen.
Besides opening up Sumatra for further archaeddbgiesearch, Bronson also laid the
foundations for scholars for new ideas ab$tifvijaya. These new ideas were tiSaiwijaya
might not the great maritime empire that scholanses Coedés thought it was. Although
Sriwijaya came into existence by convincing ancieritten sources, it was not backed up by
archaeological evidence. Bronson provided evidemitie his excavations that there was no
archaeological data backing up the theory of Cqeitheéss negating or at least renegotiating
the notion ofSriwijaya as a great maritime empire that existadatdeast six centuries. These
claims ofSriwijaya being not the empire most of the scholaese looking for, was not new,
but they have not been properly backed up before.

After the great scholars of pre World War |l passediy, new ideas in the field of
philology and epigraphy gained ground. The newiatsin coupled with the lack of
archaeological evidence shook the foundations a #tholars. Was there really a
thalassocracy or a maritime empire based on traldéions and domination of the Strait of
Malacca? Where is the physical evidence of suchmapire? Where are the monuments and
where is the art that is so prevalent in other Beagt Asian dynasties that did left enough
physical evidence?

An answer to these questions came from Pierre-YWasguin. Manguin conducted
excavations in Palembang between 1989 and 199kame to a different conclusion than
Bronson. Pottery, earthenware and glazed ware shezte found in massive quantities. Tens
of thousands of sherds were found. A minority wdsn€se and the majority was locally
produced pottery. This proved that Palembang, a#tlence in its history, was a big hub or
capital in the timeframe ofriwijaya. Since Manguin, more professional excawati have
been executed in search for more physical evidefioecupation in Southeast Sumatra.

The dating of the site Manguin excavated was dognalbthe pottery that has been found,;
especially the Chinese. Tang, Sui, Yue and Yuatepo{Manguin 1993) is used for dating of

the site at Palembang. Chinese ceramics are e&siase for dating. Since the Qin dynasty
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united China, it unified measures, writing and papmsystems. The different dynasties that
followed the Qin had distinct cultural and mateddferences compared to their predecessors,
making it easy to distinguish the material cultircen different dynasties and making it easier
to date sites where the pottery is found. Besidestasy recognition of Chinese pottery from
different dynasties, it is also vastly more studigdarchaeologists and art historians.

One flaw of the Chinese pottery as dating in Scaghésia is that the majority of the finds
are from surveys or surface finds and not from maded excavations with context and
stratigraphy available.

Besides the fact that not all Chinese pottery s fcontrolled excavations, is it a fast
and fairly reliable dating of the site. Tang, SBgng and Yuan dynasty pottery in various
shapes and sizes are the most common and recolgnfeabon sites in Southeast Sumatra.
The problem | have with the method of using Chinesemics for dating a Southeastern
Sumatran site is the foreignness of the potterywds made in China and exported to
Southeast Asia and in this special case Southemsatsa. The majority of the pottery sherds
found at Manguins excavation were local (Mangu®93: 27). The focus of the scholars is,
of course, on the Chinese pottery for its idertiiaqualities. The local pottery can not yet be
identified as few pottery and ceramics are excavatem controlled sites and there is not yet
and established typology of local Sumatran ceramcspottery.

Physical evidence coupled with textual evidencens way of identifying a culture.
Another way is to study the artifacts in their owontext. Provide the artifacts with their own
history and study them in their own context, sd thair own history speaks to us before we
can draw conclusions that affect whole Southeash Aad theory formation. Grasping an
entire, supposedly very important empire, withowsimof their own physical artifacts, is a
seemingly impossible task and | believe that thatrie of the reasons wilyiwijaya is still
shrouded in mystery.

Thus, in order to give and get a good overview bauSriwijaya exactly is or has
been in the past, we need to give ourselves a s@ioretical framework, something that has

not happened too often in the past.

29



Chapter 3: Theoretical Framework

The New Archaeology wanted to break with traditioreachaeology and approach
archaeology in a scientific way. The most importanticism from the New Archaeology
towards the traditional or cultural history appreagas that it never explained the past. In
1958, Willey and Phillips argued for greater empsham the social aspect, for a broader
“processual interpretationor study of the general processes at work in paltuistory
(Willey & Philips, 1958). The New Archaeology issalknown as Processual Archaeology.
The thought behind the Processual Archaeologyatshi means of a scientific approach, by
formulating a hypothesis and testing it by wayexéavating and coming up with a general
model for a particular culture or site of what Hegppened there in the past and why. One
positive aspect of this new movement in the arcloggcal world are the scientific methods
developed for excavating a site. Stratigraphy, eéxnand the recording of all data found on a
site, together with photographing important aspetthe excavation and the artifacts was all
standardized because of the scientific approacighwled to an improved understanding of
the past.

Archaeology can be considered as a very recentiaddb the sciences that study
Southeast Asian history. Other sciences have, cadga archaeology, a long history in this
region. Especially linguisitics and epigraphistsvéna strong foot regarding the study of
ancient Sumatra. The Sanskrit language has beefothis of many studies, especially in
India. Inscriptions in Southeast Asia contain Sabh$tan words when written in one of the
other languages, making it difficult for the traatsk or transcriber to decipher the inscription,
making the shift to inscriptions that are fully Sknt even easier. Originating in India, it
spread to Southeast Asia and Sanskrit inscriptitange been found on Sumatra. Coedes,
Damais, Kern, Krom, De Casparis, Boechari, Bosdrrdhd and Groeneveldt have done
studies of the inscriptions of Sumatra.

Buddhism and Hinduism originated in India as wsltlae Sanskrit language. Together
with the religions came religious ‘art’. | do nograe with the word ‘art’ in this sense. It
cannot be considered an ancient versiohiaof pour I'art because the religious ‘art’ had its
meaning for the people. It is possible to disceyhistsic changes throughout time, but a lot of
parallels are being drawn between India and diffe@outheast Asian cultures. Hindu and
Buddhist statues or reliefs on temples have baahest and compared to the temple scenes in

India. Mythological stories or depictions of whaipgpened during the reign of a king were the
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most common on temple or palace depictions in S@as#thAsia. Because the religions were
studied before archaeology became a serious danttupation in the 19and 28' century,
iconography connected to the religious depictiorsenalso very important and has led to
many stylistic studies in the past and present.

The last of the other important sciences that maatgnfluence in Southeast Asia and
Sumatra is architecture. | believe that one of ri@sons architecture is so important for
Indonesians is that a primary aspect of managiclga@ological sites is reconstructing temple
complexes. The reasons for the reconstructing building now are that rebuilt temples
attracts tourists. The reconstruction of templegabesometime after 1970 with the Cultural

Tourism of Soeharto as an incentive, together thghinflux of tourists.

Archaeology

Archaeology is not the primary science in Indondsiatudy the past. As said in the
above paragraphs, other sciences have been arowmgerland receive more attention.
Bronson (1979: 396) claims:

“Thus far, no place-name mentioned in the earliem€se sources has been securely
fixed in Sumatra and, as will shortly be pointed, dbe island is securely lacking in
archaeological evidence for ‘Indianization’ or dayeign contact during what is here

called the protohistoric period.”

| have to agree with him regarding the identificatiof the names in the Chinese
sources. However, in the past 15 years excavahaxs been taken place and Manguin has
placed ‘a capital’ ofriwijaya in Palembang during the 1990s (Manguin3)9&ccording to
Ter Keur$ in Muara Jambi, about 92 brick temples or platfetmve been discovered during
recent investigations. Muara Jambi was known ifiegaimes: S.C. Crooke found antiquities
at Muara Jambi as early as 1820 (Schnitger 1937aid® Schnitger also visited Muara Jambi
(Schnitger, 1937). It appears that Muara Jambi alss a capital as archaeological evidence
is increasing since the 1990s.

Bronson mentions different places and names frodigamous inscriptions that
mentionSriwijaya: Six inscriptions namgriwijaya of which three are found in the immediate

vicinity of Palembang; Talang Tuwo, Kedukan BukiidaTelaga Batu. The other three are

2 Ter Keurs, 2007: personal communication.
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located in the northwest, northeast and southdd3alembang: At Karang Brahi in Jambi, at
Kota Kapur on Bangka Island and Palas Pasemahmpuag. All six inscriptions are in Old
Malay and are assigned to 680-690, by dates irS#ka era or by textual parallels (Bronson,
1979: 400). Further in his article Bronson tellsthat the Telaga Batu inscription of 683
A.D., together with thirty minor inscriptions, asmmst the complete corpus of Sumatran
inscriptions in the first millenium A.D (Ibid: 400)he inscriptions mentioned in the above
quote, all put the nam$riwijaya in one decade. Waiwijaya really that short-lived? Did
Sriwijaya suddenly came into existence and disapgukafter 20 years of epigraphy? We do
not know. As Bronson puts it: One reason why thesecedents are elusive is because, in
spite of considerable theorizing, no one has ewekdd for them Bronson (lbid: 399). He
considers the hypothesis that the founderSrafijaya came from outside Sumatra a valid
one (Ibid: 399). To this date, scholars and sciétill argue whether or nStiwijaya is a

Sumatran kingdom or if peoples from outside Sumatied overSriwijaya on Sumatra.

“Sriwijaya shows little uniformity of style, less coection with the comparatively
uniform ‘Sriwijaya style’ of southern Thailand, and none bk tconcentration or
abundance that usually characterizes the fineadrtsajor South East Asian political
foci”(Ibid: 401).

The same holds true for its architectural remaiffsere have been finds of architectural
remains in Sumatra, but few of the first millenniuihere is more, but it has not yet been
uncovered. Most of the architectural remains of 8uwanare in Padang Lawas, but that site is

from the second millennium A.D. (Ibid: 402) andsli@ North-Sumatra.

Peer Polity Interaction

One way to help determine whétiwijaya could have been is the peer polity intéitac
theory by Renfrew & Cherry (1986:1):

“Peer polity interaction designates the full rangénterchanges taking place (including
imitation and emulation, competition, warfare, dhd exchange of material goods and
of information) between autonomous (i.e. self-gougg and in that sense politically

independent) socio-political units which are siabbeside or close to each within a

single geographical region, or in some cases mately’
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Intensification of production and an increase ofgalistance trade are all part of the
peer polity interaction theory. However, interme€iascale interactions between local,
independent groups are often the most neglectedesetve attention (lbid: 6-7).

Information and symbolic exchange are importanthi;n absence of trade in material goods.
Social tranformations are accompanied by incregseduction, which leads to production

beyond subsistence (PBS), which in turn allowstsrgipecialists who work for the elite who

control the PBS. Warfare and competitive emulatitso promote intensification of resources
and interaction between polities (Ibid: 8).

I-Tsing’s statement that, Malayu was néwwijaya (Wolters, 1967:41), may refer to
a conquest or merging of different polities. THigdry fits well into theSriwijaya problem
because there have been numerous claims in theapast the possible locations of the
capitals ofSriwijayan polities. Palembang, Jambi and Kedahewalt candidates for the
capital ofSriwijaya, but no definite proof has been provid&d¢kmono, 1985: 58). After his
excavations in the early 1990s, Manguin placedctystal ofSriwijaya at Palembang for at
least the second half of the first millennium, the capital ofSriwijaya for the first half of
the second millennium still has not been thoroudhgd at Jambi despite literary evidence
and the few excavations and surveys that took plare. | believe Jambi, Palembang, Kedah
and more polities in the Malaysian Peninsula andtéfa Indonesia durin§riwijayan times
fit into the theory of Peer Polity Interaction. Omeist keep in mind that the peer polity theory
was developed at first for the Aegean area, adui@o to the endogenous and exogenous
influences that are being attributed to changeh@nAegean societies. So at some points the
theory might not stroke completely with the sitoatiof Sriwijaya or Southeast Asia in
general. The underlying principle is conceiveddnly complex societies, such as developed
chiefdoms or early states. Those autonomous tealitanits, with administrative centres
constitute a cililization (Renfrew & Cherry, 1988). It is safe to assume thiwijaya, as a
kingdom or state or empire is a complex society.

Going back to the Peer Polity Interaction and @gesal variables, it is apparent that
for SumatranSriwijaya there is a lack of material goods if wensier Sriwijaya to be a
strong, maritime based, trade-oriented thalassgc¥aben lack of material goods is apparent,
as can be seen in chapters four and five, the rdetation of the symbolic exchange and
information flow is important. What exactly is tsgmbolic exchange and information flow

of Sriwijaya?
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| consider the nam8riwijaya as symbolic exchange. According to Bronsahom | have
quoted earlierSriwijaya, based upon epigraphical data found on &emshould have existed
about 20 years before vanishing and resurfacingoappately 150 years later. If we consider
the ‘real’ Sriwijaya to be that kingdom that came into existera bit earlier before the
Kedukan Bukit inscription (683 A.D.), then why dotb® nameSriwijaya last until the 14
century?

The name ofriwijaya can be part of symbolic exchange and imfation flow. The
peer polities in the region which used the nariwijaya as a part in the symbolic exchange
and information flow can be viewed as a socio-galtentity. Not only was the name part of
the symbolic exchange Sfiwijaya or the polities that surround&dwijaya, there was more

symbolic exchange. Manguin (2004: 285) argues:

“However, is it most probable that, to achieve tlegionomic goals, they must already
have commanded some sort of symbiotic relationslifp the gold-producing inland
societies, including those that constructed thé glaves. This in turn implies that
these coastal societies belonged to already congukttcal systems, not far from the
states that would coalesce in the Straits area iatéhe first millennium A.D., and
whose prosperity was also clearly based, among ddlcéors, on the exploitation of a

rich hinterland.”

The exchange betwedmiwijaya and its hinterland is clear, particulargarishable materials
such as NTFPs (Non-Timber Forest Products) andiquecmetals. Together with this
material exchange, there was also symbolic exchatigrigh studies on this topic are
preliminary. There have been some attempts to sthedy symbolic exchange between
Sriwijaya and its hinterland. On one hand, the stadioncentrated on exchange after the
Europeans penetrated the area in the nineteenthrgesind on the other hand the studies
focused on the exchange of religions in the hiatetl Figure 4 on page 35 shows the
exchange of a coastal power with its hinterland averseas trading partners. This figure is
still being used in Southeast Asia for coastal poavel their international trade. However for
Sriwijaya this model needs some readjustment. BatlerRbang and Jambi, both capitals of
Sriwijaya, lay more inlands then this model suggéstfigure 4, “A” is considered the
important site, the capital that controls the traml¢he international theatre. If we follow the
Sriwijaya model, “B” is the important site. Both Ratbang and Jambi lay more then 80

kilometres upstream from the sea. The expectedhiision of sites and artifacts should be
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upstream on (former) or nearby riverbanks up toBhgsan mountains as this model shows.
If “B” is the most important site foSriwijayan polities, what does it suggest regarding
contact with its hinterland (“C”, “D”, “E” in the wdel)?

