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Dr. V. V. Mirashi is well known for his Indological researches. He was appointed to the
Sanskrit chair at the Morris College, Nagpur, in 1919 after a brilliant career in the University of
Bombay. He retired as Principal of the Vidarbha Mahavidyalaya, Amravati, in 1950. He worked as
Hon. Professor of Ancient Indian History and Culture, Nagpur University, from 1956 to 1966. He has
written thirty research works in English and Marathi. Some of his works have been translated into
Hindi, Oriya and Kannada.

Dr. Mirashi’s major works, viz., Inscriptions of the Kalachuri-Chedi Era, Inscriptions of the
Vakatakas and Inscriptions of the Silaharas, have been published in the well-known Corpus
Inscriptionum Indicarum Series of the Archaeological Survey of India. Some of his other works are
the History and Inscriptions of the Satavahanas and the Western Kshatrapas, Kalidasa and
Bhavabhiiti.

Dr. Mirashi has received several high honours for his learning and research. He was honoured
with the title of Mahamahopadhyaya in 1941. The Universities of Saugar, Nagpur and varanasi
awarded their highest degree of D. Litt., honoris causa, to him in 1958, 1960 and 1978 respectively.
The Numismatic Society of India elected him as Hon. Fellow in 1959, and the Epigraphical Society of
India in 1974. The Archaeological Survey of India nominated him as Honorary Correspondent in
1972. The Sahitya Akademi of India elected him as its Hon. Fellow in 1974, and the President of the
Indian Union conferred on him the title of Padmabhushana in 1975.

This is the seventh collection of Dr. Mirashi’s research articles dealing with various problems
of ancient Indian history. It contains sixteen articles grouped under three sections.

Section I contains two articles dealing with four recently discovered grants of the Maharajas
of Valkha. Next comes an article of utmost historical importance. It deals with the recently discovered
Risthal stone inscription which gives, for the first time, information about the ancestors of the great
Aulikara king Yasodharman who vanquished the Hina Chief Mihirakula.
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FOREWORD

Professor V. V. Mirashi, one of the foremost amongst researchers and scholars of our country,
has graced Maharashtra State Board for Literature and Culture by offering for publication the seventh
volume of his research articles. I have elsewhere said that historical findings are never certain and
they can and ought to be challenged time and again. Professor Mirashi’s researches challenge some of
the earlier historical theories held by eminent Epigraphists and Historians like Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar;
and Professor Mirashi will he happy if some scholar is able to point out the weakness, if any, of
Professor Mirashi’s theories. But to make such a historical process possible, what is necessary is to
preserve and make available to posterity the achievements of the earlier generation. In publishing this
great volume the State Board of Literature and Culture is trying to fulfil this humble task.

I had the good fortune of being Professor Mirashi’s pupil and I have no douht that in offering
his volume for publication to the State Board, the teacher’s love for the well-being of his student must
have been a dominating factor in Professor Mirashi’s mind. On my own part I am happy that I am
associated with the publication of my beloved teacher’s work. On behalf of the State Board I have
great pleasure in releasing this volume.

42, Yashodhan,
Bombay-400 020. S. S. BARLINGAY
The 1st December 1984.
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PREFACE

This is the seventh Volume of my research articles. It is divided into three Sections.

Section I contains three articles, the first two of which deal with four inscriptions of the
Maharajas of Valkha who were ruling in Central India in ancient times. The third article is of utmost
historical importance. It gives the text of the Risthal stone inscription of Prakasadharman and
discusses the various problems raised by it. Prakasadharman was the father of Vasodharman who
vanquished the Hiina king Mihirakula and made him fall at his feet. Till now we had no information
at all about the ancestors of this great Aulikara king. Historians, therefore, said that he rose and fell
like a meteor. We now have the most reliable information about his family which ruled in Central
India.

Section II has as many as seven articles which examine critically several theories of the
eminent Epigraphist and Historian, Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar, and show how they are untenable. They
mention several problems of the Gupta period of ancient Indian history and solve them. The articles in
this Section will be very useful to post-graduate students of ancient Indian history.

Section III contains six articles on miscellaneous subjects and discuss various problems of
ancient Indian history. Some of them such as the origin and spread of the Vikrama Era will interest
general readers also. Several other articles discuss controversial questions which confront students in
their study of the ancient history of India.

Many of these articles were published in wellknown research journals, but some are new.
They will be useful to students of ancient Indian history and should, therefore, be available to them in
a handy form. Hence the need of republishing them.

My first attempt to do some research was made in 1934 when I wrote my Marathi book
Kalidasa for the Navabharata Series started by my friend, Prof. S. N. Banahatti. The present work,
which will be my last one, is being published in 1984. In this period of half a century I have written a
dozen research works, large or small, in English, and have thereby made my humble contribution to
Indological research. Most of these works have been rendered into Marathi for Marathi-speaking
students. Some of my friends have translated a few of them into Hindi, Oriya and Kannada, thereby
making them accessible to the people speaking these languages. My sincere thanks are due to them.

I had little hope that I would see this my last work in print; for I am now in my 92nd year and
have been suffering from several ailments due to old age during the last ten years. My eye-sight also
has become very weak. But by the grace of the Almighty and the medical treatment of Dr. D. R.
Wechlekar, an eminent physician of Nagpur, I have lived long enough to see this work published. I
am grateful to both of them.

I am thankful to Shri B. B. Bracken, Manager, Government Press, Nagpur, and his Staff for
the expeditious and excellent printing of this Volume. I thank also Shri R. B. Alva, Director of
Printing and Stationery, Maharashtra State, for his keen interest in this work and readiness to help in
all difficulties. Finally, I feel indebted to the State Board for Literature and Culture for its acceptance
of this work for publication, and also to its Chairman, Dr. S. S. Barlingay, for having graced it with
his Foreword.

Bali-pratipada,

25 October 1984.

V. V. MIRASHIL
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I. A Note on the Bagh Plate of Bhulunda

[F. O. I, XXIX, pp. 252 ft. There the plate is called Indore Plate, but we learn that it was found at Bagh.]

In the Journal of the Oriental Institute, Vol. XXXVIII, No. I, pp. 38-41, with a plate, H. G.
Shastri and P. C. Parikh have edited the recently discovered plate of Bhulunda. He bears the title of
Mahdraja, but was not independent; for he describes himself as ‘meditating on the feet of a
Paramabhalfaraka (Emperor).” The object of the inscription was to record the grant, by the king, of a
village the name of which the Editors read as Krishtavasannaka. It was situated in the rashfra
(division) of Dasilakapalli on the other bank of the Narmada (Narmadayah parakiile). Two of its
boundaries have also been mentioned. It lay to the east of I§varasenanaka and to the north of
Kharjirika. The donees were some Brahmanas whose names need not be given here. The plate
mentions two dates at the end which the Editors have read as (1) the varsha (year) 38, the 13th tithi of
the bright fortnight of Vaisakha, and (2) the varsha (year) 47, the third tithi of the dark fortnight of
Magha. In both cases it is stated that the order about the grant was given orally (sva-mukham) or
(sva-mukha-sandesad-eva). There is a reference to Brahmalla-parshad (an assembly of the
Brahmanas), but the Editors have not been able to interpret it. The plate was issued from Valkha.

