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  This paper discusses the outline and the background of the phenomenon named "merged temple", a composite 
building occurred by extension covering or wrapping an existing Hindu temple, frequently observed in the Old City of 
Varanasi (Uttar Pradesh, India), revealing their number and distribution, morphological variations, forming process 

degree are generated as a result of interacting of extrinsic development pressure and intrinsic characteristics of 
Hindu temple in the urban space historically amassing numerous temples.
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Table 3 Abstract of Interview for Residents of Merged Temples 

#

O
w

nership *1

Resident (Interviewee) Sub-Building Main-Temple Circumstances of Merging

Age Occupation

Usage

Period *2

M
anagem

ent
 *3

A
ccess *4

Period *5

Outline of Merging Process Caution for Dealing 
Temple Building

TypeRelation 
w/ owner

Brahmin 
/ non-

Brahmin

1 P
40 astrologer temple,

residence
3 

gener. residents -
Buildings have been this form since early stage. The third oor of sub-building was 
expanded afterward. Main-temple and sub-building are "not overlapping, only being 
in contact".

Not constructing building 
over temple. I2

himself B

2 P
42 sari seller

residence cir. 
1950-

residents
(lodgers) -

Main-temple was probably built by Maharaja of somewhere. His grandfather bought 
this land with the temple circa 1950 and then added surrounding land. Sub-building 
built 80-90 years ago has been extended several times. It is unknown when the part 
covering mandapa was extended.

Not constructing building 
over garbhagriha. Over 
mandapa is ok.

I1
himself non-B

3 P
(60) sari seller

residence cir. 
1960- residents cir. 

1960-
Main-temple and sub-building, originally separate, were built at the same time by his 
ancestor. His grandfather renovated and built extension in piloti form over mandapa.

Not constructing building over 
shikhara. Over mandapa is ok. I1

himself non-B

4 P
60 souvenir shop residence, 

shop
cir. 

1970- residents cir. 
1970-

Buying this land with the temple and building, he extended it covering a part of the 
temple as they are today. Garbhagriha is used as a part of shop and the inside of 
shikhara as storage.

It is not taboo to use inside 
of garbhagriha or shikhara as 
shop or storage.

I2
himself -

5 P
45  electrician

residence 1978- residents 1978-
Main-Temple, established hundreds years ago, is one of important pilgrimage sites. 
Moving to this place in 1978, he built roofs and oors in the blank spaces between 5 
garbhagrihas and walls, and made them indoor. Toilet was set up in the south part, 
which was early extension, where a Brahmin taking care of the temple lived. 

Not remodeling inside of 
shikhara and garbhagriha. 
Not constructing building over 
shikhara.

I2
himself non-B

6 P
39 music shop

residence, 
shop

3 
gener. tenant -

The process is unknown. Two main-temples were occupied by the lessee about 20 
years ago and since then have been subleased as shops. One of main-temples is 
empty, because its linga was broken and owed to the Ganges river.

It is problem to use temple 
as shop. Neither demolishing 
nor converting temple even 
without linga.

I2
spouse B

7 P
45 sari seller

residence, 
shop

5 
gener. residents cir. 

2000-

Main-temple, originally sitting in the courtyard isolatedly, has been half covered 
by extension of sub-building about 10 years ago. The outside of the temple was 
covered with fence to keep the temple visible. There is no problem with stairs slightly 
overlapping shikhara. Extension over mandapa is also ok because it's a kitchen.

Not constructing building 
over garbhagriha. Over 
mandapa is ok (except living 
space).

I1
himself B

8 P
40 accessory 

seller residence, 
shop 2010- tenant

(shop) -
When his father bought this land in 1984, main-temple and sub-building had been 
in this form and very dilapidated. Main-temple, originally owned by maharaja of 
somewhere, has been lent, against his will, as shop to an acquaintance in need.

Though using temple as 
shop is undesirable, it's ok as 
not remodeling shikhara.

I2
himself B

9 P
43 dairy seller

residence
 150-
200 
yrs. 

residents cir. 
1990-

Main-temple is one of important pilgrimage sites. Aside the expansion of sub-building 
overhanging above main-temple in circa 1990, other process is unknown. Tiling the 
inner wall, changing the wooden door to iron, and repainting of outer wall are done.

n/A I3
child non-B

10 P
- - guest-

house, 
shop

- residents cir. 
2010-

Main-temple was remodeled along with the extension and renovation of sub-building 
circa 2010. As the temple wall had been heavily damaged, keeping only shikhara and 
linga, garbhagriha was rebuilt as a part of sub-building.

n/A I2
neighbor -

11 P
55 politician

residence, 
of ce 2007-

neighbor 
family

2007-

The Jainist owner bought the land with a building and 2 temples, and rebuilt sub-
building covering both main-temples 6 years ago. In consultation with an architect 
familiar with Vastu, 2 new shikharas were built on the rooftop of sub-building instead 
of covering the original shikharas with buildings. He had thought of demolishing the 
temples, but abandoned it because of pressure from neighboring residents.