ACYVYYYYVN mount ains /AANYVYYVYYVYVYYY

>>>>> mountains >>>>>

& e—
to X to x

Figure 1: Abstract Model for Exchange between a Drainage Basin Center and an Overseas Power

Figure 4: Bronson, 1979.

From inscriptions is known thairiwijaya was no stranger to walin the Kedukan
Bukit inscription, the Sriwijayan ruler fulfilled the Sumatran role of washief and
consolidated his state. He allied himself with &hikom surrounding villages and led all the
men into battle against Malayu, to rule the Batélagi River network (Hall, 1985: 83-84).
The Telaga Batu inscription (D.162) also informsofisonquest (De Casparis, 1956: 6). This
means that at least one part of social change avearis apparent in the peer polities of early
Sriwijaya. The warfare mentioned in those inscripti@nd in several Chinese Annals leads to
believe that warfare together with competitive emtioh were important factors in the
creation of the polity system in the Malaysian Reunla and Western Indonesia to which
Sriwijaya relates. One of them may achive politidaiminance over the others unitting the
clusters into a nation-state or empire, but it ddds true for chiefdom societies. The

chiefdoms or kingdoms are autonomous in powerioglat but they do not exist in isolation
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of each other and have much in common. It is nstricted to stratified and ranked societies
(Renfrew & Cherry, 1986: 2).

| believe this statement holds true fSriwijaya, since in the early days &friwijaya,
Palembang conquered JamBased upon I-Tsing’s itineraries it is generallyesgl that early
Malayu had its centre in Jambi, near or at thesroifMuara Jambi (Wolters, 1967:241).

The production beyond substance (PBS) in the Peltly Interaction theory is not
valid for Sumatra. It's soil, as explained in thestf chapter, makes it less suitable for major
population increase than for example on Java. Brorsays about East-Sumatra and later
polities: The historically succesors Sfiwijaya, Malacca, Brunei, Palembang, Jambi and
Banjermasin, were unusually dependent on commercebttaining clothing and food (1978:
40). There was agriculture around to produce faodie population, together with importing
food, but not enough to attain population number lava. What role does the hinterland play
with regards to producing food fSriwijaya? WouldSriwijaya coerce its hinterland for forest
products, food and trade commodities or wdiiitvijaya have a more peaceful, cooperative
collaboration with its hinterland to secure thesde products and food source?

A Coastal State and its theories?

Can Sriwijaya be seen as a coastal state and as suehthalassocracy, i.e. focused on
(international) trade with little to none influence contact with its hinterland? It appears

Sriwijaya is different than most coastal stateshaldssocracies:

“SumatranSriwijayan kings had extremely good contacts withitthinterland, if not

ruled their hinterland. The wealth dfriwijaya and later kingdoms came from
redistribution between long-distance trade andhiméerland. The view taken here is
that Southeast Asia’s response to internationaletraas a reflection of pre-existing

patterns of exchange”(Hall, 1985: 1).

Internal socioeconomic and political networks eadlsbefore the Chinese, Indians and Arabs
penetrated Sumatra. Internal conditions within Beast Asian states changed to
accommodate the increased extrenal contacts (pidkn early type of exchange are between
the highland hunters and gatherers with lowlandidem and sawah cultivation.

A question which then rises and is not dealt withthe trade and redistribution

between polities ofriwijaya, and the trade and redistribution betwéeiwijaya and the
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hinterland. The focus is on Chinese and Indianaiatand patterns of trade because Chinese
ceramics prove the long-distance trade. Architettand epigraphical evidence found in the
hinterland of Sumatra, prove that trade, distrirutand exchange happened within, and
between, polities. But what is still unknown, i€ tthade and interaction between the polities
of Palembang and Jambi with the Batak and Minanglkahvho are the hinterland of
Sriwijaya. s competitive emulation of the peer ipointeraction theory the answer to this
guestion? | believe it is. Different polities s&ivo become the main competitor for trade in
the region. One govermental skill of a succeshandalaruler was diplomacy. He had to
dispossess his rivals of their claims and bringmthender his own influence, and to
accommodate them within a network of loyalties (Wid, 1999: 29). The one who controls
most of the trade and is the most powerful, botlitany and economically, adopts the nhame
of Sriwijaya, as part of competitive emulation and ast mf symbolic exchange. As said
before, different polities in Sumatra sent embasdigring the same timeframe to China for

trade, politics and help:

“The first Sumatran kingdom found in Chinese resof@antoli) sent envoys to China
in A.D. 454-464. A king of this country named Vigsarman, perhaps a Hindu, sent
another embassy in A.D. 519. [...] More envoys wenChina from Sumatra in A.D.
644-645, from a kingdom called Malayu. In the Is¢wenth century a kingdom named
Srivijaya suddenly asserted control over shippihgough the Strait of Melaka”
(Miksic, 2004: 238).

Why would there be need to send two different emileasfrom different polities if
they belonged to the same kingdom? The explandtipichange and interaction is mostly
sought in exogenous or endogenous theories; conititithe hinterland or influences from
India instigated change and or interaction. Evenefentertain intentionality in protohistory,
it is through etic interpretations of different actbehaviour, not through their own emic
interpretations (Barnes 2007: 28yhe most interesting look at change and interaddow
the different polities behaved with regards to eaitter. For scientists occupying themselves
with Southeast Asia, the agency or actor behavisunot always as clear. I-Tsing and
Rajendracola tried to impress people with their wags. I-Tsing stayed for a period of time in
Sumatra and not in India where Buddhism emergedirsit He had to make Sumatra

% The theory of Barnes is with regards to state &iiom around the Japanse Sea in East Asia duringtth
century A.D.
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impressive in order to justify his stay there. Baene counts for Zfendracola. The kingdoms
or polities he mentions in his inscriptions miglat the powerful or even fully independent,
but he mentions them to impress his subjects ancdgm his victories are an important feat.
| feel that the agency or actors and which purptiseis actions had and for who is something
scientists in Southeast Asia do not regard as a®lthey should. More caution towards
conclusions based on foreign texts ab$tiwijaya without the support of archaeology and
without consideration of the actors written therses is something that is very much needed.
Pollock (1995: 245) has an interesting view abalitips and the (Western) view:

“The notion that the Sanskrit poems of polity wereduced to secure a consensus of
false necessity in a contingent set of power mhsti— in addition or to instead on
relying on techniques of coercion — is, as | haiedtto suggest, a mere assumption,

and a exogenous, anachronistic, unfounded onatt th

Pollock further argues that political expressionSanskrit cannot be read off with
social consequences, for example hierarchizatiegeimony, and production of false belief,
or singular material cause (lbid: 245). It is adebfe that linguistic relations are relations of
symbolic power through which relations of forcevbetn the speaker and their groups, but
we cannot assume the nature, directionality, eti@ct negativity of this power (Ibid: 245). |
agree with these statements of Pollock. Especib#ylast statement of Pollock made about
Sanskrit and its functions holds true for Sumadsathere have not been many inscriptions of
Sanskrit alone. Attributing power and elite statdishe use of Sanskrit in Sumatra can be
dangerous for further reseach when other languages used in inscriptions together with
Sanskrit, and coupled with the fact that Sanskrihat the major language of inscriptions in

Sumatra.

Mandala

The other theory that | would like to use for tthissis, but is more regionally specified, is the
mandalatheory of O.W. Wolters, as described in his bobk@67 and in a revised edition in
1999:History, Culture, And Region in Southeast Asianspectives

A mandalais a circle of kings. The map of Southeast Asialwad from prehistoric
networks of small settlements and reveals itseHigtorical records as a patchwork of

overlappingmandala’s In each of them, one king identified with diviaad universal
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authority, claiming personal hegemony over othéesun hismandala who were, in
theory, his allies and vassals (Wolters, 1998: 8)(-2
In practice amandalais a particular and often unstable political sitm@tin a vaguely
definable geographical area without fixed boundaaed where smaller centers tended to
look in all directions for security (lbid: 28).

| believe themandalacan be considered a polity as described by RerdrahvCherry,
only with specified terms for Southeast Asia, amthis case Sumatra. But | believewijaya
on Sumatra is more than that. In early sources 8amas known as the isle of gold by both
Indians and Arabs. The gold of Sumatra was founhénSumatran highlands, known as the
Barisan Mountains. These were controlled by theBand the Minangkabau who live in the
highlands of Sumatra. An idea that fits the inteoacthat took place between the mountain
inhabitants and the coastal peoples is from J. &\(t©95:104):

“Cultural pluralism; indigenous economies that téode characterized by household-
based units of production, community-based econ@mécialization, and competitive,
multi-centred, and overlapping mechanisms for thstridution of goods rather than
monopolies controlled by a single centre; sociatust systems that tend to be flexible
in practice and include personal achievement evharevascribed systems exits in
theory; conflict resolution and political centration strategies that tend to have

alliance formation...at their core, and that may beqglically renegotiated...,”

The only problem with regards to the quote abovéha& most, if not all, researchers that
study Southeast Asian (pre)history believe thatwhg power and wealth were absorbed by
the Sriwijayan rulers was by means of monopolizing trasd trade routes. If we still use the
quote above in relation tSriwijaya and with the idea omandalaas a theory of state
formation, then it appears that two ideas collldiel Sriwijayan rulers indeed use a monopoly
of trade to secure their empire within a circle lohgs, or did they use overlapping
mechanisms for distributing of goods? Caiwijaya be considered an empire if it is a loose
affiliation of ‘city states’, or better saidhandala’s connected by a strong centre that
monopolized some aspect of trade? And when the digel, did another city state took over
the monopoly of the same trade of a different tPatfeso, how did they manage until the
Islamic period? Is there a difference between natgoods of the different polities or
mandala’swhen one became more prominent than the otherra\dre the neighbouring
peoples, such as the Batak and the Minangkabaluded in themandalapolicies? What
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were the goods that they traded with each othem® Were the alliances made between the

polities of Malay origin? Barnes (2007:32) offersother view:

“And success in establishing an ideology of rulgrghat is able to survive in the long
term depends on balancing sources of power so ahgtparticular one does not
overwhelm the other or be turned against the rufjraup to rout them. One tangible
source of power is in controlling the productiondatirculation of precious goods;
another is the creation of believe systems thabfosse rulership; and finally,

performances of ceremonies — which are neither lyiahgible nor entirely intangible

— provide the opportunity of repetition to establisustom and customary thought

surrounding rulership.”

The believe system Barnes talks about together thighceremonies refer to the symbolic
exchange | talked about earlier, but she offersymebolic exchange a place that goes beyond
trade and into the political domain, and researitht@¥ us if that is true.

One of the goals of this thesis is indeed to vesiie of those theories by comparing it
to archaeological artifacts. Can we indeed speak ainfederacy of loose city states or peer
polities with maritime power (thalassocracy) ortie mandala system as described by
Wolters the most fitting way to describe the rulsygtem ofriwijaya? Is the monopolizing
of trade the way to power Briwijaya or was it more the way White or Barnesaléses or a
combination of all three forms? In what way has lierland ofSriwijaya played a role in
its existence and its part on the internationaldrtéheater?

| will try to approachSriwijaya with a processualistic view. As said befothe first
real scientific excavation was as late as 1975. ditvhaeology in the region is booming.
Because of the late development of archaeologlgignrégion, there have not been any ‘laws’
regarding societies evolution. The only ‘law’ tltaimes close to the definition of a universal
one in Southeast Asia is the theory of ‘Indianizati This idea, however, is already outdated
by archaeological, linguistic, and philological @ence. One of the reasons overlapping law-
defining theories have not been in practice in Beast Asia is because of the differences in
the various regions. Southeast Asia is divided brimadly speaking two regions: Mainland
Southeast Asia and Insular Southeast Asia. Withéntivo regions differentiation is high. A
good example of that is in Insular Southeast Abidonesia, Philippines and the Malay
Peninsula fall under the category of Insular Scaghésia. But in Indonesia alone there are
different societies. Java is more alike to the 8mms of Mainland Southeast Asia with a farm
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based staple society and control of water supplire€ambodia these were the basins and in
Java the irrigation networks. Southeast Sumatra mase dependent on trade than on
farming, seeing as Southeast Sumatra’s soils canxie if drained too much of watéron
other islands, there were still hunter-gatheres@her less complex societies that co-existed
with the kingdoms of Java and the trade citieswh&tra. This means that each cultural group
should have its own theories of its existence anding within a general framework of
universal theories or theories applicable to SaghAsia. One problem coming to mind with
this approach is that Southeast Asia has not gougin the same steps of development of
archaeology as a science as the Western archastslbgid. In Southeast Asia, there has not
been a strong processualist movement followed birang post-processual movement as a
theoretical framework for answering questions.

One person that attempted to form ‘universal’ theoiin Southeast Asia is John
Miksic. He has tried, just as archaeologists in déeserica and the Mediterranean have done,
to divide Southeast Asia into periods. The pericige from the beginning of history or the
beginning of state formation until the arrival b&tEuropeans.

“The Protohistoric Period begins with the introdaitof writing around AD 400. The
Early Classic Period begins in the seventh cenduB/, when enough inscriptions and
architectural remains become available to provioleecent accounts of a few areas of
Indonesia. This phase continues until the earlyhteentury, when the civilization of
Central Java came to an abrupt end. Then beginMliti@le Classic Period, covering
the tenth to the early thirteenth century. The LG@@ssic Period lasted until A.D. 1500
and was succeeded by the Islamic or Post-ClassicMiksic 2004: 234).