This is the fourth plate issued by a royal family which, in the absence of a definite name, we
may call ‘the Maharajas of Valkha’; for three of its four plates were issued from Valkha, and in the
fourth, the part of the plate where the place of issue is usuallv mentioned is broken away and lost. Of
the three other plates, two were found at Indore like the present plate, and the third at Sirpur in the
Dhule (West Khandesh) District. [See C. I L, pp. 5 f£] They are of the kings mentioned below :—

(1) Mahdaraja Svamidasa—Year 67.
(2) Maharaja Bhulunda—Year 107.
(3) Maharaja Rudradasa—Year 117.

According to the Editors, the present plate issued by Bhulunda bears two dates, 38 and 47.
They, therefore, think that he must be diiferentiated from his namesake who issued the plate of the
year 107. They call the latter Bhulunda II, and the grantor of the present plate Bhulunda I. The capital
of all these kings was Valkha. It has not been definitely identified. We took it to be Vaghlt in
Khandesh. Others take it to be the village Bagh, well known for its paintings. As its boundary villages

are not mentioned anywhere, its identification is uncertain. [We do not think that Vaghlt in the Jalgaon or East
Khandesh District is likely to be ancient Valkha. There is no indication of the Abhira era having been current in Khandesh. Otherwise, the
Thalner plates of Bhanushena of the Kumbhakarna family (E.I. XXXVIII, pp. 69 ff.), which belong to the pre-Chalukyan period, would
have been dated in it.

Some welcome light is thrown on this problem by the recent discovery of a unique hoard of as
many as twenty-seven copper-plate grants of not less than seven Maharajas of Valkha in the village
Bagh-Resawala in Central India. See F.E.S.I., Vol. X, pp. 86 ff. They were evidently office copies on
copper plates of grants made by those Maharajas and preserved in their Office at Valkha. Valkha is,
therefore, probably identical with the famous place Bagh in Central India.]

The Editors’ reading of the second date in the present plate does not seem to be correct. It is
denoted by two symbols, the second of which is certainly 7, but the first may denote 70. This is how
Dr. G. S. Gai had interpreted it in his address as Chairman of the Epigraphy Section of the Calcutta
Session of the Indian History Congress in 1971. It must be admitted that the symbol for 40 is not very
different. Buhler says that the symbol for 40 resembles the akshara pta, and that for 70 resembles the
akshara DU [See Bihler’s Indian Palacography (Eng. Tr.), p. 81 and Table IX (German ed.), Columns IX and XI.] As these are
not very dissimilar, it is often very difficult to decide which is the number intended. But there is one
clue to its solution which is stated below.
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The present plate is written very carelessly and so the Editors have admitted in some places
that they could not understand the intended meaning. In line 9, after stating the first date, viz,
svamukham varshe 30 8, Vaisakha su 10 3, the Editors have read Brahmana-
parshad-achchaijvapydd-anuchanditam tamrapatte cha sannivesitam. This makes no sense and the
Editors also have admitted that the phrases are not satisfactorily legible. We suggest the reading of the
portion following the date as follows Brahamna-parshada vijiiapyad-anu varnnitam tamrapatte cha
sannivesitam. This apparently means that this was described (i. e. stated in detail) after the request
made by the assembly of the Brahmanas and was then recorded on the copper plate. What seems to
have happened is this—The grant of the village was made previously in the year 38 orally (by some
previous king). It was not executed and no tamrapatra (recording it) was issued. Later, in the time of
Bhulunda, the Brahmana Assembly invited the attention of Maharaja Bhulunda to the unexecuted
grant and gave details of it (as previously the order about it was given orally). Then it was engraved
on the copper plate, as orally ordered by Bhulunda. If the reading of the text and its interpretation
given above are correct, it would follow that there must have been a fairly long interval between the
two dates, viz., (1) the first date when the grant was made, and (2) the second when, on a
representation made by the State Assembly (parshad) of the Brahmanas, the grant was renewed by
Bhulunda and his order was engraved on a copper plate. If the Editors’ reading of the second date
(namely, 47) is accepted, there will be an interval of only 9 years (from the year 38 to the year 47). It
is not likely that Bhulunda forgot all about his own grant made (of course, orally) only nine years
before. So the correct reading of the second date in the present plate appears to be the year 77.

The Editors, who read the second date as 47, took this Bhulunda as different from his
namesake who made the grant of the year 107; for the same person is not likely to have made one
grant in the year 38 and another in the year 107. But if the reading given above of the portion
following the second date (which the Editors could not read and understand) is accepted, it would
show that there was only one Bhulunda. He was ruling in the year 77 (mentioned in the present plate)
and in the year 107 mentioned in the already published grant of his. [C. 7 1. 1v, pp. 8 f£.] An interval of 30
years is not too much to be impossible in the grants of the same king. The earliest grant dated in the
year 38 was, of course, not made by Bhulunda but by some unknown predecessor of his. He only
confirmed and issued a copper plate recording it, when, at a later date, his attention was drawn to it.

There are some other particulars of the present grant which also require to be discussed. The
Editors have taken krishlavasannakam in line 5 as the name of the donated village. If this reading is
correct, it would indeed be a queer name. The name of the donated village given by the preceding
expression which, the Editors say, is not satisfactorily legible is Grahyavahiketi vijiiadyamanakam
which means that the village is known by the name Grahyavahika. Krishlavasannakam is difficult to
interpret. Perhaps it means (that portion of the village) which is left untilled’. [Perhaps krishtavasannaka is a
mistake for krishtavashta.Gai thought that the grant was of some land in the village. See his address referred to above.] The lands in
the village which have already been granted to or belong to farmers are to be excluded from the
donated village. The farmers are not to be ousted hy the donees.

