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This thesis focuses on an analysis of architectural components in conjunction with the purpose of the construction
and restoration of the royal Buddhist monasteries during the reign of King Rama IiI so as to illustraie the consistency between
the status of the patrons and the architectural characteristics of monasteries. The focus of the study is on the main buildings in
the monasteries’ compound namely the consecrated assembly hall (ubosoth), vihara, and sermon hall, with the assumption
that the monasteties built and restored by those differing in ranks should show varying.architectural characteristics
accordingly. The scope of the study covers the royal monasteries in the Bangkok metropolitan area and its vicinity that were
constructed and restored during the reign of King Rama II1. The monasteries in the case study comprise 25 temples
constructed in both “conventional” and “royal” styles. In the case study, those temples were divided into 3 categories
according to the ranks of the patrons—they are the royal monasteries constructed and restored under the patronage of King
Rama III; members of the royal family, and noblemen and courtiers. Data used in the research came from document research
and photographs and measurement taken on ficld surveys. The data consists of the purpose of the construction and

restoration, landscape and floor plans which include the exterior and interior architectural characteristics of the buildings.

The findings show that the monasteries constructed and restored under the king’s patronage show the most
elaborate physical characteristics in terms of layout and architectural aspects. Also, the decorations most reflect the styles
consistent with the status of the patron. The style of royal monasteries built and restored under the patronage of members of
the royal family, noblemen and courtiers, on the other hand, reflec the patron’s status less and is less intricate. Some royal
monasteries in each category are mote elegant than others because the patrons were of high official rank and assets. These
monasteries include the royal monastery contracted by Kromprarachawanbaworn Mahasakdipolsep, and that contracted by
the Bunnag family. As the noblemen were gaining in socic-economic status during this reign, the monasteries constructed by
this group showed only slight differences from those constructed by the royal family. However, regulations governed that
commoners were not to conduct themselves in the same fashion as nobles; they had to express themselves in styles different
from the conventional. This included the reduction in the details of the buildings and the use of designs and motifs not
specific to ranks and statuses. Nevertheless, the consistency between the patrons’ ranks and the monasteries’ architecturat
characteristics was not governed by rigid regulations and did not show in all aspects of the building. This conformity could
thus be seen in certain parts of the monastery only, depending on each monastery’s importance and uniqueness as the pairons

wished to convey.