It has not yet been widely adopted yet by othehagologists in the region. On the
International Conference of the European Associatib Southeast Asian Archaeologists in
2004 in Leiden, researchers, such as Manguin, Wlilsid Glover talked about ‘pre-
Angkorian period’ in their presentations and distoiss afterwards when they talked about
the dolmen of Sumatra. This is defining for theegesh history of Southeast Asia; there is not
a defining time table, or a methodology for namiinge frames, and dynasties covering both
Mainland and Insular Southeast Asia. If there hatsbeen a strong processual movement in

Southeast Asia, can there be a strong post-proglessgwvement? Is it even possible to speak

* See Furukawa, 1994 for more reading about th@agei of peat soil in tropical wetlands on Sumatea’'st
coast.
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of processual and post-processual movements in ath&st Asian context about
anthropological and archaeological theory and m@rémthat originated in North America
and Europe?
Should | focus more on one or more polities and ih&errelations in Southeast Sumatra, and
explainSriwijaya by looking at internal affairs and intetian between the polities, or should
| focus first on broader ‘laws’ that define the pessual movement in order to establish
Sriwijaya, and then look at post-processual appreadhat help answer the question of what
Sriwijaya exactly was?

Wolters, Renfrew & Cherry are processualists, ggyin find an explanation in the
form of mandala’sand peer polities in Southeast Asia. | will usesetheories to define how
Sriwijaya falls into both theories and hopefully éakome post-processualistic ideas to explain

more detail oSriwijaya after establishing its form of governmamid state formation.

World Systems Theory

To putSriwijaya into a global context | would like to dises an aspect of the World Systems
Theory in whichSriwijaya fits. In this theory of Frank (1993: 388j the Bronze Age he
argues about world systems cycles from 1700 B.Qvaots. These cycles consist of A)
expanding and B) contracting. Frank (1993: 389):

“Therefore, cyclical decline tends to mean the tigla or even absolute decline of the
core power. This decline offers opportunities teals, even on the periphery of the
system, some of which advance both absolutely arfthps even replace the previous

core.”

The cycles (Frank 1993: 389) which are the mostasting foiSriwijaya are as follows:
A) A.D. 500-750/800
B) A.D. 750/800-1000/1050
A) A.D. 1000/1050-1250/1300
B) A.D. 1250/1300-1400

Will the archaeology and literary sources strokéhwvhe world systems cycles? Can we link

these cycles to the periods Miksic is trying tonitiy?
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In order to give a good overview | divide Southedsiatra into two provinces to be
discussed separately. In early research histériyijaya caused controversy regarding its
capital. Palembang, in South Sumatra along the ki has been established as a capital in
the history ofSriwijaya, but Jambi, in East Sumatra along the Bgtdari river, according to
several Chinese written sources has been a capitaéll.

I will investigate the archaeological records i® gorovinces of South Sumatra and
Jambi in the next two chapters. For each proving#l imap the archaeological sites that have
been discovered and the sites where indigenousiptisas have been found. | will put the
data of the artifacts found on sites in graphstabtes, to give a clear view of what has been
found and from what age those artifacts are.

Based upon the density of the artifacts and theftamme of the artifacts within the
theories of Wolters and Renfrew & Cherry | will amde whether or nofriwijaya was a
maritime based empire holding sway for six cengyrag a confederacy of smaller kingdoms,
or just one empire that existed within the firshicey of Sriwijaya’s existence whereas later
claims toSriwijaya are just claims and have no connectiothesSSriwijaya of the ' century.

In chapter five | will also briefly discuss the vasnount of foreign literature about Sumatra
andSriwijaya that is available, made by Chinese eyeyest accounts, port officials or annals
about embassies sent to China from Southeast Asad, eye-witness accounts or secondary
reports of traveling Arab traders, and Indian ing@ns, such as the Tamil and Cola. In

chapter five | will also discuss the theoreticanfrework from chapter two in combination

with the data that is gathered in chapter threefand where there is a significant focus on

interaction and exchange with the hinterlandiijaya.

And last, but certainly not least, is the conclusio chapter six whethdfriwijaya is a reality

or a myth.
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Chapter 4: The Archaeology of South Sumatra

Now that we have established the research histayttze theoretical framework | would like
to return to the very basics of past civilizatiotise archaeological record. | will use this
chapter to map all archaeological sites and atsifemund in the province of South Sumatra,
in the time frame ofriwijaya’s supposed existence, i.e. from the fougdof the capital of
Sriwijaya in 683 A.D. as described in the KedukarkBinscription, until the Islamic period
or until the material culture linked &riwijaya ceases to exist. To establish whesrawijaya
was real or a myth, | will need to look at the mialeculture left behind in regions where
Sriwijaya supposedly reigned. | will not only look the capital oSriwijaya, but also look at
other sites that have been reported around Souttat®a. | will map all the sites with the use
of excavation reports that have been published utcl) English, French and some in
Indonesian. The artifacts and their dating areiatdor my conclusion. Most important is the
site where the artifact has been found, in sitaair and the dating of it and how it has been
dated. The artifacts found are pottery and ceramérds, architectural remains, beads, statues
of stone or other precious metals and inscriptidie Archaeological Service of Palembang
has been helpful in dating and identifying sevsitas as well.

Some general conclusions can be drawn from the ic@dbnformation. Sites where
both material culture such as architectural remareramics, statues and sometimes
inscriptions are complete sites and occupatiorkedyl. Sites where only one type of artifact
are found have different interpretations: a worksbo production place, a border marker or
artifacts not in situ anymore and where the coniekbst. Figure 5 on page 46 shows a map
of the archaeological sites in South Sumatra.

This information, in turn, can be used to conclhdev areas were used and for how
long. There are a few smaller finding spots offacts that can be seen as part of a larger site.
These smaller sites will be seen as one largeositthe map and in my conclusichshave
listed those sites belSw
- Candi Kota Kapur and Benteng Tanah are theo§ikeota Kapur.

- Bukit Seguntang, Kedukan Bukit, Benteng Kuto &esnear Beteng Kuto Besak,

Candi Angsoka, Boom Baru, Kambanguglen, Lorong darfulau Cempaka, Pulau

Nangka, Sambirejo, Suak Bujang, Karanganyar andinidks in the Komering River

®> Appendix Il will list all smaller sites, includingxtended information on all artefacts, dates andces.
® See Table 1 on page 45 for a short summary afidjer sites and artefacts found.
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and the finds near Palembang that have no offitraling spot are the site of
Palembang.

- Candi Bumiayu 1, Candi Bumiayu I, Candi Bumidily Candi Bumiayu VIII, Danau
Candi, Danau Besar, Danau Kecil, Danau Lebar and P&@mbung are the site of

Tanah Abang.

Sites in South Sumatra  Archaeological Artifacts
Structures Statues Pottery Sherds Precious Metals Inscriptions Buddhist  Hindu

1) Kota Kapur X X X

2) Palembang bt X X X bt X

3) Candi Binginjungut X X

4) Tanah Abang X X X X X
5) Candi Tingkip X X

&) Jepara X X
7) Lesunghbatu X X X
B) Sungai Lematang X X

Table 1 Sites in South Sumatra, the artefacts found ersites, and the religious imagery found at thessit
have listed the archaeological artifacts in sevéiféérent categories. Structures, statues, potberds, precious
metals and inscriptions, Hindu and Buddhist. Bemdsincluded in the precious metals category. Eatbgory
says something about the nature of the site. Anditere only statues or inscriptions are found teflsomething
different of the past than a site where structupestery sherds, statues and other archaeologititdcas were

found. Hindu and Buddhist are categories baseeligious imagery or religious connotations in ingtons.
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Figure 5: South Sumatra and its archaeologicad.site

This is a map of the sites of South Sumatra. Tmeb@us correspond to the overview given on page
44. Scale: 1:25

¢: Buddhist sites between th& @nd 11" century A.D.

O: Palembang & Candi Binginjungut, sites betweenzthand 1% century A.D., where mostly
Buddhist artifacts have been found.

®: Tanah Abang, site between tHeahd 14' century A.D., where mostly Hindu artefacts haeerb
found.

¥: Hindu site between thé"and 11 century A.D.

A: Hindu sites between the"1and 1%' century A.D.

| have made several categories or distinctions @etvthe sites in South Sumatra from thle 7
to the 18 century. In the first place | have made the ditom between sites from thd' To
the 11" century and sites from the .10 the 1%' century. This distinction is based upon the
Tanjore-inscription from Bendracola and the archaeology from South Sumaiialambi. |
will expand on this theory and distinction furtherchapter six.

The majority of the datings done in this chapter lbased on stylistic resemblances
between statues from Sumatra and India and Jav@hmese pottery, such as Tang and Song

pottery and on dates that are found on inscriptions
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The second distinction | have made is between Hiadd Buddhist sites. One
exception is Kota Kapur. This site was occupiedirduthe &' and 7' century, prior and
during Sriwijaya’s rise. Statues of Wisnu’s have been fourate, alongside a settlement
surrounded by a mote and wall (Manguin, 2002: Bificating a Hindu belief system and an
hostile environment. Afte$riwijaya invaded Kota Kapur, Buddhism made its ante, but
shortly after the 7 century the site seems abandoned, so | have men diota Kapur a
religion in table 1.

Other sites during the™7and 11" century are: Palembang, Candi Binginjungut and
Candi Tingkip. Extensive archaeological remains antkfacts are found at Palembang,
indicating a large settlement. Temple ruins havenbfound, alongside tens of thousands
pottery sherds, the majority being local potterypiaority Chinese pottery, mostly consisting
of Tang sherds. Several inscriptions are also foaride vicinity of Palembang, ranging from
the founding of a garden to an invasion on Javgurei 6 below is a map by P-Y Manguin

covering all smaller sites covering all of the Pabang site.

= Boom Baru
BS = Bukit Sequntang
CA = Candi Angsoka
GD = Gandus
KB = Kolam Pinisi
KRY = Karang Anyar
KC = Kambang Unglen
LJ = Lorong Jambu
MBU = Museun Badaruddin

V
=
Lambidaro

PC = Pulau Cempaka

SK = Sebokinking

SH = Sarangwati

TJR = Tanjung Rava

TK = Talang Kikim seberang

(underlined: excavated site)

Map 3. Main archaeological sites at Palembang, 1989-1991 campaigns.

Figure 6: Manguin 1993. A detailed view of the tesof the archaeological campaign in 1989/1991
by Manguin.’

" Visit youtube.com and search for the video titi8idus Ki Gede Ing Suro. It shows structures of iBgsliro
(Palembang). The video was not made by me.
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One interesting find at Palembang is Kambangungléns appears to be a workshop for
stone and glass beads (Manguin, 1992: 27) and dr@d54 beads have been found here in
various colours (Satari, 1985: 76). The glass beate imported from India, since glass was
not available on Sumatra. Even though the beads mgported, there were also beads used
for manufacturing on site. Kambangunglen has besteddby Manguin to the™7century
(1992: 27). This could mean that contacts betweehal andSriwijaya existed in early
centuries. | will expand on this further in chapset. There are several statues found in the
Palembang surroundings. Buddha's, Bodhisattwa’'s Andlokiteswara’s were the most
popular statues of Buddistic origin.

At the small site of Gedingsuro at Palembang, s¢wmestic refuge has been found
(Bronson, 1979: 402) and at Candi Angsoka chaneaal found (Manguin, 1993). At Talang
Kikim Seberang, iron slag was found in combinatiath late Tang wares (Manguin 1992:
25). Where did this slag come from? Was it logalnt the Barisan Mountains; the hinterland
of Sriwijaya or was it also imported, just as the glasads? | have not found any research
into the history or origins of the precious metugh as the iron slag or bronze statues found
in South Sumatra. Research into previous questioukl lead to very interesting results and
perhaps more information on the role of the hiatedl of Sriwijaya. Besides other candi’s,
artificial ponds and lakes were also found, nanfellau Cempaka and Pulau Nangka.

One conclusion that can be drawn from Palembartigaisit was a locally important
site, with lots of different activities and materi€andi’s, inscriptions, a workshop, boat
timbers, pottery sherds that number in tens of shads, together with all the Buddhistic
statues implies Palembang was a hub of trade,iqeoblnd religion. A lone Ganesa from the
11" — 12" century was also found at Palembang (McKinnon,5198), perhaps indicating
Hinduism was allowed here in later centuries or etbley farmers during later centuries.

At Candi Binginjungut statues were found of Buddina Awalokitesvara, dated to the
8M-9" century. Song pottery from the 18- 13" century also has been found here. A stone
Buddha has been found at Candi Tingkip (Suleim&831209). Both these sites have been
found alongside the Musi River and its large brasc¢land further upstreams from Palembang
more to the mountains. | will expand more on thedrand ofSriwijaya in chapter six.

There are several sites where Hindu statues hauefoend. These are Tanah Abang,
Jepara, Lesungbatu, Sungai Lematang and Palembangof these five sites are only found
in the 11" -15 th centuries: Lesungbatu and Sungai Lemataesungbatu is famous for its,

in situ, yoni at a candi. At Sungai Lematang, Soaamics dating to the £6- 13" century
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were found here. It is not clear what sort of fumtthese sites had. Lesungbatu was probably
a place of worship, considering the yoni and thedca

Jepara was a site where elements of Hinduism veenedf on the candi’'s (Bronson,
1979: 401; Satari, 1985: 77).

Tanah Aban@was a larger site compared to other Hindu sitestioreed earlier. This
site was occupied from thd'g- 12" century A.D. Six candi's were discovered heregthgr
with artificial ponds, statues of Hindu gods asnseefigures 7 to 14, and surface pottery.
Tanah Abang is the second largest site of Southaam
The single largest site in South Sumatra was anftaang. It was occupied from th8 @ntil
the 18" century. However, the artificial ponds, the inptidns, the majority of the pottery
sherds and the Buddhistic statues are mostly ddtorg the 7' to the 11" century. The
inscriptions and the statues give the impressioddBism was the prevalent religion at
Palembang.

After the 11" century, archaeological material diminishes, bateBbang was still
occupied, considering the Song pottery found. C&wginjungut and Candi Tingkip show
Buddhism as the practised religion. Jepara and Wadmang are Hindu sites, where Jepara
vanishes after the T'lcentury. Tanah Abang continues after thd' téntury, to the 12
century, but after the $2century, the archaeological is gone. The cerarfims the 18'
century at Tanah Abang appear to be similar tockramics found at Candi Angsoka in
Palembang (Manguin, 1993). This could indicate TiaAbang and Palembang belonged to a
group of people who shared similar methods of ppteoduction. Figures 7, 8 & 9 on page
50, Figures 10, 11, 12 & 13 on page 51, and Figi4ded5, 16 & 17 on page 52 (Satari, 2002)
show statues that have been found at the candlarsth Abang (also called Bumiayu).
| have left several archaeological sites undisalis$@ese are Air Besir, Candi Nikan and
Candi Teluk Kijing. Air Besir has several statukattdepict Hindu gods, but their dating is to
the Majapahit period, which is at the very endoiijayas existence. Candi Nikan and candi
Teluk Kijing have very obscure datings and desmny in literature, making conclusions

based on it very hard, if not impossible.