Where was this dynasty ruling? Two of its plates, viz., that of Svamidasa, dated in the year 67,
and the other of Bhulunda, dated in the year 107, were in the possession of Pandit Vamanashastri
Islampurkar of Indore, who collected antiquities from all parts of the country. Their exact find-spots
are not known. The third plate of Rudradasa, dated in the year 117 was obtained from one Motiram
Patil of Sirpur in the Dhule District of Khandesh. The present plate of Bhulunda dated in the year 77,
though named after Indore, is said to have heen recovered from a person of Bagh. [F. 0. 1 xxvi, 2, pp. 38
ff. Therefore, we call it the Bagh Plate.] These kings were probably ruling over the region round Bagh, but their
country included some territory south of the Narmada also. This is indicated by an expression used in
the present plate. The village granted lay in the rashfra (territorial division) of Dasilakapalli. The
latter finds mention as a pathaka (or a smaller sub-division of rashfra) in the Bagh plate of Subandhu.
[C. L L 1v, pp. 19 ff] This locality is now known as the village Desvalia, which lies about 14 miles almost
due south of the Bagh Caves. This identification which is almost certain leaves no doubt that these
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Maharajas of Valkha were ruling over some part of Central India, north of the Narmada. But the text
of the plate was drafted south of that river as is shown by an expression in the present grant. The
village Grahyavahika granted by the present plate is described as ‘lying on the other bank of the
Narmada’ (Narmadayah para-kiile Dasilakapalli-rashtre). This clearly implies that the drafter of the
grant was writing it at a place south of the Narmada. The kingdom of these Maharajas of Valkha,
therefore, comprised some territory both on the north and the south of the Narmada. It was known as
Aniipa corresponding partly to the modern District of Nemad in Madhya Pradesh.

From the four grants of the family known so far, we get the following years-38, 67, 77, 107
and 117. To what era do these refer? R. C. Majumdar, who edited the grants of the years 67 and 107
many years ago, [E. L XV, pp. 286 ff.] referred those years to the Gupta era. When we edited the grants of
Svamidasa, Bhulunda (year 107) and Rudradasa in the Corpus Inscriptionum Indicarum, Vol. IV, pp.
5 ff., vve referred their dates to the Abhira era, which, we showed, commenced in A. D. 249. Dr. G. S.
Gai, in his aforementioned address at the Calcutta session of the Indian History Congress, referred
them to the Gupta era. The Editors of the present plate have accepted our view and have taken the two
dates which they read as 38 and 47, as recorded in the Abhira era. There is thus a diversity of opinion
on this point. Fortunately, the present plate provides a solution of this prohlem.

There is no dispute about the reading of the first date mentioned in the present plate. If this
year 38 is referred to the Gupta era, it would correspond to A. D. 357-58. Did Gupta rule extend to
Bagh or even to Indore which lies north of it by this year? This year falls in the reign of
Samudragupta. R. C. Majumdar has thus descrihed the extent of Samudragupta’s kingdom at the end
of his reign (about twenty years after the proposed date of the present grant). [#.C. 1 P. 11, p. 12] “It
comprised the whole of Northern India with the exclusion of Kashmir, Western Punjab, Western
R3jputan, Sindh and Gujarat, and included the highlands of Chhattisgadh and Orissa with a long
stretch of territory along the eastern coast extending as far south as Chingleput and probably even
further.” Among the countries of North India excluded from the kingdom of Samudragupta, we must
mention also Akaravanti (Eastern and Western Malwa) and Aniipa. The former was under the rule of
the Western Kshatrapas. [See the mention of Akaravanti among the countries under the rule of Rudradaman I in the Junagadh rock
inscription. E.I VIIL, pp. 36 ff.] Though they may have nominally acknowledged Gupta supremacy, they were
independent in all other respects. Their coins bearing the date A. D. 388 (or A. D. 388+X) have heen
found. Samudragupta’s own inscription has heen found at Eran in the Saugar District of Madhya
Pradesh, [C. I 1 10 (first ed.), pp. 18 ff] and not westward of it. His son and successor Ramagupta’s stone
inscriptions have recently come to notice near Vidisa. [E. 1 XXXVII, pp. 46 ff.] So the country of Dasarna
was, no douht, included in his Gupta Empire in the period. But Gupta rule did not extend then to
Malwa. Chandragupta II had, therefore, to embark on a digvijaya soon after his accession as stated in
an inscription of his minister at Vidisa. [C .I I TNl (first ed.), pp. 34 f£.] It was only in circa A. D. 395 after the
extermination of the Western Kshatrapas that Chandragupta II could occupy Akaravanti (Malwa).

If Ujjain had not come under Gupta rule till A. D. 395, it goes without saying that Gupta
supremacy did not penetrate to Indore, which lies about 40 miles south of it, much less to Bagh, which
lies about 80 miles further south-west of it. So the year 38 of the present plate could not have been of
the Gupta era. Otherwise, we shall have to suppose that the Gupta era was in use there in A. D.
(38+319)=357, long before the commencement of Chandragupta II’s reign. An era spreads with the
spread of the political power of the king who uses it. The Gupta era could not have preceded Gupta
power in penetrating into the Antipa country. The years in the plates of the Maharajas of Valkha
cannot, therefore, be of the Gupta era. They must, therefore, be of the Abhira era, the only other
possible era which could have been prevalent there.

The Abhiras who rose to power about the middle of the third century A. D. had a vast empire
comprising Western Maharashtra, Konkan, South Gujarat and part of North Gujarat, and Aniipa,
judging by the spread of their era in these countries. They seem to have appointed these Maharajas of
Valkha to rule over the Antipa country after they conquered it. The unnamed Parama-bhattaraka
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(Emperor) on whose feet they were meditating i.e. whose feudatories they were, belonged to the
Abhira dynasty. Unfortunately, the Abhiras’ own records have not yet come to light. Ten Abhiras
ruled for 167 years as stated in the Purénas. [Pargiter, D. K. A., p. 46. The Puranas mention their total reign-period as 67
years, but it has to be taken as 167 years. See C. I I IV, p. xxvi.] Their era continued in use for a long time in all the
countries which they had conquered. So we find that the Early Kalachuris, who ruled from
Mahishmati (modern Maheshvar) in the Aniipa country, used the Abhira era in their records.

It is noteworthy that the word used to denote the years of the two dates in the present plate is
varsha. So it is in all other plates of the dynasty. This word was characteristic of the Saka era. It is
found used invariably to denote the year in the inscriptions of the Western Kshatrapas. [See e.g. the dates in
the inscriptions of Rishabhadatta and Rudradaman.] It is well known that these inscriptions are dated in the Saka era
started by Kanishka. How then is that word used in the inscriptions of these Maharajas of Valkha?
We find that the word denoting the year in other inscriptions dated in the Abhira era is generally
samvat. The plates of these Maharajas of Valkha form an exception to this rule. This can be explained
on the supposition that as the Western Kshatrapas, who were in occupation of the Aniipa country
before, were using the word varsha, the local drafters of the grants of the Maharajas of Valkha
continued to use the same word in the grants of those Maharajas also.

Line Text [From the Plate facing p. 41in F. O. 1. XXVIII, part 2.]