Highest point of the building 
must be a part of the temple, 
so new shikharas should be 
built alternative to covered 
original one.

I2

himself (Jainist) neighbor 
shops II1

12 P
42 building ma-

terial seller
residence, 

shop, 
storage

 200-
300 
yrs. 

residents -
Although the date is unknown, sub-building has contained main-temple since a long 
time before. Shikhara had penetrated to the 2nd oor. Shikhara was removed in 2000 
when balconies and stairs were built.

n/A II2
himself B

13 P
40 designer

residence 2011- residents - Sub-building had already contained main-temple when the owner bought this land 
and the buildings two years ago. n/A II2

child -

14 P
73 medicine 

seller residence 5 
gener. residents 1950-

Sub-building was originally an L-shape one-story and separated from main-temple. 
His father built the 2nd oor in 1950, and the temple became wrapped. When the 3rd 
oor was built in 2006, a window facing the side of shikhara was opened and an iron 

stick extending to the top of the roof was attached to shikhara.

Better not constructing over 
shikhara. But in case of that, 
highest point of building must 
be a part of temple.

II2
himself non-B

15 C
44 food seller

residence 2002- residents - Main-temple had been already covered with sub-building when he started living there. 
The 2nd oor was obviously built newer than the temple. n/A III1

employee -

16 P
53 ower shop residence, 

shop
6 

gener. residents -
Main-temple was originally in the courtyard surrounded by U-shape sub-building. 
Building a roof and adding a room around main-temple made the current form. The 
upper oor was built afterward.

Not constructing building or 
roof over shikhara. III1

himself non-B

17 -
28 student student- 

dormitory
over 
100 
yrs. 

residents - The process is unknown. Sub-building has been used as dormitory for student 
studying Sanskrit since over 100 years ago. n/A III2

tenant B

18 P
24 photo studio

residence 2 
gener. residents 1873- Though the process is unknown, a plate suggesting that the part of sub-building 

enveloping main-temple was built in 1873 is embedded in the wall. n/A III1
child B

19 P
71 tailor

electric store residence, 
shop

2 
gener. residents cir. 

1950-
Main-temple was originally built at the 2nd oor level on the high platform (1st oor) 
and there was no oor above it. When the owner was a child, her father built the 3rd 
and 4th oor over the temple. He built the 5th oor afterward.

n/A III2
spouse B

20 P
54 tailor

residence, 
shop

4 
gener. residents cir. 

1950-

His great-grandfather bought buildings that had been originally house for Brahmin 
attached to a temple. Main-temple and sub-building were separate at that time. 
Through repeated extensions main-temple became completely wrapped. One of the 
posts of mandapa was removed as it disturbs traf c.

n/A IV
himself non-B

21 P
60 ex- sari seller

residence 6 or 7 
gener. residents cir. 

2005-
Main-temple, originally in the courtyard surrounded by U-shape sub-building, was 
wrapped by it as a result of extension making courtyard indoors circa 2005. Though 
there is no room above garbhagriha, some rooms are built above mandapa.

Not constructing room over 
shikhara. Opening window 
providing sunlight to temple.

IV
himself B

22 P
62 food seller residence, 

shop
2 

gener. residents cir. 
1970-

Main-temple and sub-building were originally built side by side and the temple was 
visible from the street. In order to widen the house for four brothers' family, the upper 
oors were built over main-temple circa 1970. "Shikhara remains in the 2nd oor".

n/A IV
brother non-B

23 P
48 cloth seller store-

house 2008- residents -
Main-temple originally built isolated had been wrapped by sub-building before he 
purchased them in 2008. The former owner sought to remove the temple secretly, but 
abandoned it because of pressure from neighboring residents. Shikhara still remains. 