8 Visit youtube.com and search for the video tit®dus Candi Bumi Ayu for a video of structureganah
Abang. The video was not made by me.
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Figure 8: Stambha, Bumiayu

Figure 9: Terracotta Lion, Bumiayu Il

50



Figure 10: Siwa, Bumiayu |

Figure 12: King or god, Bumiayu |

Figure 11: Agastya, Bumiayu |

Figure 13: King or god, Bumiayu |
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Figure 14: Torso of a god with Tantristic
influences as seen by the skeletal heads

Figure 15: Terracotta heads,
Bumiayu Il

Figure 16: Terracotta
heads,
Bumiayu Il

Figure 17: Fragments of makara's,
Bumiayu Il
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Chapter 5: The Archaeology of Jambi

This chapter will deal with the archaeology of thvince of Jambi. Like the previous
chapter, I will focus on all the archaeology thas ftheen found and will put in table 2. Most of
the statues of Jambi are in the following museukhigseum Nasional in Jakarta, Museum
Mahmud Badaruddin, Museum Negeri Balaputradewa,eMios Taman Purbakala Kerajaan
Sriwijaya in Palembang, and Museum Negeri Jambi amidi. Recent investigations by
Indonesian archaeologists at Muara Jambi uncovee mad more ruins, revealing more
about the mystery dfriwijaya in Jambi. The sites can be found in téblen page 55, with an
overview of what artifacts has been found and wihet prevalent religion was. The
archaeology ranges from a single find of a Buddtigdiindu statue to (temple) structures and
excavations that contained ceramics and other eobbgical artifacts and precious metals.
Extended details of the sites and artifacts cafobad in appendix Ill. As with sites from
South Sumatra, certain sites that are separatedpiorts from archaeological services in
Indonesia can be considered as one will be listr@ first. See Figure 18 on page 54 for

locations of archaeological sites in Jambi.

- Candi Gumpung, Candi Tinggi, Desa Muara Jambi, JaMibara Jambi, Muara
Kempeh llir, Situs Muara Jambi, Solok Sipin, Soleé&kean, Suak Kandis and Ujung
Plancu can be considered as one site ndvheal a Jambi.

- Batang Merangin, Kerinci, Near Kerinci, Pondok a@dingai Hangat can be
considered as one site naniée inci.

| have left Kuala Tungkal outside the scope of thisis because the reports on the statue do

not have a date or a religion, making determinatmgossible.
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Figure 18: Map of archaeological sites of Jambi.

4: Archaeological sites where Buddhist imagery haslfeend, alongside other artifacts that date the
sites between thé"and 11" century A.D.

O: Archaeological site of Jambi, where Buddhist dfiddu imagery has been found, alongside
artifacts that date the site between thafd 1% century A.D.

A Archaeological sites where Buddhist imagery hasnbfound, alongside other artifacts
that date the sites between th& &hd 1%' century A.D.
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Sites in Jambi Archaeological Artifacts
Structures Statues Pottery Sherds Precious Metals Inscriptions Buddhist  Hindu

1) Betungbedaro X X
2) Kota Kandis X X X X
3) Muara Jambi X X X X X
4) Telukkuali
5) Sarolangun

)

)

)

oM MM

6) Karang Brahi
1) Kerinci X X X X
8) Rambahan

9) Rantaukapastuo

10) Rantaulimaumanis
11) Sungai Aro

12) Sungai Rambut

WM MMM
>
o= - -

Table 2:Overview of the archaeological sites of Jambi. Ventisted the archaeological artifacts in
several different categories. Structures, staju@sery sherds, precious metals and inscriptiomsdid

and Buddhist. Beads are included in the preciouslmeategory. Each category says something about
the nature of the site. A site where only statuaaseriptions are found tells us something differef

the past than a site where structures, potterydshetatues and other archaeological artifacts were
found. Hindu and Buddhist are categories basedebgious imagery or religious connotations in

inscriptions.

There are several interesting observations to leroatable 2, the map of Jambi and the
archaeological material combined. The first obstonato be made is that there appears to be
more archaeological sites in Jambi than in South&rta. However, the majority of the sites
listed in table 2 consist of single artifact sitegween the7and 11" century A.D. Those

sites are: Betungbedaro, Telukkuali, Sarolangumak@ Brahi, Rambahan, Rantaukapastuo,
Rantaulimaumanis, Sungai Aro and Sungai Rambwjurgi21 on page 58 is the
Amoghapasa statue found at Rambahan and Figure gage 58 is the finding spot of the
Amoghapasa statue. At all of these sites, statuBsddha, Boddhisattwa or Awalokiteswara
were found. The only exceptions are Sarolangune &estatue of Ganesa was found besides a
statue of Buddha (Suleiman, 1983:202; Suleiman5198), and Karang Brahi where an
inscription was found similar to the Pasemah anthKapur inscription. Figure 19 on page

56 is the Karang Brahi inscriptions and figure 20page 57 is the actual inscription.
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Flgure 19 Source beeldbank.wsd.leidenuniv.nl (T¥509), location where the Karang Brabhi
inscription has been found. Author unknown.

h .‘J_”_«.’ B0 T e : m .":‘m>‘m
Figure 20: Source: beeldbank wsd Ieldenunlv nl (133511) ov, 1923 41. The Karang Brahl
inscription.
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Two of these sites, Rantaukapastuo and Rantaulimaismhave interesting statues. The
statues found at Rantaukapastuo are bronze staésated in gold (Hardiati, 2002: 142)
and the statues found at Rantaulimaumanis are éretatues (Hardiati, 2002). The same
guestions that were asked in chapter four aboupteeious metals can be asked again with
these statues. Where did the bronze and gold con&fWas it from the Barisan Mountains
or was it imported? Are there in Jambi or in theig&m Mountains evidence of smelting of
precious metals? Answers to these questions havgeatacome, but provide a interesting
opportunity for future research.

There are three sites in the province of Jambevdiiferent archaeological artifacts
were found: Kota Kandis, Muara Jambi and Kerinadt&Kandis is a site very near to the
east coast of Jambi. McKinnon (1985: 26) identifeedronze Mahadewi, Chinese stoneware
from the 14 century A.D., beads, bricks with inscriptions agmld scraps. Details of the
beads and goldscraps are not known. | can not artb@ejuestion whether or not the beads
were locally manufactured or imported and whatdhgins of the goldscraps are. Here again
lies an interesting study for the future.

Muara Jambi is the biggest archaeological sitdamhbi, maybe even the biggest one
in South Sumatra and Jambi. Over 92 brick monumkat® been identified, and several
Buddhist statues ranging from th8 & the 13" century. Chinese ceramics ranging from the
10" to the 14 century together with local wares were also foutwbund the temples of
Kembarbatu, Astano and Gumpung a surrounding wadl @xposed. Within the wall remains
of a settlement were found with beads, earthenaacean earthenware stove (Satari, 1985:
73). Details about the archaeological materiahefgettlement are not known.

The third and last site with extensive archaeolgncaterial is Kerinci. The area lies
in Upper Jambi, in the Barisan Mountains and in &igkabau territory. Pottery sherds and
beads have been found in high quantities (Bon&@4R The beads are dated to th&-12"
century A.D. having similarities with beads from &a Jambi (Francis, 1990: 7; 1990: 227).

It appears that the sites dated from tHeorthe 11" century A.D. are mostly finding
spots of religious imagery; Buddhist statues. Titesssvhere more than one type of artifact
were found contain pottery sherds from th& id the 1% century. Alongside the pottery,
beads and precious metals were found nearby mortapstructures and traces of

settlements.
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Amoghapasa at Rémbahan

Figure 21: Source: beeldbank.leidenuniv.nl (OD-E938&awi inscription on the statue of
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Figure 22: Finding spot of the Amoghapasa statieatbahan (Westenenk, 1922)
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Chapter 6: The Polities and the Material Culture

This chapter will combine the theoretical framewdtrkt has been given in chapter two with
the data | presented in chapters four and five.id@ssthat, | will also give additional
information and data in the form of inscriptionsdasther written sources to complete the
image we have ofriwijaya, together with the possibility of $riwijayan presence or even a
fully fledged polity of Sriwijaya in the Malaysian Peninsula, which is basmu early
literature. | also want to go deeper into the cotstafSriwijaya with its hinterland; the Batak
and the Minangkabau. All these points will hopefulead to a better and clearer

understanding of whatriwijaya might have been.

Evaluation of the Written Accounts

While I try to look critical at written sources as absolute truth of what has happened
in the past, disregarding them completely is nafulseither. In this chapter | will try to
separate the useful and non-useful parts of thg#enraccounts where they correspond with
the archaeological material and when it is relefanthis thesis. The texts can be useful if
they correspond with the archaeological materiahtb If they do not correspond with each
other, a careful, critical analysis should be takerconsideration when dealing with the
written sources. As other scholars such as Brori$6r9) and Manguin (1993) have said:
perhaps it is time to re-evaluate the Chinese ewrittources; especially I-Tsing, as he set the
expectations ofSriwijaya very high, especially after Coedés’ moragr in identifying
Sriwijaya. Another minor problem with I-Tsing as ausce, according to me, is him being a
foreigner in Sumatra. He was supposed to stay @y $n Nalanda. While he did so, he also
stayed in Sumatra. In order to legitimate his stagumatra, he may have had to exaggerate
his story and descriptions to justify his long stayn Sumatra. He tried to compare and
describeSriwijaya in Chinese ways. He referred to one sugreaier and a bureaucratic and
centralized system, as if it were a Chinese Tayig-$orm kingdom, whileSriwijaya is not
comparable to the Chinese Tang Empire of that tifhés misinterpretation of I-Tsing led to
problems with the identification of other kingdorasd islands mentioned in his annals.
Scholars before the Second World War use the phofeet of Sriwijaya and transcribe it
directly to Tang Chinese or the other way arounithaut considering language differences,

mistakes or mistranslations that could have happeneng the late 7 century.
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I-Tsing was, and is, most influential for the epiginists and philologists. His work is
the base of the majority of the scholars who re$egniwijaya, and in that sense, important to
the history of theory formation in the region ofulteast Asia. Culler expressed his views on
textual study in an interesting way: ‘there is mseemly rush from word to world in textual
study’ (Culler, 1978: 130). | think this sentensecrucial for understanding early Southeast
Asian studies. Studies of ancient texts in South&sis exactly did so: rushing from word to
world. The search in the texts was to identify plaand names that could be found in the real
world, instead of studying the true contents. Tisabne of the reasons Coedés and I-Tsing
gained importance: Coedeés laid down the foundatfonsan empire or ‘thalassocracy’ by
putting Sriwijaya on the map and I-Tsing laid down the foations for a massive empire or
‘thalassocracy’ by naming ariwijaya’s vassals and tributaries.

The search for those vassals, embassies and kingher textual sources started, without a
clear understanding of the archaeological rem&nse of these polities have been identified
by philologists to be the same polities both I-Gsand Rjendracola mention, such as the
polity of Palembang, Jambi and Kedah . Howevergmotames of polities have not been
determined as a known polity or archaeological. dtew big and how important those
polities truly are, is still unknown. Perhaps thvegre simple storage facilities along the coast
for merchants to refresh supplies where some ti@ale place, along with a small population
to regulate it or were it indeed previously indepemt mandala’s, subjugated Ssiwijaya to

gain a trade monopoly?

The Archaeology of South Sumatra

There are several key sites in South Sumatra @rathelp us in understanding the polities,
archaeology and the implications$fwijayan presence in the area.
From chapter four we can see at least two very rtaposites, Tanah Abang or Bumiayu and
Palembang. If we pay attention to what has beendat Tanah Abang it appears to be a
Hindu site, opposed to the majority of finds in Sra, that are Buddhist in nature.

The majority of the inscriptions, Talang Tuwo, K&da Bukit, Bukit Seguntang and a
few smaller ones (De Casparis, 1956), that aredanound Palembang, date from tH& 7
century. The statuary of finds around Palembandadhist. Buddha, Awalokiteswara and
other forms of Boddhisattwa’s seem to be populaweler the majority of the statuary and

inscriptions are not in situ anymore. The Dutcleamlier centuries did notify in their bulletins
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and journals where statues had been found, but de#ails are lost or not mentioned, so the
context surrounding the inscriptions and statuaey far the majority lost. This is because
farmers found statuary or inscriptions on theirdldecause of plowing and brought it to the
Dutch authorities. This means dating done by meassylistic comparisons are valid for the
object, but can not help us in determining the exinfor it. The excavations that have been
done in the past are valuable to determine to gonfdne area around Palembang shows us
that Tang pottery and earthenware are numerousmaydbe an indication that the area was
more populous in those centuries than in later siMeother major site that shows decline
after the 18 century is Tanah Abang. The excavations and sarseyfar reveal less material
culture left behind after the Ta11" century in both Palembang and Tanah Abang. lkeiarc
that at least the area in Palembang was still aedugfter the §.10" century, and if we look

at the amount of ceramics sherds after {fd@" century, we also see a decline in the sherds
found. The archaeological material that has beando far proves that there is a decline in

material culture after the TO:entury in South Sumatra.
The Archaeology of Jambi

There are several key sites in the province of Jawell. Muara Jambi is a key site and one
of the biggest temple ruin sites of South-, Easti&wa. Kerinci in the far west of the
province of Jambi is also an archaeological siteave not included Kerinci as relevant for
Sriwijaya, because it is in the highlands of Sumaind is occupied by another cultural group,
the Minangkabau. However, Kerinci could be veryeiesting to investigate further on
relations betweefriwijaya and the Minangkabau.

Jambi has more unique features compared to SouthatBa, or at least, has more
areas in its province investigated by means ofestgwor excavations. Along the Batang Hari,
from Muara Jambi up to the highlands, almost da#ssin Jambi are found along the river
itself or its branches. In the earlier period oba the &' and 9" century, we see the same
statuary that is also present in South Sumatrg, thel statuary in Jambi seems to be made of
precious metals instead of stone as seen in Sautaiga. This could be an indication that the
polity of Jambi already had extensive contacts withhinterland to trade for precious metals,
more so than the polity of Palembang.