1 N @ [|*] doUl: [Read doddrd. ] UNHHg R Ulaljqedldl HelRIviHqUs: W@Tq_qﬁ
‘{‘lqi"lql‘{'H W1ﬂ¢|ﬂ|ﬂw¢|m5ld“|i [There is a horizontal line on m, but no a in the beginning of

line 2. The visarga following it is unnecessary. ]

2 ] CH AN T AT R IGYTBTUTEIR

CJ{7IQ€4‘4‘{'I‘II’>II"CICiqqICH—II&QI“-(I“'NQIW—

3 T DIRIH VS HHIRIBIINSIGIHBIRG  (B)-  SIRGIFHAT  (8)
YR STRT—

4 IS "l"icilqll YD) C{lR‘l(”)d(ﬂ‘I%ﬁNl“(; g“q‘i‘{‘l"ﬂ"lcb%‘e‘l [The Editors say that this village was
named after the primogenitor of the Abhira family. ] LiCq(CI! {Sl\{iqucble—ll 3Nd:

5 UTEIANE BIAfISITIATD  [Read  frsmaees.]  PETATADITHUT  [Read  TTHET—.]
ATISTEAIR DD [ THAIHIGY [Read Hrva—.] JG—

6 BITANOMFSTE: [1* ] TS STRTOTTHHATN: ST STHeae aTHge—
7 d9 SEIRATIHHU YR NEICIRERIE] [Read ~ wwrameara.]

AN g eTdch o R TR Iy —

8 [for]... wesmfafideyaEsaRuiaeREg <— 2 Iyeg@  [read
sferen ] 51 & (1) T [1%]

9 T aY 3¢ IR 3 93 FATRIoIeT 4 [Srer—] Sgafvid s 9@ i
@ [1*]

10 G ASd a9 9o, ATg g & 3 [1*]

11 (In the margin) FERTSIYZTSH [1*]
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I1. Three Manavar Plates of the Maharajas of Valkha
(Plates I-1II)

The family of the Maharajas of Valkha first became known when Bhagvanlal Indraji
published the Sirpur plate of Rudradasa in the Indian Antiquary, Vol. XVl (1887), pp. 98 ff.
Bhagvanlal conjecturally referred the plate to the beginning of the sixth century A. D., though he
could not identify the era in which its date 117 is recorded. Thereafter, R. C, Majumdar edited two
plates of this family obtained from Vamanashastri Islampurkar of Indore—one of Maharaja Svamidasa,
dated in the year 67, and the other of Maharaja Bhulunda, dated in the year 107-in the Epigraphia
Indica, Vol. XV (1919-20), pp. 285 ff. He referred these dates to the Gupta era. We discussed these
dates in the Annals of the Bhandarkar Oriental Research Institute, Vol. XXV, pp. 119 ff., and showed
that they must be referred to the Abhira era (later known as the Kalachuri-Chedi era). Recently
another plate of Maharaja Bhulunda was discovered at Bagh in the Indore District. It has been edited
by H. G. Shastri and P. G. Parikh in the Journal of the Oriental Institute, Vol. XXVIII, pp. 38 ff. Our
article pointing out some corrections in the reading and interpretation of that plate has been published
in a subsequent number of the same Journal. It has been republished above on pp. 3 ff. In the
meanwhile Mr.R.S.Garga, Curator of the Central Museum, Indore, sent us Xerox copies of these three
newly discovered plates which we edit in the present article.

According to the information supplied by Mr. Garga, the plates were brought by a resident of
Manavar (a viliage in the Dhar District) for sale. They were purchased by Shri Govindaji Mangal, a
copper merchant of Indore. He sold them to the National Museum, Delhi. The copies sent to us were
from the photographs in the possession of Govindaji Mangal. The length, breadth and weight of the
plates have not heen recorded. The plates are now deposited in the National Museum, Delhi.

Two of these plates are of Maharaja Rudradasa, and the third is of Maharaja Bhulunda. Each

of these plates has a complete grant inscribed only on one side of it. In each case the signature [Some
plates bear the signature of the donors. See e.g. the plates of Harsha. Really speaking, there are no signatures on these plates; for they are all

written by the same hands that wrote the texts of the plates. They are rather the names of the donor kings.] of the kll’lg is incised in
one line in the margin on the left. The characters are of the western variety of the southern alphahet
resembling those of the cognate copper-plate grants discovered before. All these grants are written in
fairly correct Sanskrit. The writing on the earlier of the two grants of Rudradasa is quite clear and is
easy to decipher, but that of the later grant of the same king is not equally good. Still, it is not as bad
as that of the third plate which is of Bhulunda. It is written carelessly and in a cursive hand. It,
therefore, presents several difficulties in decipherment. One or two passages are still illegible. The
general purport of all the three grants is, however, fairly clear, and nothing of historical importance
has heen lost.

As stated before, the language of all the plates is Sanskrit. It is noteworthy that these grants
contain some official terms in Sanskrit such as Arakshika, Preshanika, Dandapdasika and Diitaka
which were hitherto supposed to have come into vogue much later in the age of the Guptas and the
Vakatakas. The present grants are of an earlier age. They show clearly that the technical terms

denoting royal officers of various ranks had already been in use in that age. [We have shown elsewhere that the
Malhara plates of an earlier age contain such official terms.]

All the three grants were isssued from Valkha which was evidently the capital of these kings.
The Maharajas who issued them are described therein as ‘meditating on the feet of a
Parama-bhatlaraka (Lord paramount).” These rulers were, therefore, of a feudatory rank, though their
Suzerain is not specifically mentioned in their grants. We now proceed to summarize the contents of
these grants.
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(I) Manavar Plate (No. 1) of Rudradasa (I) : Year 67

This plate was issued from Valkha and records the consent [Though these plates say that they are recording
the assent of the then ruling kings, they were probably their own grants.] of Mahdrdja Rudradasa to the glft of a field
formerly belonging to the potter Aryadasa. It was situated in the north-western boundary of
Dasilakapalli. The donee was a Brahmana whose name we doubtfully read as Huinadhyaka. The order
is communicated to the members of the royal family as well as to the following officers and servants
:— Arakshika (Magistrate), Preshaflika (Superintendent of royal orders), bhatfas (soldiers) and

chhatras [Chhatras (umbrella-bearers) were really policemen. They are so called probably because they usually bore an umbrella. Later,
these servants are called chatas. Their duty was to search for and apprehend criminals. They were forbidden to enter agrahara villages

except for apprehending thieves and persons accused of high treason (chora-raj-apathyakari-danda-varjam).] (policemen). The
Diitaka or the Executor of the grant was Bhatti [Svaradatta.