Shikhara should be open. 
Not constructing room to live 
over temple (storage is ok)

IV
himself non-B

*1) Ownership of the main-temple and the sub-building / [P] Private, [C] Company.  *2) Period when his/her family reside that place / [2(3) gener.] since at least his/her (grand)fathers generation.  
*3) Person who perform daily puja and maintenance.  *4) Accessibility to the main-temple / [ ] Basically accessible, [ ] Accessible if demanded, [ ] Inaccessible, [ ] With window through which 
one can pray from street.   *5) Period when the main-temple is covered with construction of the sub-building.
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himself non-B
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residents - The process is unknown. Sub-building has been used as dormitory for student 
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24 photo studio
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gener. residents 1873- Though the process is unknown, a plate suggesting that the part of sub-building 
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shop
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gener. residents cir. 

1950-
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21 P
60 ex- sari seller

residence 6 or 7 
gener. residents cir. 

2005-
Main-temple, originally in the courtyard surrounded by U-shape sub-building, was 
wrapped by it as a result of extension making courtyard indoors circa 2005. Though 
there is no room above garbhagriha, some rooms are built above mandapa.

Not constructing room over 
shikhara. Opening window 
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IV
himself B

22 P
62 food seller residence, 

shop
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gener. residents cir. 
1970-

Main-temple and sub-building were originally built side by side and the temple was 
visible from the street. In order to widen the house for four brothers' family, the upper 
oors were built over main-temple circa 1970. "Shikhara remains in the 2nd oor".

n/A IV
brother non-B

23 P
48 cloth seller store-

house 2008- residents -
Main-temple originally built isolated had been wrapped by sub-building before he 
purchased them in 2008. The former owner sought to remove the temple secretly, but 
abandoned it because of pressure from neighboring residents. Shikhara still remains. 

Shikhara should be open. 
Not constructing room to live 
over temple (storage is ok)

IV
himself non-B

*1) Ownership of the main-temple and the sub-building / [P] Private, [C] Company.  *2) Period when his/her family reside that place / [2(3) gener.] since at least his/her (grand)fathers generation.  
*3) Person who perform daily puja and maintenance.  *4) Accessibility to the main-temple / [ ] Basically accessible, [ ] Accessible if demanded, [ ] Inaccessible, [ ] With window through which 
one can pray from street.   *5) Period when the main-temple is covered with construction of the sub-building.
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Fig.7 Schematic Diagram of Generation of Merged Temple
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This paper discusses the outline and the background of the phenomenon named "merged temple" (Photo 1, Fig. 1), 
a composite building occurred by extension of 'sub-building' covering or wrapping an existing Hindu temple, or 'main-
temple', frequently observed in the Old City of Varanasi (Uttar Pradesh, India), revealing their number and distribution, 

(1) Based on the past researches, the authors pointed that Hindu temple has three characteristics, that is, the 
continuity (temple continues to be as temple), the immobility (temple rooted in the place cannot be moved), the 
variability (temple building can change its form as necessary while allowing secular uses).

quite important elements of temple building (Photo 3, Fig. 3).

the extension or new construction of the adjascent building covering or wrapping an existing Hindu temple originally 
built independently (Fig. 4).

and indicated its presence in the urban space. Approximately 38% of temples in the surveyed area are merged temples 
and they are found somewhat more in the area early urbanized (Fig. 2, Table 1).

(5) Eight morphological types of merged temple were shown based on the degree of horizontal overlapping and the 

forces, one oriented respecting the existence of main-temple and the other oriented increasing the space of sub-building.
(6) Most of sub-buildings of merged temples are residences where their owner's family lives. Main-temple and 

sub-buildings are owned and sold together. While residents are often non-Brahmin, they perform daily puja and 
management of the main temple.

(7) The function of main-temple always remains, and the access to main-temple is almost consciously opened for 
neighbor devotees or pilgrims even in the case that main-temple is completely wrapped within sub-building.

(8) Merged temples have occurred mainly since the late 20th century. Many of them seem to have been secondarily 

(9) Residents are strongly conscious the norm prohibiting destruction and relocation of temples. While there is a 
possibility that temple may be demolished with the intention of the owner, its survival is regarded as a public issue to 
some extent.

(10) Although the norm that prohibit covering temple with building are shared among residents, its content has a 
range of interpretation and it appears as different architectural correspondences.

(11) Based on the above findings, the authors discussed that merged temples of various shape and degree are 
generated as a result of the interacting of the extrinsic development pressure and the intrinsic characteristics of Hindu 
temple, the continuity and the immobility, in the urban space historically amassing numerous temples. There the 
moderate plasticity of temple building, which is secondarily sacred, works effectively as a medium  (Fig. 7).
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