The pottery and earthenware assemblage in Muar®iJanof a later date than in
South Sumatra, namely Song and Yuan pottery, wikiffom the 18 to the 18 century. The

increasing density of the artifacts and potterythe first half of the second millennium
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suggest that Jambi, after th®-9 10" century, witnessed an increase in artifacts, twyawith

a decline of artifacts in South Sumatra. Artifagtsrth mentioning here are the Thai bowls
found on several sites in Jambi (Satari, 1985: 73)is is archaeological evidence of
interaction between the Malaysian Peninsula andg®am The Thai bowls, as mentioned in
chapter five, were goods that were valued and éegato Sriwijaya. It has not yet been
established if these bowls were common goods ourfjuxjoods. The archaeology so far
proves that Jambi reveals more material cultuna fiee 18' century until the Islamic period,

than South Sumatra.
The polities ofriwijaya

How exactly did the polities d§riwijaya work and how long waSriwijaya in existence? If
we go purely by the archaeological evidence, tkemms to be a polity around Palembang in
the early second half of the first millennium. Tihecriptions found in controlled excavations,
dated to the late™7century, together with the Buddhist sculpture @adg sherds, tell us that
Sriwijaya was a polity where Buddhism had a stromfluence and trading on the
international theatre was known to them. | agre tie conclusions of Manguin (1993), that
Palembang, was indeed, a capital Soiwijaya during the first centuries of its existenc
However it is remarkable that the corpus of ing@igs of the earlier centuries Sfiwijaya
are confined to a small time period within 20 yeafsach other. The inscriptions fall into
two categories. Conmemorative stones to recordl @ifts or victories, and oath stones to
ensure political loyalty (Wisseman Christie, 19265). The conmemorative stones have all
been found in the vicinity of Palembang and tellthat the polity was calleSriwijaya, and

its leaderSri Jayanasa, with the local titplunta hiyang It was more a religious title than a
political one (Ibid: 265). Jayanasa’'s conmemorateévities have been recorded on three
different stones. The Kedukan Bukit inscription,es a performance of a ritual for leading a
military expedition is recorded, the dedicatioraajarden for Buddhist good works and a visit
to a Buddhist monastery in the inscriptions of figlduwo, and the Kota Kapur of a military
expedition toBhumi Jawa(lbid: 266). The Kota Kapur inscription is found the island of
Bangka. The site can be considered as Hindu besavszal statues of Wisnu’s, as seen in
chapter four have been found, and all statues airéater than the"7 century. The Wisnu’s
proved a link between Mainland and Insular South&agn sites. They date back to the early
5" and &' centuries and have been associated with tradaetatéel early states of maritime
Southeast Asia (Manguin, 2002: 67).
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It could very well be possible th@humi Jawamentioned in the Kota Kapur
inscriptions is the site of Kota Kapur itself. A ridiu site on an island with a high
concentration of tin and access to the Straits afagtas could be a target for a rising polity
such asSriwijaya.

The Chinese, Arab and Indian sources are the amnlyces of information repeating
the great empire dfriwijaya that established its hegemony over Sumatwh the Malaysian
Peninsula. The archaeology so far has not establisim empire ruling for centuries over
Sumatra and the Malaysian Peninsula. The dastijayan embassy to China seems to have
been in 742 A.D. The embassies continue again thfeet " century, which indicate a pause
of embassies of at least 150 years.

In the 14" century we have an invasion by the Cola dynashgeeringSriwijaya and
its ‘dependencies’, many of which are thought topbets or harbors, used Wyiwijaya to
maintain control over the trade in the Straits adldtca. After the raid, it seems that Jambi
took over as leading polity in Sumatra. Written rees seems to support this view: The
famous Tanjore inscription of 1030/1031, with tiet bf places conquered byajendracola,
implies a distinction betweefriwijaya and Malayur, which corresponds to Palengpand
Jambi (Wolters, 1996: 227). The literary evideneerss to correspond with the archaeology
present in the area.

From Chou Jou-Koua (Hirth & Rockhill, 1967), we kmahat Palembang was a
dependency of Jambi in 1225. Is the polity of Jafrdoh the 18-11" century from the same
cultural background a&riwijaya in the 7' century in Palembang?

In China, the name dfriwijaya seems to change during the Song dynasty:

“All Chinese writers have identified San fo-tsi WwiPalembang. The form San-fo-tsi
appears to have been first used in the Sung pefiod.earliest Chinese form of the
name was Shi-li-fo-tsi. [...] San-fo-tsi was the kilogn of Minangkabau, the parent
country of the Malays in Sumatra” (Hirth & Rockhill967: 63).

Coedés and later scientists equate the San-foittsiSriwijaya and not with Minangkabau. It
is interesting to note there has not yet been @dson about the Chinese translations of the
names of polities and to which polity or culturedters to. What does this discussion mean to
identify the contacts dfriwijaya with the hinterland? Is this discussioryorelevant for the
time when Jambi rose to power after Palembang weésated, or does the earlier Chinese

transcription ofSriwijaya also refer to the hinterland of the pe@liof South Sumatra and
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Jambi? There has been much discussion aroundgtweyhofSriwijaya about the Sailendra’
family mentioned in inscriptions from India and daand their presence Briwijaya. The
discussion about thgailendra’s is whether or not they came from Centeada and ruled over
Sriwijaya or the other way around. | will not go dnmuch detail on the indigenousness of
Sriwijaya in this thesis, but hope to shed new lightthe discussion. Hall (1985: 84) says the

following:

“The Kota Kapur version of the Telaga Batu ins¢aptin Bangka invoked two gods:
Ulu, Old Malay for ‘high’ and ‘mountain’, conveyinthe traditional Southeast Asian
perception of the holiness of mountains; and Tamdruah, ‘the god of the Waters and
Sea’, top guarantee the loyalty of Bangka's pojpmtat The Srivijaya kings's
association with these two indigenous gods may lelthe basis for the references to
the titles ‘Lord of the Mountain’ and ‘Maharaja die Isles’ in Arab accounts of

Srivijaya.”

Sailendra means Lord of the Mountains and is symmug with the corresponding dynasty in
Central Java. It appears that Lord of the Mountaiosild also refer toSriwijaya at
Palembang. Bukit Seguntang means Sacred Hill arat Balembang. Mount Meru is the
sacred mountain of the gods of the Hindu pantheorthe title Lord of the Mountain was
important for the rulers to legitimize their rulg bse of divine powers. Therefore it was a
common title and not exclusive for the dynasty antal Java.

| argue that there is a possibility that the Saitarfamily on Sumatra is an indigenous
family and refers to the earlier inscriptions of fate 7' century and the occupation of Bukit
Seguntang bgriwijaya.

Competitive emulation from the peer polity interanttheory might indeed have been
the catalyst foSriwijaya to rise to power in the™century. Purely based on written sources,
Sriwijaya at Palembang conquered Malayu-Jambi soreesvin the # century and Jambi
took the role from Palembarggiwijaya in the 11" century. Regarding the international trade,
however archaeological evidence regarding the fumtquest of Jambi does not exist.
Archaeology has proven that there is an increasetifacts at Muara Jambi and the province
of Jambi since the century, together with a slight change of nameoating to the
Chinese sources, which is also regardefrasijaya. The amount of foreign pottery and the
frequencySriwijaya is mentioned throughout the centuries dmefgn literature lead us to

believe that international trade was very importanthe wealth and strength Sfiwijaya.
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This probably came from the luxury goods (NTFP) dredprecious metals that were obtained
in the highlands and hinterland of Sumatra, frotreotcultural groups such as the Batak and
the Minangkabau. The riverine system in South Stamahd Jambi is vital for the contact
between the groups: The tropical peat forests amagnoves make it possible for larger ships
to go up the Musi river as far as Palembang (MangL887: 344).

Besides luxury goods, the hinterland also had othkrable items such as manpower
and food-supplies. Wet-rice agriculture, similadtwa, while not being possible in East-, and
South-Sumatra, was possible in the highlands ofé@rand could support a much larger
population than could be possible in South SunmatdhJambi. Alliances and control over the
hinterland by the coastal polities of Palembang aachbi should have been more then is
credited so far. Luxury goods, food and manpoweexchange for Chinese, Indian and
Arabian goods were traded. According to mh@ndalatheory by Wolters, rulers of the leading
mandalahad several key aspects to retain control and wnlmmee over othemandala’sas
said in chapter three. Smaller centers tendeddk io all directions for security (Wolters,
1999: 27-28).

These are also means by whicmandalacan be defined in addition to what has been
said in chapter three. However, small adjustmersiaeded to fit theandalafor Sriwijaya.

For instance, | suggest that there were no smdlleseents that looked for security to
Sriwijaya. The hinterland with its own cultural hexjje and political systefhsvere included

in the mandala’sand polities ofSriwijaya, but these hinterland societies were nalsm
centers. The copies of the Telaga Batu inscriptfonsd to the north (Karang Brahi), south
(Palah Pasemah) and east (Sabokingking) of Palegnban combination with high
concentration of archaeology near the sites ofettiescriptions make it clear th&tiwijaya
was in control or at least pretended to have cobmtrather, evenly large polities. If the
hinterland polities already had their manpower #utl-supplies, these polities were also no
smaller settlements looking for protection fromaastal polity, so what exactly outside the
foreign luxury products, made the rulers of thetdrlands willing to almost exclusively trade
with Sriwijaya until the Cola raid in 1025? Was there bgihic exchange besides the
international trade that was important to the hlatel of Sriwijaya and what exactly did it
consist of? If we have Jambi emerging as the lepgivlity from the 11 century and the
Batak and Minangkabau moving towards the east-ramth-coast to participate directly on
the international trade theatre, what does ituglbf the relationship between the polities and

° Anthropological studies on the Batak and Minangkabave been extensive since the 19th centuryeiails
of their systems is beyond the scope of this thesis
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the loss of power from the leading polity of So&tlmatra? Is the moving from Palembang to
Jambi as the leading polity in the™&entury after the Cola raid to gain better actedfie
hinterland by means of the Batang Hari River aadbranches?

The shift of capitals seems to correspond withWhald Systems Theory mentioned
earlier. An expanding cycle, according to Frank9@)9 starts between the years of 500 A.D.
to 750-800 A.D. The first evidence Sfiwijaya, the inscriptions dated to 683 A.D. fall
between an expanding cycle. A contracting cyclieasy 750-800 A.D. to 1000-1050 A.D. In
this period, there are no embassies sent to Clnicidhee contracting cycle seems to culminate
in the Cola raid of 1025 A.D. In the following exmhng cycle, 1000-1050 A.D. to 1250-
1300, Jambi took the role over from Palembang. [Hsé contracting cycle relevant for
Sriwijaya from 1250-1300 to 1450, is when the Islangeriod is starting. The cycles
correspond to the different leading politiesSiiwijaya’s history, including it into the world
history.

It appears that the boundaries and exchange poldetween the hinterland and
Sriwijaya were much more intense and stable thauggested by Wolters and mmndala
theory, which is more fitting for wet-rice agricutal societies on Java and in Mainland
Southeast Asia. Small tweaks to his theory migiy ke understand more of the relationship
betweenSriwijaya and its hinterland and the role both ptyer centuries in international
trade. To fully extract the potential of the peelity interaction there needs to be a focus on
the regional level of exchange and material cultoedween the main polities in South
Sumatra and Jambi and its hinterland before comciuare drawn ofSriwijaya and the
outside world. It is still unknown how Tanah Abafits into the polities ormandala of
Sriwijaya. Was Tanah Abang a separate polity of iaeng —Sriwijaya or did it belong to

Palembang?

Exchange and contact with the hinterland

The discussion about the contact between the @®lif Sriwijaya and the hinterland is a
recent one. Comparisons are made between contétigh& hinterland and main polities
from other Indonesian societies such as the Jagadgsasties. These dynasties on Java
pretended to have control over their hinterlandilevim fact it was minimal. Thenandala
theory of Wolters is based on these dynasties.stdte claimed to have annexed these areas,

but local elites remained in power while paying lagia and tribute to the center. Through the
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support of local elites, could the ruler command tbyalty of population centers in the
periphery of the core (Hall, 1985: 3-4). This preeniis based on Western and Chinese
prejudices that equate advancement with the ewolutf elaborate state systems, where
succesful Souhteast Asian wet-rice civilizationtted mainland and Java are the centralized
polities (Ibid: 3). The classical cultures of Suesist Asia showed little capacity to absord
populations of regions beyond the core. The kegotwtrol over manpower lay in the state’s
ability to form political alliances with the locglbased elite (Ibid: 4).

| suggest we have to distance ourselves from thset&Me and Chinese prejudices
about advancement of state systems in combinatitintiie level of integration between the
polity and the hinterland. It appears tRatvijaya is taking up a unique spot in the histofy
maritime polities around the globe, because it lthdte good contact with their hinterland.
Sriwijaya built its wealth around the goods theyderd from the hinterland and then traded
those goods on the international market. The Hamdy as said before, consisted of two
different cultural groups; The Batak from the NorBumatran Highlands and the
Minangkabau from the West Sumatran Highlands. $¢vexury items from the forests and
highlands were traded with coastal polities. Thept® who are known as the Batak were
never isolated from the developments occurrindhnenregion (Bonatz, 2006: 310). The Batak
were major suppliers of camphor and benzoin, tbegetery early in history incorporated
into regional trade networks. They also tradedatliyeon the international trade market via

cities such as Kota Cina and Barus:

“The rise of Kota Cina on the east coast and themmergence of Barus on the
west coast as ports for the export of camphor agkzdin drew the Batak
towards both coasts” (Ibid: 310).

The highland of Kerinci was known as Sumatra’s been (Schrieke 1955: 99-100)
and it was Minangkabau territory. It is an extreynfdrtile area, where besides rice, other
crops such as pepper, coffee, and cinnamon coulthbaested. Also mineral resources and
forest products played an important role in longtaiice trade (Bonatz, 2006: 310).