The plate is dated at the end in the year (varsha) 67, [See plate III facing p. 10 in C. I L IV. See also the
symbol for 60 in Plate IX, col. IX in Bihler’s Indischen Palacographie.] the tenth tithi of the bright fortnight of Chaitra.
The year is denoted by two numerical symbols of 60 and 7, resembling those used in the Indore plate
of Svamidasa which bears the same year. The left margin of the plate bears the royal signature
Maharaja Rudradasa.

The plate is dated at the end in the year (varsha) 67, [See plate Il facing p. 10 in C. I I IV. See also the
symbol for 60 in Plate IX, col. IX in Bahler’s Indischen Palacographie.] the tenth tithi of the bright fortnight of Chaitra.
The year is denoted by two numerical symbols of 60 and 7, resembling those used in the Indore plate
of Svamidasa which bears the same year. The left margin of the plate bears the royal signature
Maharaja Rudradasa.

Localities—The location of Valkha has heen discussed above. Dasikapallt is also mentioned
in some other plates of the age. It is probably identical with modern Desvalia which lies about 14
miles south of Bagh famous for its cave paintings. The text of the plate is given below :

Line Text [From a photograph kindly supplied by Mr. Garga. ]

1 SRR [1*] 9ol [q* ] RAMERBUTSTISEIT] HERTSTo8 & TAVAATSII

NEIRCI R RN EARI R ER IR RN ICRSE B IR IRe)

BIRATIIHASTEI [§] AT SINIcIhUfega @ruuR—
ARG PRI I TS Fala AT s —

RBTDT THIIAIS (7)) ARG HRIRHATIN: HAT eI —

e STQaY T YT () T ST HUTIIAH [Read Ffa—. ] Ted () NaT—
TP o MR UYOThHE T (TBT) AT et
FEAT [1*] weleredgadd [1*] a9 g o I f 90 [1%]

[In the margin] AERTSTSGGTaRT [ 1*]

0 N O O b~ WO DN

(IT) Manavar Plate (No. IT) of Rudradasa (I) :
Year 67

This plate also was issued by the same Maharaja Rudradasa, and is similarly worded. It
records the consent of Mahardja Rudradasa to the gift of a field in the village Bhutya-grama situated
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in the territorial division (Zambaka) [Lambaka generally occurs in the sense of ‘a large section of a book’, but it is here used in
thesense of “a territorial division’.] of Dasilakapalli. The donee was the Brahmana Bhagajana of the Kasyapa
gotra. The royal order is communicated to officers and servants as in the previous plate. The Diitaka
also was the same, viz., Bhatti I$varadatta. The plate is dated in the year (varsha) 67, the twelfth tithi
of the bright fortnight of Chaitra. The numerical symbols denoting the year are exactly as in the
preceding plate. The margin on the left has the royal signature of Maharaja Rudradasa as in Plate 1.

The contents and dates of the two plates show that this second plate was granted to another
Brahmana of the same gotra just two days after the first plate was donated in the same year 67. The
dates in the plates of the Maharajas of Valkha were previously referred to the Gupta era, but we
pointed out several years ago that they must be taken to be of the Abhira era of A. D. 249. The year, if
taken as expired, [The years cited in records are generally expired. The epoch for an expired year in the early dates of the Abhira era
is A. D. 249-50 as shown by us in C. L L IV, Introd. xi ff.] corresponds to A. D. 316-17.

Another plate [Re-edited by us in C. L L 1V, 5 ] of the same year 67, recording a grant of Maharaja
Svamidasa, was discovered several years ago at Indore. It was in the possession of Vamanashastri
Islampurkar. Its original find-spot is not known; but as several plates of this royal family have been
found in the Indore District, it also must have originally belonged to the same district. Its date is given

as follows :—

Year (varsha) 67, the first tithi of the bright fortnight of Jyeshtha.

The two aforementioned Manavar plates, though dated in the same year 67, are earlier than
this plate of Svamidasa by about two months. Rudradasa (I) seems to have died in the interval and
was succeeded by Svamidasa. As the plates of these Maharajas of Valkha do not mention any
genealogy, it is not known how this Svamidasa was related to his predecessor Rudradasa. We shall
see later that there was another Rudradasa in this family. He flourished much later. So we shall call
this Rudradasa of the Manavar plates Rudradasa ().

The text of this second Manavar plate of Rudradasa (I) is given below :

Line Text [From a photograph kindly supplied by Mr. Garga. ]

1 T [q*] | RAMERGUTET [7* ] S&0a] HERISTS G & TAEAATSIIAfT Jai [7]—

2 W (W) =T () Ja<ret [[] [31] 79 () [@] Fagen [F1] 91 dreas
() AMHHTS —

3 TIRIRY SINSGHIGIGT () & JIIFeYIad (W)— g6 daied () ¥
(-

4 T5Th (P) ARBIBIGH () I3 [Ul] Fraa4disy () AR fe=awr [ ]
[:*]

5 PATTARIT (F) GIITIT TEQIRT (bT) FRYGFAT YA B () HUT (W) —

6 TIA [d] [Read wiaawd 1] G (A1) FIGH G [&] NIRHUETIP o RI&ThHC <
GCOEICHE .

7 ffrtaestf&ty [ -] aaga=reafifc [1* ] weleraxgadd [1*] ay qu

8 oA g faaz [1*]
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9 (In the mragin) FERTSOGaRRY [ 1* ]
(IIT) Manavar Plate of Bhulunda : Year 107

This third plate was issued by Maharaja Bhulunda from the same place Valkha, which was
evidently the capital of all these kings. The object of it was to record the royal assent to the donation
of a field in the northern boundary of the village Ranetaka to the Brahmana Harija (Harijana) of the
Kﬁs’yapa gotra. [The donees of all the three Manavar plates were of the Kasyapa gotra. They were probably related to one another and
were living together at Manavar. Hence, these three plates were found together at that place.] The royal order is communicated
to the Dandapasika (Police Officer) in addition to the Arakshika, Preshanika, bhatas and chhatras
who are mentioned in the other grants also. The present plate does not, however, mention any Diitaka.
The margin on the left has the signature of Mahardja Bhulunda. The date is given at the end. It is
denoted by two numerical symbols, of which the first written cursively seems to denote 100. [See
Bithler’s Plate IX, sign for 100 in column XV.] The second symbol clearly denotes 7. The year (varsha) is thus
107. The tithi is stated as ma 30 apparently denoting the amavasya of Magha.

This is the third plate of Maharaja Bhulunda to be discovered. The first plate of this king (viz.
the Indore plate) was obtained from the collection of Vamanashastri Islampurkar and was edited by R.
C. Majumdar. [The plate has been re-edited by us in C. I L 1V, 8 ff] It is dated in the same year as the present
Manavar plate, viz., the year 107; but its month and tithi were Phalguna va. 12. It was, therefore,
issued by Bhulunda more than three weeks later than the present plate, though in the same year.