Aspects of trade, besides archaeological matdriah Sriwijaya are found back in
records from the Chinese Annals. From the Tang BiynAnnals and th&s’e fu yuan kuen
the 6" century is known that benzoin was a substituteniigrrh in Southern China and it
became a commodity later (Andaya, 2002: 374). F&mu-Jou-Koua in the f2century is

known thatSriwijaya traded in gold, silver, porcelain-warelksisugar, iron, rice, camphor
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and more (Hirth & Rockhill, 1967: 61). | assumestliommodity trading of NTFP’s and
precious metals continued during and afeiwijaya’s existence. In chapter two | have
discussed that South- and East-Sumatra can noiahatdy large population due to the nature
of the tropical rainforest and tropical wetlandsl @ime draining of the soil. Perhaps more than
luxury- and trade goods were traded between edwrdiThe surplus from the wet-rice fields
from the Batak and Minangkabau became the favosoitece of supply (Andaya, 2002: 388).
Could this be an indication that food was a sofwcérade as well foSriwijaya?

We have now established that there were intensinéacts betweefriwijaya and its
hinterland. How did it affect the polities and tedas with each other? What were the
dynamics between them from the momitvijaya rose to power until the Islamic period?
There is one interesting moment that really defitres importance of the hinterland for
Sriwijaya which is when the capital of shifts froralPmbang to Jambi somewhere during the
11" century. A few centuries late§riwijaya as name for the polities in South and East
Sumatra disappear and Malayu appears. In teat®i 14 centuries Malayu appears in
Indonesian and Chinese records and the importainttee dambi hinterland of Minangkabau
unfolds itself, together with the fact that in 12R8lembang was a dependencySoivijaya
(Wolters, 1996: 234).

In 1079, the center of the polity was moved fronleRédbang to Jambi on the Batang
hari. The Cola raid on Sumatra aSdwijaya affected not onlySriwijaya, but also the
hinterland ofSriwijaya; the Batak and Minangkabau territories.pfgximately fifty years
after the Cola invasion, the shifting of the capitSriwijaya from Palembang to Jambi was
complete (Wolters, 1967: 239). The Batak and Mikabgu traded minerals, such as gold
and tin, and NTFP’s with ports at the West coast Bast coast. It is not clear whether
Sriwijaya at Jambi, can be considered the s&mwijaya at Palembang in earlier centuries
and if the Jambi polity gained a trade monopolgrsijaya was supposed to have before the
Cola raid of 1025 A.D. Is the moving of the capparhaps a reaction to the Cola invasion
and to the swift from the trade to the North-Eastst and West-coast of Sumatra?

After the fall of Palembang as capital $fiwijaya in 1025, the peoples from the
Sumatran highlands sought new harbors from whexg tlould interact on the international
theatre. The Tamil merchant guilds establishedra¢y®rts in North-Sumatra and the Thai-
Malay Peninsula (Miksic, 2004: 247). The Batak afidangkabau entered the international
trade directly, instead of indirectly, after thapital ofSriwijaya at Palembang was sacked by
the Cola. However did it mean that the Batak andavigkabau were active actors in the

relationship withSriwijaya and that they acted swiftly if the dynansttanged?
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| suggest that the Batak and the Minangkabau wéesady incorporated in the
international trade, as soon as India and Chingodered the Southeast Asian products, such
as gold, tin and the NTFP’s. It is possible thawijaya maintained an equal relation with its
hinterland in order to keep the trade goods flowingtheir own markets, and on the
international market. Based on the evidence gathier¢his thesisSriwijaya did not coerce
its own hinterland, because it was dependant ohiitierland for the luxury products, food
and manpower. The Cola invad8dwijaya and subjugated its hinterland, togethethvthe
establishment of Tamil merchant guilds on the Nerémd West-coast on Sumatra. It appears
the Cola tried to access the trade goods from Santitectly, without the intervention of
Sriwijaya. This, however, did not last long, 50 yeafter the Cola raid, the Chinese report
that Jambi took over the role from Palembang. lelel the reason for this shift towards
Jambi, is easier access to the trade goods ofitieerland, by means of the Batang Hari and
its branches. The question which then rises ithdgolity of Jambi the same polity as the one
from Palembang before the Cola raid in 1025 A.Disothe polity of Jambi different then
Palembang?

Another aspect of interest are the precious métalsd on Sumatra. Several statues
were made of gold or bronze. Did those precioualmebme from the Barisan Mountains or
Bangka. What can they tell us about a relationbkigeen the hinterland aSdwijaya?

Could these relationships with the hinterland eerttason the main hub $fiwijaya is not in
place ‘A’ in figure 4 on page 35 but in place ‘BShould a new exchange model be developed
for Sriwijaya where the hinterland appears more imparéeudl the main hub on the model lies

inland and not at the coast?

Kedah asSriwijaya

Kedah has been an important candidateSfawijaya for a long period of time. However, in
recent times, it has been deconstructed as a pdlfisiwijaya. There are several reasons why
philologists thought that Kedah w&siwijaya. I-Tsing, as mentioned earlier, hints adéh
being ofSriwijaya. But most importantly, a stele has beamnf, called the Ligor 3 Stone:

“Ligor Stone Inscription of Saka year 697 (775 A.Orom Malaysia. The
inscription was discovered at Ligor, to south af Bay of Bandon. It is written

in late Brahmi. It commemorates the erection giléribrick edifice enshrining
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Padmapani, Buddha and Vajrapani. This edifice wastructed by King Visnu,
the Sailendravamsaprabhu and lord of Srivijayaipdthi, 2003: 271).

The Ligor 3 inscription has two sides to it. SideaAd Side B. Both sides have different
dating. Side A is dated to 775 A.D. and side Bassure. There are a few theories about the
Ligor inscription. The stele is dated to 755 anel ithscription to 1230 A.D. The stele has two
sides. Coedés (1959) suspected that the two sides written at different times. The king
mentioned on side A is king Dharmasetu. Anothegksnmentioned on side B. A Sailendra is
mentioned on side B and the earliest date at whechan be placed is between 778 and 782
(Jacg-Hergoualc’h, 2002: 245).

It is known thatSriwijaya commemorated temples or gardens in a Bistidashion in more
places than its own homelargtiwijaya-sponsored temples were built in Gangzh8ang
dynasty), Negapatam (Cola dynasty) and on the Camndel coast of India around 1000 A.D
(Miksic, 2004: 247). These stones certainly did moean thatSriwijaya conquered
Guangzhou and Negapatam, so a stele or inscriptir@miscommemorates a brick edifice, a
temple or a garden is not evidence $ravijaya conquered Kedah.

If we look at the archaeological material that ét lbehind at Sumatr&riwijaya
(Jambi and Palembang) and at Kedah, we see adiitff@assemblage for material culture.
Early Kedah sites are rich in Zhejiang wares, vétfiew Changsha sherds. Southern Thai
sites, associated witfriwijaya on epigraphic grounds, like Takuapa, Chaia Nakhon Si
Thammarat, yield a complete assemblageodéhtury wares. It is typical Southern Thailand;
olive-green wares, Changsha, white wares, Sasstamoit etc. These differ from those found
at Palembang in the"8- 9" century, which are olive-green Guangdong and aifehated
Middle-Eastern sherds (Manguin 1993: 35).

The Ligor Stone and the archaeological temple raim$ sites found in Kedah were
suspected to be Sfiwijayan style, both artistically and architectilyaThis was purely based
on the writings of I-Tsing, endracola and other Chinese and Arabian sourcesméntion
that Sriwijaya had dependencies on Sumatra and the MalayBeninsula together with
Coedes’ theories regardifgiwijaya: a thalassocracy that dominated the tiadée Strait of
Malacca and ruled over Sumatra and the MalaysianinBeala. It was not based on
archaeological material that had been left behindboth regions that have a similar
assemblage. A strong example of such assumptidnsSthuhaimi (1990: 70):
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“It seems that Srivijaya imposed its hegemony owesressettlements that had
already developed their own artistic, cultural aredigious traditions and their
own trading patterngmy ltalics]. These polities and settlements haol\eed as
the result of an increase in shipping activitiemglthe coasts both of the Malay

Peninsula and of east Sumatra.”

If these settlements already had their own traadtiand trading patterns and there are no
similarities between the archaeological materigbofatrarSriwijaya and the archaeological
material of Kedah, how come that philologists fallthe ancient texts without any critique
and are looking for a strong, maritime, trade-bamagire that controlled the most of the
Straits of Malacca?

Kulke (1993: 176) says the following about that sjien:

“Archaeological research during these last years hevealed no more
architecture and sculpture related to Srivijayanthvhat can be found in the city
states of the Peninsula, and we are practically that this situation will never
be contradicted by some spectacular discovery.€eTiseno art of Srivijaya, this
was a concept made out of whole cloth by histor#rest in search of labels, a
concept that was unfortunately inspired by thaliearerroneous concept of an

empire of Srivijaya that never existed.”

| agree with Kulke. By looking at the material atid differences in artifacts and different
pottery/earthenware assemblages and the differandesnple ruins, there appears to be no
connection betweefiriwijaya on Sumatra and the polities on the MalagsPeninsula. The
sites where temple ruins have been found on Supfaa@dang Lawas, Kota Cina and Barus,
are not in theSriwijaya core area. The temple ruins that have Heand in Jambi and South
Sumatra bear no resemblance with Indian or Malayt&mple ruins.

It appears that the connection betwe&iwijaya and the Malaysian Peninsula has
other motives besides history. In chapter thrg@ke about a need for Indonesians to have an
empire on Indonesian soil that lasted many cerguaied | suggest the ideas of Kedah as a
dependency ofriwijaya andSriwijaya as a thalassocracy that ruled Southeait isssuch a
need. Soeharto’s Cultural Tourism also played & ipathe shaping ofriwijaya as a great
empire from Indonesia. There was a need to haveaaly empire in Southeast Asia that

controlled most of the area arsdiwijaya was a perfect candidate for it. After Imdsia
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became independent from The Netherlands, natiddibgi was important and unity in
diversity became Indonesia’s motto. Attention foe hation-building was placed on cultures
and legacies of the past of which all Indonesiaosld be proud of such as Sailendra,
Singasari, Majapahit artiwijaya. Sriwijaya is important for nation-building becausenias

a very early empire that supposedly controlled $teaits of Malacca and more, making
Indonesia a major player in the early history otitheast Asia and beyond. Nation-building,
Cultural Tourism and scientists mafgwijaya important for Sumatra and Indonesia. This
has resulted in numerous contemporary linkSriwijaya, such as the airport at Palembang
and a football club called F.Griwijaya also at Palembang, underlining the impacta of

Sriwijaya for Sumatran people and for Indonesiangeneral.
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Chapter 7: Conclusion

After looking at the archaeology in South Sumatral @ambi, | have come to a bold
conclusion. | suggest th&tiwijaya did not last six centuries; from th& entury to the 14
century. There is not enough archaeological evidethat supports that view. There are
significant archaeological material and artifacts/arious polities around modern day cities.
Palembang in South Sumatra was a polity, and ptgbBénah Abang as well, although
archaeological material is not yet conclusive abthig site. In Jambi, Muara Jambi and
Kerinci were polities, where Kerinci was not a ppbf Sriwijaya, but from the Minangkabau.
Archaeological material and artifacts support tir@wthat Palembang was a main polity in
the 7 to the §' century but was less populated after the Cola iaidl025 A.D.
Archaeological material suggests an increase dfaeis from the 14 century in Jambi
compared to earlier centuries.

Considering the Chinese sources during the Songdet appeared that the polity of
Jambi took the role from Palembang, or ruled ovaefbang from at least 1079 A.D. and
became the main polity on Sumatra. The decreasartdfcts in South Sumatra and the
increase of artifacts in Jambi correspond to thaoty. With the exception of Tanah Abang
and Kota Kapur, where Hindu statuary and temple® lheen foundSriwijaya appears to be
Buddhist in nature by looking at the statuary foamd the references in the early inscriptions
found around Palembang and Jambi. I-Tsing, togethtr steles that commemorate new
temples or gardens donated $ywijaya in Guangzhou, Negapatam and Kedah confirat
Sriwijaya was mainly Buddhist.

The hinterland was incorporated in the internatidrede as soon as the polity of
Palembang made their entrance on the internatior@aket with India and China as main
trade partners. Gold, to a lesser extent tin, am&Ms were the main trade products from
Sumatra that found their way to the internationakrket. It appears that the polity of Jambi
was more in direct contact with its hinterland,rthihe polity of Palembang a few centuries
earlier. This was probably a reaction after theaQalid in 1025 A.D. and the founding of
Barus and Kota Cina afterwards. Barus and Kota @Gieie also centers that traded with the
Batak and Minangkabau for the products for thedndand Chinese markets. Jambi tried to
come into direct contact with their hinterland byans of the Batang Hari, which is much
closer to the homelands of the Batak and Minangkahan the Musi River in South Sumatra.

Around Muara Jambi no inscriptions have been fotlvad relate to the polity of Jambi from
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the 10"-11" century until the 18-14™ century, only sources from outside Sumatra refer t
Jambi as &riwijayan polity. However, the spelling Sfiwijaya in Chinese changes as Jambi
becomes the main polity of Sumatra. The changintdp@mhame of a polity in China, together
with the relocation of the supposed capital in coration with the emergence of Jambi as
that capital and main polity disputes the contipoitSriwijaya.

The rise and fall of the polities Sfiwijaya at Palembang and Jambi correspond to the
expanding and contracting cycles of the World Swysté&heory. Nation-building, together
with Cultural Tourism keeps the idea alive Sfwijaya as a strong thalassocracy that ruled
the Straits of Malacca. This is a problem in tieréiture, aSriwijaya, at first glance, appears
to be a strong thalassocracy. After delving deepir the subject, controversy rises over
Sriwijaya and what it once was. Epigraphical anchimgraphical sources and their research,
which have longer history than archaeology in Seash Asia, receive more attention than
archaeology. These sources, mostly foreign, m$eijaya appear bigger than it was,
trapping readers and academics in biased viewganck of something that may not have
existed.

There has been no research in the local potteryeartienware found at excavations
in Jambi and South Sumatra. | suggest that a tggadod chronology of the local pottery and
earthenware from controlled excavations might givdefinite answer ifriwijaya continued
from Palembang to Jambi. If there is a differersieasblage at Palembang compared to Jambi,
we might indeed conclude th&tiwijaya was not a thalassocracy that ruled thaiStrof
Malacca, the seas of Southeast Asia, and othetig®olon Sumatra and the Malaysian
Peninsula for over six centuries, but rather atpod kingdom that played a very important
role in bringing valued trade goods, such as giidand NTFP’s from the highlands, to the
international market. There is no archaeologicabpthat Sriwijaya ruled over the polities
listed by I-Tsing and Bendracola, cutting the ‘empire’ 8fiwijaya down to Sumatra only.