The second plate of Bhulunda was discovered about eight years ago. It was in the possession
of a person at Bagh known for its cave paintings. We shall, therefore, call it the Bagh plate. It has
recently been edited by H. G. Shastri and R. C. Parikh in the Journal of the Oriental Institute, Vol.
XXVIII, pp. 28 ff. According to the Editors, this Bagh plate mentions two dates—year 38 and year 47,
both of which they refer to the reign of Bhulunda I, and differentiate him from the homonymous king
who was reigning in the year 107. We have examined this question in a later issue of the same
Journal. [See No. 1 above.] We have shown therein that the second date in that plate is the year 77. The
first date (viz., Year 38) belongs to the reign of an earlier un-named king who had made a grant which
remained un-executed. Bhulunda later, in the year 77, confirmed it. One and the same king could have
been living in the years 77 and 107. So it is not necessary to postulate two kings of the same name
Bhulunda. See the detailed discussion of this matter in our previous article No. L.

We give beiow the text of the Manavar plate of Bhulunda dated in the year 107.

Line Text [Froma photograph kindly supplied by Mr. Garga.]

1 @Ry (R [1*] 9@ [q *] RAMERGURHEN (A1) FeRSYgUsTHd (A1)

Fafa g [@f]—

2 TITHE () bFRgadDl [[F] e [W]] @ |l - 1 (D) [=] [eread]
| ()~

3 FeRS [7 *] [a1] &1 [W] TS IMeER (TFIRR) - FHR™T (AR |fg [ [some
aksharas are illegible here. They mush have contained the name of the owner of the field with the work pratyaya added

oit.] ... [FaeEUg]—
4 wESI (3) [znea] auryew (9] 9= (3) &1 [$]- 98 [g] 74 (@n)—
5 XBIDI (i) Gaur= [F] I (H) 57 () ArmRisiers () a9 (|) T [3
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*] [am]—-

6 EoRRRE g () $ () (] aedmue RS () = [w]d [:*]

7 [@*] [¥] a8 GERaET (@) Weerdcpies (1) TRIEBUABTD [Read-preshania-.] HE—

8 T (W) Al () veurl (1) SICIRY (F) AT [Read samanumantavyam as in the
other two plates.] & (3) T YERPBABRIST (ST) [J]—

9 =55 [A few aksharas are llegible here.] [1%] [ST] 9T (AT)TT (FO1) [@] [&31] & (F1)- fg=sm
[F]w[&*] [1*] a¥ q09 | (A1) 30 [1*] (In the margin) HBR (NI () 9 (4)
QusH [1%]

Another king of this family, viz. Rudradasa II is known from the Sirpur plate edited by
Bhagvanlal Indraji in the Indian Antiquary, Vol. XV1, pp. 98 ff. [The plate has been re-edited by us in C. L. . IV, 10
ff] It records his assent to the donation of a field situated on the western boundary of the village
Vikattanaka. The donee was a Brahmana of the Bharadvaja gotra. The plate is dated in the year 117,
on the third tithi of Vaisakha, the fortnight being unspecified as in the Manavar plate of Bhulunda.
This Rudradasa ruling in the year 117 is the second king of that name, being different from the king
Rudradasa I mentioned in the two Manavar plates dated in the year 67.

We have thus the following seven plates of the Maharajas of Valkha known till now :(—

(1) Manavar plate (No. I) of Rudradasa I (Year 67) (edited above).
(2) Manavar plate (No. II) of Rudradasa I (Year 67) (edited above).
(3) Indore plate of Svamidasa (Year 67) (C. I. 1. IV, 5 ff.).

(4) Bagh plate of Bhulunda (Year 77) (edited ahove, pp. 3 ff.).

(5) Manavar plate of Bhulunda (Year 107) (edited above).

(6) Indore plate of Bhulunda (Year 107) (C. 1. 1. IV, 9 ft.).

(7) Sirpur plate of Rudradasa II (Year 117) (C. L. I. IV, 10 ff.).
We shall now discuss some problems connected with these plates.

The first of these problems is the identification of the era in which their dates are recorded.
Bhagvanlal, who first edited a plate of this family, (viz., the Sirpur plate of Rudradasa (II), referred it
to the beginning of the sixth cen. A. D. He did not make any attempt to identify the era to which the
date refers. R. C. Majumdar referred the dates of the Indore Plates of Svamidasa (Year 67) and
Bhulunda (Year 107) to the Grupta era. This was supported by D. C. Sircar on the ground that it was
the Gupta emperors who first popularised all over India the use of the Imperial titles
Parama-bhatlaraka and Mahardjadhiraja, and whose feudatories called themselves Mahardjas. He,
therefore, conjectured that these Mahardajas of Valkha were feudatories of the Gupta Emperors

Chandragupta Il and Kumaragupta I, and the dates of their grants are recorded in the Gupta era. [1 H. 0.
XXII, pp. 150 ff.]

Contents



These arguments do not bear scrutiny. The title Maharaja was adopted both by independent
kings like the Traikiitakas and the Vakatakas, and subordinate feudatories like the kings of Valkha
ruling in South India in pre-Gupta times. Besides, the main objection to this view is that the Gupta era
was not current in the Antipa country in the time of these Maharajas of Valkha. The earliest grant of
this royal family is dated in the year 38 mentioned in the recently discovered Bagh plate of Bhulunda.
If its date is referred to the Gupta era, it would correspond to A. D. 357-58. Gupta power had not
penetrated into Central India at this time. The Western Kshatrapas were then ruling from Ujjain. The
Maharajas of Valkha then held the country of Aniipa (modern Indore and Nemad districts of Madhya
Pradesh). So they could not have been subordinate to the Guptas and could not have been using the
Gupta era. The only era to which the dates in the grants of the Maharajas of Valkha can be referred is,
therefore, the Abhira era of A. D. 249.

The Puranas say that the Abhiras rose to power after the downfall of the Andhras (i. e. the
Satavahanas). From recent discoveries it seems that they overthrew the Mahakshatrapa I$varadatta
who ruled for a brief period of 20 years after the fall of the Satavahanas. [# I s w. K, pp. [280] ff.] The
Abhiras soon extended their power over a large country comprising Kofikan, Western Maharashtra,
Gujarat and Antipa. Their era commencing in A. D. 249 spread in all these countries with the spread
of their power. So the Maharajas of Valkha, who were apparently their feudatories in the Aniipa
country, used their era in dating their records. The dates in their plates must, therefore, be referred to
the Abhira era.

Most of the plates of these kings have been found in modern Indore and Dhar districts. One of
them was, however, obtained from Sirpur in the Dhule or West Khandesh District. Their country lying
on both the banks of the Narmada was known as Antipa in ancient times. It was previously comprised
in the dominion of the Western Kshatrapas. The Junagadh inscription of Rudradaman mentions
Aniipa among the countries under the rule of that Kshatrapa. (£ 2 vii, 47 f£] The Saka era must have
then been current there as in other countries under their rule. When the Abhiras wrested the Aniipa
country from them, their own era became current there. This is the reason why the plates of these
Mabharajas of Valkha who were their feudatories are dated in the Abhira era.

Here it may be asked “How is it that the word used to denote the year in these plates is varsha
characteristic of the Saka era, not samvatsara (or samvat) which is generally noticed in the
inscriptions of the Abhira era?” This question is not difficult to answer. The people of the Aniipa
country had become accustomed to use the word varsha to denote a year in the preceding age of the
Sakas when they recorded the dates of their era. They seem to have continued to use that word even
after the Abhira era became current in their country. In other countries which had not been under the
Sakas the people used samvatsara (or sam) as they had been doing in the preceding age of the
Satvahanas.
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I11. Risthal Stone Inscription of Prakasadbarman

[This article is being published in F. O. 1]

(Plate IV)

This inscription was discovered while digging the foundation of a house at Risthal, a village
about 9 kms. north of Sitamau in the Mandasor District of Madhya Pradesh, on the 12th December
1983. It has since been removed to Sitamau where it has been deposited in the Natnagar Shodh
Samsthan. Dr. Raghubir Sinh, Director of the Samsthan, kindly supplied good estampages of the
epigraph to me for deciphering. Dr. V. S. Vakankar of the Vikram University also obliged me
bysending me a good estampage and also his own reading of it. I am obliged to both for their
kindness. The record has since been edited with a plate by K. V. Ramesh and S. P. Tewari in the
Journal of the Epigraphical Society of India, Vol. X, pp. 96 ff.

The inscription has been incised beautifully on a large stone slab. The inscribed portion
measures 39.00 cms. broad and 32.53 cms. high. The record consists of 29 verses written in Sanskrit.
They are not numbered, but the end of the first half of each is generally denoted by a dot, and its
completion by two vertical lines. The final consonant is denoted by its small size with a short
horizontal stroke at the top. The characters are of the western variety of the Gupta alphabet,
resembling those of other inscriptions of the Gupta age at Mandasor. As regards orthography, v and b
are clearly distinguished. The guttural nasal has been used for the anusvara when followed by § or s.
See vant-ansu, line 15, and tamansi, line 8. The consonant preceding and following r is generally
doubled. See e. g. yattra, line 3, and ketur-llalama, line 2.

The inscription refers itself to the reign of the Aulikara king Prakasadharman. The object of it
was to record the religious and charitable works of the king at Dasapura and Risthal and those of his
minister Bhagavaddosha at Risthal. It contains the date 572 when the king caused a temple of Siva to
be constructed at Dasapura (modern Mandasor) and named the god in it as Prakasesvara after himself.
This date, like those in other inscriptions of the Aulikaras, must be referred to the Malava Samvat,
later known as the Vikrama era. It does not admit of verification in the absence of the necessary
details, but roughly corresponds to A. D. 515.

The inscription opens with a verse invoking the blessings of Siva in the Ardha-nar-i§vara

form (half male and half female). [In the Ardha-nar-isvara form it is not only the right half of the face of Siva that is combined
with the left half of the face of Parvati as Ramesh and Tewari (R. and T.) seem to think. The union is of the whole half bodies of the two.

Vigha tiyamanam-Parvati tries to separate her body, but Siva completes the sandhyd-vandana rite calmly ($anta-vidheyam) not
withstanding the ire or Parvati] The next verse is in praise of Bhagavatprakasa, who always keeps his bow
ready for the protection of the world. I thought at first that he was the progenitor of the Aulikara
family eulogised in the present inscription. Further consideration has convinced me that he is identical
with the then ruling king Prakasadharman. Such verses in praise of the ruling king are known to occur

in the begining in other praéastis also. [See e.g. the Surat plates of Sryasraya Siladitya, C.Z.Z, IV, p. 134. It may be noted in
this connection that the verb in the verse eulogizing Bhagavatprakasa is in the present tense whereas all verbs praising the ancestors of

Prakasadharman are in the past tense.] Bhagavatprakasa is, therefore, identical with Prakasadharman, bhagavat
being an honorific denoting reverence.

Then begins the genealogy of Prakasadharman. The first member of the Aulikara family
mentioned here is Drumavardhana. He, by his valour, destroyed the power of the enemy and
maintained peace and order in the world. He bore the title of Senapati (Military Commander), which
adorned him as the moon does God Siva. [Like Pushyamitra of the Sufiga dynasty, he must have been a General in his early
career. The title continued even after he became a king.] His son Jayavardhana ruled after him. He distinguished
himself by his policy which was combined with his power of arms. His son was Ajitavardhana, whose
commands were implicitly honoured by his enemies. He performed several sacrifices. As Indra was
attracted by his fondness for Somarasa offerred in them, his wife Sachi had often to suffer pangs of
separation from her husband. His son was Vibhishanavardhana, who, by his good deeds, removed
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misery from the world as the sun dispels darkness by its rays. His successor was his son
Rajyavardhana, who, as befitted his name, increased the extent of his dominion by his victories. The
description of these kings from Drumavardhana to Rajyavardhana is quite stereotyped, being devoid
of all historical events.

The next king was Prakasadharman, the son of Rajyavardhana, who, by his victories, deprived
Huna Chiefs up to Toramana of their Imperial title. Here is a valuable historical reference which will
be discussed later. Prakasadharman is said to have dedicated to God Siva beautiful ladies from the
harems of his enemies whom he vanquished. It served to proclaim his victories. This was, indeed, a
novel way of proclaiming one’s victories.

Prakasadharman performed several religious and charitable works. He constructed a large
tank resembling the sacred Bindusaras at Risthal, dedicating its religious merit to his grandfather
Vibhishanavardhana after whom it was named. He also erected there a grand temple of Siva, bearing
resemblance to a peak of the Himalayas. Further, in the year 572 he built, at Dasapura, a shrine of
Siva under the name of Prakase$vara. He also constructed a temple of Brahma at the same place,
which was cloud-scraping. This reference is noteworthy; for temples dedicated to Brahma are rarely
mentioned. He also constructed a shrine of Krishna and another of Bujjuka [Bujjuka seems to be a local deity.]
for ascetics well versed in the philosophical systems of Sankhya and Yoga. Further, he constructed
several halls, wells, monasteries, orchards as well as shrines in honour of other gods and also other
charitable works in order to be fair to all.