Hopefully, future research and controlled excavetiavhich places emphasis on the
archaeology, context of the artifacts, and esplgdatal products, will give a definite answer
whether or noSriwijaya was the polity at Palembang from tHecentury until the Cola raid,
or if Sriwijaya was a thalassocracy, the polity from tifecentury until the Islamic period,
with a shift of capitals from Palembang to Jamherthe Cola raid and the subsequent

rebuilding of the precious trade emporium previgul|Palembang.
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Appendix I: Glossary

Awalokiteswara: A boddhisattwa who postpones his ascension taBado help the people
on earth.

Boddhisattwa: A person striving to attain enlightment accordiag@guddhist teachings.
Candi: Originally the Indonesian word for stupa. A stupan mound-like structure where
suppossedly relics from Buddha were kept, origntatrom India. At present the word candi
is interchangeable for structure and temple, withioe Buddhist connotation attached.
Danau: Lake in Indonesian.

Makara: An aquatic animal in Hindu mythology, a crocoditedolphin, that is the vehicle of
Ganga or Varuna. Usually makara’s can be foundrapte entrances or niches in temples.
Mandala: The Sanskrit word for magic circle. In Southeasian archaeological context it
refers to a polity or a kingdom with other, likeejpolities or kingdoms as neighbors.
Nandi: A bull in Hindu mythology. It is the animal whidiwa uses as his vehicle.
Non-Timber Forest Products: A term used in environmental studies referringroducts
from forests, for example fruits, incense or ivalmost all uses from forests except timber.
Pulau: Island in Indonesian.

Thalassocracy: Deriving from ancient Greek, whetlealassameans sea aridateinmeans to
rule. It refers to maritime realms, originally imet Mediterreanean, who have maritime power
and a strong navy but little control over theirtenand.

Wairocana: A Buddha of the form Dharmakaya.
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Appendix Il: Archaeological Sites & Artifacts of 8ih Sumatra

Air Begir: Three statues have been found here. The firtilesia Wisnu and dated to the
Majapahit period; 14-1century, height 57 centimeter. Current locatioruskum Nasional,
Jakarta (Inv. N0.6032) (Shuheimi 1984: 396-397) $hcond statue is Brahrand dated to
the Majapahit period; 14-1’50entury, height 55 centimeter. Current locationusgum
Nasional Jakarta (Inv.N0.6033) (Shuheimi 1984: 398). The third statue Kiwa and dated
to the 14-18 century, Majapahit period, height 50 centimetenrrént Location: Museum
Nasional Jakarta (Inv. No. 6034) (Shuheimi 19848,3oekmono 1973: 97 gmb 33).

Kota Kapur

Candi Kota Kapur (Bangka), Kota Kapur, Mendo Barat, Bangka. It isliadu Candi and
dated by C14 to the"6century. This site is prériwijaya. EFEO, Pusat Penelitian Arkeologi
Nasional, Balai Arkeologi Palembang and Balai Atkgo Yogyakarta excavated here in
1994. Four stone statues have been found at KoparkKdhe first statue is a fragment of a
body of Wisnu, 19,5 centimeters, current locatigiiseum Nasional Jakarta (Inv. No. 6313),
and dated to the 6™7century. The second statue is a fragment of Witated to the 617
century, 17 centimeter, current location: Balai dglogi Palembang. The third statue is
Wisnu dated to the 6¥7century, current location: Balai Arkeologi PalembaThe fourth
statue is a fragment of feet/legs of Mahadewi Cdndl7 centimeters high, current location:
Museum Negeri Balaputradewa, and dated to th® &efitury.

Benteng Tanah (Bangka), Kota Kapur, Bangka. It is a fort or mdtas dated by C14 to the
6™ century. This site is prérwijaya (Manguin, 1993).

Palembang

Benteng Kuto Besak: Bodhisattwa, height 17,5 centimeter, datedth&-:ﬁntury. Current
location: Museum Gemeente Palembang.

At the Mus River near Beteng Kuto Besak: Wairocana has been found here, height 12
centimeter, dated 8'9century. Current location: A. Van Doorninck ei.JWilton van
Reede.

Boom Baru, an inscription from the"7century has been found here.
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Bukit Seguntang, Eleven statues have been found here alongsi@ée atbhaeology. The first
statue is Buddha, height 360 centimeter, and datede 6-7' century (Krom 1931: 29-33,
Suleiman 1980: 14, Sastri 1949: 103, Schnitger 1933, Shuheimi 1979: 33-40; 1984: 265-
266). Current location: Museum Mahmud BadaruddjnPlembang. The second statue is
Buddha, height 16,5 centimeter, and dated to tB& @entury (Scheurleer & Klokke 1988:
108, Shuheimi 1984: 256). Current location: H.Jedrricy. The third statue is Buddha,
height 17 centimeter, and dated to théhYC-Bntury (Scheurleer & Klokke 1988: 107). Current
location: Rijksmuseum Amsterdam (Inv. No. 196). Tloairth statue is the head of a
Bodhisattwa, height 16 centimeter, and dated to #&' century (Suleiman 1981: 42).
Current location: Rumah Bari, Inv. No. A.4, PalemypaThe fifth statue is Awalokiteswara,
height 9,5 centimeter, and dated to the"7entury (Schnitger 1937: 3, Shuhaimi 1984:
304). Current location: J.L. The sixth statue isalokiteswara, height 8,5 centimeter, and
dated to the 7-8 century (Shuhaimi 1984: 304, Sgknil937: 3). Current location: Museon,
Den Haag (Inv. No. 6677).. The seventh statuefragment of Awalokisteswara, height 78
centimeter, and is dated to the 8-@ntury. Current location: Rumah Bari. THeRatue is
Wairocana, height 17 centimeter, and dated to 88 8entury. Current location: Museum
Negeri Balaputradewa The nineth statue is the béadBuddha, height 14,5 centimeter, and
dated to the 89 century (Schnitger 1937: 3). Current location: RhnBari, Inv. No. A.34,
Palembang. The tenth statue is Jambhala, heighGisentimeter, and dated to the 1011
century (Shuhaimi, 1984: 335-336). Current logatidluseum Nasional Jakarta. The
eleventh statue is the head of a Bodhisattwa, h&gicentimeter, and is dated to the"8-9
century. Current location: Museum Negeri Balapugvaa, Palembang.

At Kolam Pinisi (foot of Bukit Seguntang) boat tierls have been found. C14 dates those
timbers to 5-7 century A.D. In 1984 a survey was sent to BukijBeang. Tang sherds were
found here from the"™89™ century. A waterpitcher from the #.2" century (Satari, 1985:
75) and a fragment of a Buddhist monument was disocovered on the slopes of Bukit
Seguntang (Manguin 1993).

Candi Angsoka, Palembang. It is a buddhist sanctuary. It isdl&te650-850 by C14 method.
At Candi Angsoka, a floor was excavated which yedlderamics and charcoal. The charcoal
was dated with C14 to 650 — 850 A.D (Manguin 1983sults of the excavations at Mahmud
Badaruddin Museum and Candi Angsoka in 1990-199% weerwhelming; 55,000 artifacts
of which 38,000 were local and around 10,000 imgmbrteramics sherds (Manguin, 1993:
27).
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Gedingsuro, Kuto Gawang. This is a Buddhist site. It is datedhe 7" — 158" century. Five
stone statues have been found at this site. Tétestatue is Buddha, 10 centimeters high. Not
a known date. The second statue is Buddha, 4,hoeets high. Not a known date. The third
statue is Buddha, 10 centimeters high Not a knoate.dThe fourth statue is Buddha, 8
centimeters high. Not a known date. The fifth staisi a fragment of a Bodhisattwa, 118
centimeters high, current location Museum Mahmudasaddin 1l. The dates vary from 8-
10" century to the 12-1Bcentury (Schnitger 1937: 2; Shuhaimi 1984: 343)3&4&tensive
deposits of potsherds and other domestic refusealsasbeen found here (Bronson, 1979:
402).

Jalan Mayor Rudlan in Palembang. A stone statue dbaneg has been found here and dated
11-12" century (McKinnon 1985: 18). Current location: Musn Mahmud Badaruddin I,
Palembang.

Kambangunglen, llir Barat Il, Palembang. It is a workplace folose and glass beads
(Manguin, 1992: 27). It is dated to th& entury. This site is nearby Bukit Seguntang and
Karanganyar. The beads are from both glass ane stah are found in association with Tang
ceramic sherds and local wares. Around 2454 beads been found here in various colours
(Satari, 1985: 76).

Kedukan Bukit, llir Barat (Il), Palembang. It is an inscripti@amd dated to the"7century
and is the evidence of the founding $fiwijaya. A stone fragment of the head of a
Bodhisattwa also has been found here. It is datelet 8-9' century, 21 centimeters high.
Pulau Nangka, Karanganyar, Palembang. It is an island and datéue 7' century. This site

is connected with Kedukan Bukit and Kambanguglen.

Pulau Cempaka, Karanganyar, Palembang. It is an island and datede 7' century. This
lake is connected to Kedukan Bukit and Kambangugkerial photopgraphy in 1984
revealed a pond with two small islands in the maddh brick structure was found on the
larger island. Tang and Song ceramic sherds hastedben these islands (Satari, 1985: 76).
Sambirg o, Mariana, Palembang. On this site an old boatfaasd and dated by C14 to 610
— 775 A.D.

Suak Bujang, llir Barat (), Palembang. It is artificial ditcand dated to thé"century. This
site is connected with Kedukan Bukit and Kambangug|

Talang Kikim Seberang, Palembang. Exclusively late Tang wares togeth#r ion slag
and glass beads were found here (Manguin 1992:2%endiwas also uncovered (Satari,
1985: 76).
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Talang Tuwo, Talang Tuwo, Sukarami, Palembang. This site ¢osita Buddhist inscription
which is dated to the™7century. It is called the Talang Tuo inscriptiorlalated to 684 A.D.
Another one has been found here and is called galalml, Sukarami, Palembang. Itis a
Buddhist inscriptiorand dated to the™century.

Telagabatu, llir Timur (I1). It is an inscription and dated the 7' century. The inscription is
called Telaga Batu.

Near Palembang: Four stone statues have been found here. Thesfagie isSiwa dated to
the 8-9" century, 77 centimeters high, current location:sklum Nasional Jakarta (Inv. No.
6031). The second statue is Awalokiteswara datetied-9" century, 20 centimeters high,
current location: Museum Nasional Jakarta (Inv. N@24/C104). The third statue is
Bodhisattwa dated to the &'9century, 19 centimeters high, current location: sklum
Nasional Jakarta (Inv. No. 6034/C103). The fourtdte is Wajrapani dated to the 8-9
century, 46 centimeter high , current location: Blus Nasional Jakarta (Inv. No. 6611)
(Suleiman 1980: 36-37 gmb. 16).

At the Komering River mouth at Palembang: The first statue is Buddha dated to the™8-9
century, 37 centimeters high, current location: dum Nasional Jakarta (Inv. No. 6023)
(Suleiman 1981: 41). The second statue is Awalskitga dated to the 89century, 47
centimeters high, current location: Museum Nasidadhrta (Inv. No. 6024) (Suleiman 1981
41, Jacqg-Hergoualc’h 1992: 246-247, Nik Hassan 8imih1984: 315). The third statue is a
fragment of the body of a Maitreya and is datedht 8-9" century, 24,5 centimeters high,
current location: Museum Nasional Jakarta (Inv. 6@25) (Suleiman 1984: 331).

Lorong Jambu, Palembang, A sizable amount of™1® 13" century wares were found here
(Manguin 1993: 27).

Candi Binginjungut

Candi Binginjungut, Muarakelingi, Palembang. This site consists ofame finds and it is
dated to the 8 — 13" century. The 89" century dating comes from a Buddha and an
Awalokiteswara statue and the™03" century from Song pottery. The Awalokiteswara is
dated to the 8'9century, made of stone and 172 centimeters higiheit location: Museum
Nasional Jakarta Inv. No. 247/D.216) (Suleiman 1991 The Buddha statue is dated to the
7-8" century, made of stone and 153 centimters hightent location: Museum Negeri
Balaputradewa (Shuhaimi 1992: 101).

86



Candi Nikan

Candi Nikan, Buay Madang, Palembang. It is a Candi, but r@tigs unknown, and dated to
the 10" — 13" century.

Candi Tingkip

Candi Tingkip, Rawas Ulu, Palembang. It is a Buddhist site atddito the 7 — 9" century.
Suleiman (1983:209) wrote about it. It has beerestigated in 1998/1999. A stone Buddha
statue has been found, 271 centimters high, culweation is Museum Negeri Balaputradewa
(Inv. No. 1431), Palembang, and is dated to thé" &éntury (Suleiman 1983: 209, Nik
Hassan Shuheimi 1992: 24).

Tanah Abang

Candi Bumiayu I, Palembang (Tanah Abang), a Hindu Candi datingéet the 8 and 14
century A.D. Pusat Penlitian arkeologi Nasional @d excavation in 2002 and Balai
Arkeologi Palembang from 2002 to 2004. This casdl®, 21 x 10, 47 metres (Satari, 2002:
116). Six stone statues have been found near & fif$t statue to be discussed is a Stambha,
53 centimters high. The second statue is a NalQdtedtimeters high (Satari, 2002: 119). The
third statue iSiwa, 62 centimeters high. The dating, done by caispa to Singasari, is 11-
12" century (Satari, 2002: 118).The fourth statue gmgtya, 69 centimeters and is dated 11-
12" century (Satari, 2002: 118). The fifth statue esents an unknown god or king, 50
centimeter high, and is dated 11™M&ntury. The sixth statue is another unknown etafta
god or king, 62 centimeters high, and dated 1" -Gehtury (Satari, 2002: 118-119). All of the
statues can be found at Site Museum Bumiayu. Alfiailbang (80 kilometres upstream
from Palembang) brick structures were found andasarfinds could be dated to the™0
century. They appear to be similar to the Candisdak@ ceramics (Manguin 1993).

Candi Bumiayu |1, Palembang (Tanahabang). It is a Hindu candi ateddbetween the 879
century and the f2century. Pusat Penlitian arkeologi Nasional extsavén 2002 and Balai
Arkeologi Palembang from 2002 to 2004. Three stetatues have been found near this
candi. The first statue is a fragmentSafva, 23 centimeters high. Only the torso is found a
is dated to the 11-12century. The second statue is Brahtated 11-1% century. The third

statue is an unknown god or king dated 1{-d¢éntury.
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Candi Bumiayu 111, Palembang (Tanahabang). This is a Hindu Canddatetl between the
8-9 and 12 century (Satari, 2002). Pusat Penelitian arkédiagsional excavated here in
2002 and Balai Arkeologi Palembang from 2002 to20he stone statue found is Camundi,
44 centimeters high and can be found at Site Mudgumiayu.

Candi Bumiayu V111, Palembang (Tanahabang). This is a Hindu Canddatet! to 8- 14"
century. Pusat Penlitian arkeologi Nasional exalatere in 2002 and Balai Arkeologi
Palembang from 2002 to 2004 (Satari, 2002).

Danau Besar, Bumiayu, Palembang (Tanahabang). This is a lakledated to the 8% 12"
century. Pusat Penlitian arkeologi Nasional exaVatere in 2002 and Balai Arkeologi
Palembang from 2002 to 2004. This site is connewiddHindu Candi Bumiayu I.

Danau Candi, Bumiayu, Palembang (Tanahabang). This is a lakedated to the 8% 12"
century. Pusat Penlitian arkeologi Nasional exeaVatere in 2002 and Balai Arkeologi
Palembang from 2002 to 2004. This site is connewigddHindu Candi Bumiayu I.

Danau Kecil, Bumiayu, Palembang (Tanahabang). This is a lakedated to the 8¥9-12
century. Pusat Penlitian Arkeologi Nasional exceslahere in 2002 and Balai Arkeologi
Palembang from 2002 to 2004. This site is connewigddHindu Candi Bumiayu I.

Danau Lebar, Bumiayu, Palembang (Tanahabang). This is a lkks.dated to the 8'9—
12" century. Pusat Penlitian arkeologi Nasional extaVéere in 2002 and Balai Arkeologi
Palembang from 2002 to 2004. This site is connewiddHindu Candi Bumiayu I.

Parit Piabung, Tanah Abang, Palembang. It is an artificial ditctdl dated to the 8°9- 12"
century. Pusat Penelitian arkeologi Palembang extedvhere in 2002 and Balai Arkeologi

Palembang in 2002 to 2004. This site is conneciédkindu site Bumiayu |.
Candi Teluk Kijing

Candi Teluk Kijing, Lais, Palembang. It is a Candi Hindu and datetheo13' century.
Westenenk (1922) has investigated this site artb8b Balai Arkeologi Palembang, CNRS

and EFEO Perancis with Museum Sumatera Selatap®sataDewa investigated it as well.
Jepara

Jepara, Bandingagung, Palembang. It is a Hindu site aatbdito the ® — 10" century.
Jepara can be assigned to the first millenniumr{8oa, 1979: 401). Suhadi excavated here in

1984 and in 1954 an archaeological survey tookepddddepara (Satari, 1985: 77).
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Lesungbatu
L esungbatu, Rawas Ulu, Palembang. It is a Hindu site andc&tethe 12 — 15" century.
Pusat Penelitian arkeologi Palembang Nasional hegetwith Balai Arkeologi Palembang

excavated here in 1992. A Yoni has been found atltian Bangunan Candi and is gl

situ. The yoni is 70 x 75 x 94 centimeters.
Sungai Lematang

Sungai Lematang, Palembang. It is a Hindu site and dated by ceraru the 18 — 13"

century.
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Appendix Ill: Archaeological Sites & Artifacts frodambi

Betungbedaro, Muara Bungo (Teluk Kuali)
Stone statue of a Buddha (legs/feet) found in Bgtedaro, Kab. Bungo Tebo. Current
location is Museum Negeri Jambi (McKinnon 1985: Riazir 1980: 29)

Muara Jambi

Candi Gumpung, Desa Muara Jambi, kec. Maro Sebo, Kab. Muaro Jadanbi tahun
1978. A stone Prajiparamita, height 82 centimeters, current location Site MuseMuara
Jambi (Inv. No. T32), dated by Suleiman (1983: 2&&) Shuhaimi (Nik Hassan 1984: 352)
to the 138" century for characteristics shared with Singasar Java. Inscribed bricks and
inscribed gold plates have been found at Candi GungSuleiman 1985: 100).

The ceramics of Candi Gumpung are mostly Song arahYSuleiman 1985: 101).

Candi Tinggi.

An older profile behind the most recent one hasi\tdeand, which implies the candi is older
than suspected (Suleiman 1985: 100). Religion known.

Desa Muara Jambi, Kc. Marosabo, Kab. Muaro Jambi, Jambi.

Fragment of a torso of a stone Buddha, height #firoeters, Current location Rumah Bari,
Palembang. The statue shows characteristics wittdBais from the Sailendra style, so it is
dated to the B9™ century. Hardiati (2002: 139) reports of two otfiegments of standing
stone Buddha’s from Muara Jambi besides the Budt#ationed above. All three statues are
incomplete and only a torso is seen. The two knstatues are dated to th&-8" century.

Jambi

A statue of a standing stone Awalokitara with four hands (Hardiati 2002).

Muara Jambi

Muara Jambi is one of the biggest archaeologidak sbn Sumatra. Natural and artificial
waterways have been discovered (McKinnon 1985: &8)tar as 1985, nine candi’s and 22
menapo(smaller brick monuments) have been identifiedtos site. Recent numbers, as said
earlier in this thesis, count towards 92 brick moeuats. Besides the stone statue of
Prajfiparamita, a fragment of a black, stone Buddha in Ayutthtydesalso has been found
(McKinnon 1985: 28), and a bronze gong with a Ceénénscription dated to 1231 A.D.
Chinese ceramics ranging from theé"1® the 14 century together with local earthenware
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from both surface finds and controlled excavatibase been found here (McKinnon 1985:
28). In the temples Kembarbatu, Astano and Gumpengains of a settlement inside and
outside the surrounding wall were exposed. Amomgditiifacts were found: a waterpitcher,
fragments of jars, an earthenware stove and b&dus.sherds were decorated with eight
different motifs, such as lines and animals (Sat85: 73). Adam (1921, 196-197) reports
of a Nandi at Muara Jambi.

Muara Kempeh Ilir

Local pottery, Chinese sherds of thé&" 131" century and timber from a ship discovered in
1982 (McKinnon, 1985).

Situs Muara Jambi, Kec. Maro Sebo, Kab. Muaro Jambi, Jambi.

Fragment of stone statue of Buddha, height 105imetdrs, current location Museum
Mahmud Badaruddin. Schnitger (1937: 7) dated th&us to the 7-8" century. The statue
has similar characteristics as the Buddha’s of \yi®a and North India. A fragment of a right
hand from a stone statue, height 8 centimeterserutocation Site Museum Muara Jambi
dated to the 89" century. (Hardiati, 2002).

Solok Sipin, Kec. Jambi Kota, Jambi

A stone statue of Buddha with an inscription, hei@2 centimeters, current location
Museum Nasional Jakarta (Inv. No. 233A) dated te @i-7" century by Nik Hassan
Shuhaimi (1984: 264-265) and to tH& @ntury by Schnitger (1937: 7). It also shows Eimi
characteristics as the Sailendra style from th&"7 century. The name Dharmawira appears
on the Buddha (Suleiman 1985: 100). Hardiati (2G02) reports about this statue.

Two makara’s have been found near the presenptilambi (Soekmono, 1985: 59). A date
is inscribed on one of the makara’s: 1064 A.D. Budm (1985: 100) reports four makara’s
instead of two. A stupa has been found that haslasincharacteristics as stupas from
mainland Southeast Asia (Satari, 1985: 73).

Solok Sakean

Left bank of Batang Kumpeh. Chinese stonewaresigidtom the 18-14" century have been
found here. Farmers mentioned bricks and jewellemyspecified) in their rice fields
(McKinnon 1985: 26).

Suak Kandis

This is a site where nearby the rivers Batang Had Kumpeh converge. Chinese Song
sherds dating to the 111 Zentury have been found and a Longguan bowl frioen 12"
century (Satari, 1985: 75).
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Ujung Plancu

This is a site across the river from Suak Kandexa@ics sherds have been found, including
a Thai artifact from the 315" century, a Longguan artifact and a Song plateaaftdgment

of a mercury bottle (Satari, 1985: 75). Bambang iButbmo (1984: 41) also found a

shipwreck and wooden poles here.

Kota Kandis, Kec. Muara Sabak, Kab. Tanjung Jabung, Jambi.

A bronze Mahadewi, identified asifialaksni, height 32 centimers, current location Museum
Negeri, Jambi, and dated to thé"112" century (McKinnon, 1984: 54-66). McKinnon (1985:

26) also identified on this site: Chinese stonewdeads, bricks, inscriptions, and gold-
scraps.

Telukkuali, Kec. Tebo Ulu, Kab. Bungo Tebo, Jambi.

Fragment of a stone Buddha, height 60 centimetement location Museum Mahmud
Badaruddin, which shows characteristics with Budtlsiatues from North India from th&-7
8" century. Hardiati (2002) also mentions this staMeKinnon (1985: 31) and Nazir (1980:
29) mention this site as the finding place of aljpddamaged Buddha.

Desa Sarolangun, kec. Sarolangun, Kab. Sarolangun-Bangko, Jambi.

A stone Ganesa, height 172 centimeters, curreatimc Museum Mahmud Badaruddin (Inv.
No. A15). Suleiman (1983: 202) dates this statuerogs-dating with South-India to th&-8

9" century. Suleiman (1985: 99) also reports of aditay Buddha that has been unearthed by

a farmer.
Kerinci

Kerinci

This is a site near Lake Kerinci. Stone implememistsherds, carnelian beads, bronze
remains and a bronze urn or flask have been foenel (McKinnon, 1985: 31; Van der Hoop

1940). A Malay manuscript has also been found raaied by C14 to 1304 and 1465 A.D.

(Kozok: 2004: 43).

Near Kerinci

A stone statue of Awalokieara, dated to the™century, height 24,5 centimeters, current

location Museum Nasional Jakarta (Inv. No. 6043(3)3 A stone statue of Padnaap
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height 16 centimeters, current location Museum &fei Jakarta (Inv. No. 6042). Shuhaimi
(1982: 166-167) puts the statue’s origin in theiqueof Candi Sari, Central Java. Suleiman
(1981: 44; Diskul 1972: 12; 1980: 1-23) says thmte has similar characteristics with a
Padmapni from Thailand and with Sailendra from Central datherefore it is dated to the
8"-9" century.

Hardiati (2002: 142) believes this statue to be kkiteswara.

Batang Merangin

Pamenang. Ancient earthwork and Chinese sherdstfrertd-14" century have been found
here (McKinnon, 1985).

Sungai Hangat (Kerinci)

A site near Air Hitam in the Lake Kerinci area. &rgey revealed 2692 potsherds. Excavation
in the area revealed not traces of settlementtHaitmay be caused by constant removal of
the topsoil (Bonatz, 2004: 313). The local potteryhandmade with the paddle and anvil
technique (Bonatz, 2004: 313). Of the 232 impoff&ihese ceramics, 128 are from the Song
Dynasty, 11 from the Ming dynasty and 76 from thegDynasty (Bonatz, 2004: 314). None
of the artifacts were found in situ.

Pondok (Kerinci)

Pondok overlooks the site Batang Merangin. The watoan by Bonatz (2004) took place
around a megalith. A shallow clay bowl as a rigbosit, an iron knife and 680 glass beads
have been found (Bonatz, 2004: 318). The bowl healsimilarities with Dongson
decorations (Bonatz, 2004: 318). The beads are osepof m-Na-Al, glass with a mineral
soda (Bonatz, 2004: 321). They are dated to tHe-112" century, together with Song pottery
that has been found here. The beads show singlsritith Pulau Kompei in North Sumatra
and Muara Jambi, both also dated between theat@d 14" century (Francis 1990 7; 1990:
220).

Kuala Tungkal, Kec. Tungal llir, Kab. Tanjung Jabung, Jambi.
Aksobya, height 16 centimeter. Current location S¥inbuch collection. The date of this

statue is unknown.
Karang Brahi

This is the finding place of an inscription thatlsted to the late™century. It is linked to the

Pasemah, Kota Kapur and Telaga Batu inscription.
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Rambahan
This site is in Upper Jambi. It is a stone statuAmoghapasa. On the statue is an inscription
with the name Dharadraya (Suleiman 1985: 101).

Rantaukapastuo, Kec. Muara Tembesi, Kab. Batanghari, Jambi talig9.

It is a bronze statue, laminated in gold of Awalekiara, height 9 centimersdated to tffe 8
9™ century because this statue has similar charatiterivith the Sailendra style from Central
Java, current location Museum Negeri Jambi. Hair(2802: 142) dates the statue to th& 11
century. A bronze statue, laminated in gold of Aoketkeswara, height 28,2 centimters is
dated to the 1:12" century because the style of this statue showiasioharacteristics as

the statues from the Cola in South India, currecation Museum Negeri Jambi.

Rantaulimaumanis, kec. Tabir, Kab. Sarolangun-Bangko, Jambi.

A sitting bronze Buddha, dated to th&-8" century, height 10 centimers. A small standing
bronze Buddha, dated to th&-8" century, height 13,6 centimeters. A bronze statfie
Awalokiteswara, dated to the™9" century, height 15,5 centimeters A bronze statfle o
Awalokiteswara, dated to the"™9" century, height 15,4 centimeters All four stathese
been dated to the™®" century because they have similar characteristicshe Sailendra

style from Central Java (Hardiati, 2002) and alirfare located in Museum Negeri Jambi.

Sungai Aro, Desa Beting Bedara, kec. Tebo llir, Kab. Bungbd,eJlambi
Fragment of feet of a stone statue of Buddha, he@fh centimeters, current location
Peninggalan Sejarah and Purbakala, Jambi (Schriigg#: 10). It is dated to thé' Zentury

because it has similar characteristics with Dwatisstgle from Thailand.

Sungai Rambut, Kec. Nipah Panjang, Kab. Tanjung Jabung, Jambi.

Awalokiteswara, height 26,6 centimeter, current location MusdNegeri Jambi, dated to the
8"-9" century because the statue has similar charaateris the Sailendra style from Central
Java (Hardiati, 2002).
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