The inscription next records that the Rajasthaniya Bhagavaddosha, the son of an Amatya
(Minister) of the king’s ancestors, caused to be excavated at the place of the present inscription a large
tank which far outshone a sea in expanse, and also erected a cloud-scraping shrine of Siva. This
Bhagavaddosha is also mentioned as a son of a minister of the Aulikara family in the Mandasor stone
inscription [Fleet, Gupta Inscriptions, pp. 145 tf] of Yasodharman-Vishnuvardhana, who, as shown below, was
probably the son and successor of Prakasadharman.

The present prasasti was composed by the poet Vasula, the son of Kakka. He is also
mentioned as the author of the well-known inscription on the Victory Pillars of
Yasodharman-Vishnuvardhana at Mandasor. [Fieet, Gupta Inscriptions, p. 146.] This establishes a link between
the two inscriptions and testifies to the relation between Prakasadharman and Ya$odharman
mentioned below.

The present inscription mentions the date 572 as falling in the reign of Prakasadharman. It
marks his construction of a grand temple of Siva named Prakasesvara at Dasapura after he had
constructed a large tank and a temple of Siva in honour of his grandfather Vibhishanavardhana at
Risthal. Supposing that he undertook these three works one after another soon after his accession, they
may have taken a period of about fifteen years for completion. As we have seen, they were completed
in the Malava year 572 (A. D. 515). Prakasadharman’s accession may, therefore, be placed tentatively
in circa A. D. 500. He was preceded by five ancestors who ruled from Risthal. Their periods may,

therefore, be fixed tentatively as under :—

Drumavardhana — c. A. D. 400—420
Jayavardhana — c. A. D. 420—440
Ajitavardhana — c. A.D. 440—460
Vihhishanavardhana — c. A. D. 460—480
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Rajyavardhana — c. A. D. 480—500
Prakasadharman — c. A.D. 500—520

The next known memher of the Aulikara family was Ya$odharman-Vishnuvardhana, the
vanquisher of the Huina Chief Mihirakula. His Mandasor inscription is dated Malava Samvat 589 (A.
D. 532), which is seventeen years after the date mentioned in the present inscription. He was,
therefore, probably the son and successor of Prakasadharman.

Two more kings with names ending in vardhana are known from inscriptions, though their
exact relation to any of the kings mentioned above cannot be ascertained. From a fragmentary record
[E. I Vol. XXX, Part IV.] found at Mandasor we know of a king named Adityavardhana whose feudatory
Gauri of the Manavayani family excavated a tank in a suburb of Dasapura for the religious rnerit of
his deceased mother. Its date has not been preserved, but from another inscription [Loc. cir.] of Gauri we
know that he was ruling in the Malava Samvat 547 (A. D. 490). Again, from the Brihatsamhita
[Adhyaya 86, verses 1 to 4.] of Varahamihira we know of King Dravyavardhana of Avanti who bore the
Imperial title Maharajadhiraja.

It will be noticed that the names of almost all these kings end in vardhana. As the Aulikaras
had another branch, we may call this ‘the vardhana branch’ of that family.

Till now no predecessors of Yasodharman were definitely known. He was, therefore, believed
to have risen and fallen like a meteor. [# C. I P, Vol 11, p. 40.] Recently we tried to piece together
whatever was known about the Aulikaras of the pre-Yasodharman period and prepared a tentative
genealogy of that Aulikara king for eight generations. [Z R. P. Vol. 1,p. 103.] The present inscription shows
that genealogy to be untenable. It now gives us a thoroughly reliable genealogy of that vanquisher of
the Hunas. Therein lies its great historical importance.

From inscriptions found at Bihar Kotra, Gangdhar and Mandasor, we get the following
genealogy of the Aulikara family, with their known dates :—

Jayavarman

|

(son)

Simhavarman

|

(son)

Naravarman (M. S. 461 and 474)

|

(son)

Visvavarrnan (M. S. 489)

|

(son)

Bandhuvarman (M. S. 499)

|
Prahhakara (M. S. 524 or A. D. 467)
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As the names of almost all these kings end in varman, they may be said to have belonged to
‘the varman branch’ of the Aulikara family.

Both these branches of the family seem to have risen to power at the same time, viz., the end
of the fourth cen. A. D. The Aulikaras were probably of the Malava gana; for they dated their records
not in regnal years as other kings did, but in the Malava Samvat. The Malavas had their original
habitation near the confluence of the Ravi and the Chenab in the Panjab. These Malavas and their
neighbours the Kshudrakas were known as Ayudha-jivi Sanghas on account of their military
organisation. They are mentioned in Patanjali’s Mahabhdashya and the commentary Kasika on the
Ashtadhyayr of Panini. They offered stiff resistence to Alexander on his return journey. Later, when
foreign tribes like the Greeks, Scythians and Parthians swarmed in the Panjab, these freedom-loving
people migrated to the south and stayed for some time in the former Jaipur State. Their capital then
was Malavanagara, now known as Nagara or Karkotanagara in the Tonk District of Rajasthan.
Several coins of the Malava gana have been found in the Jaipur State with the legend Malavana jaya
in Prakrit or Malavanam Jayah in Sanskrit, commemorating their brilliant victory over their enemy.
They had their own era called Krita Samvat. The early dates of that era come from their habitation in
North India. Later, at the close of the fourth cen. A. D. they moved still further southward and
occupied the territory round Mandasor, Neemach and other places in Central India. [z ® .P,, pp. 100 ff]
This region was previously under the rule of the Western Kshatrapas. The Aulikaras whose
inscriptions have been found in this territory were probably the leaders of these Malavas. Hence, we
find that their records have been dated in the Malava Samvat. The country also became known as

Malava-de$a. Its previous name was Akaravanti which occurs in early inscriptions.[£ L VIIL, pp. 60 ff: VI,
pp. 257 {f.]

The Guptas also conquered a part of this region in this very period. From their original
province of Magadha they had advanced as far as Eran [ £ G. k., pp. 220 ff] and Vidisa [/id, pp. 231 ff] in
Madhya Pradesh in the time of Samudragupta. It was Chandragupta II, the son of Samudragupta, who
extended his conquests to Malwa and Kathiawad by overthrowing the Western Kshatrapas in circa A.
D. 395. (1 1 s w. K, p. [83]] He then made Ujjayint in Malwa his second capital. It seems probable,
therefore, that the Aulikaras and the Guptas invaded Malwa in a joint strategy and overthrew the
Western Kshatrapas in circa A. D. 395. Their amiable relations continued for a long time. They
rushed to each other’s aid in times of difficulty. Later, the Guptas extended their dominion far and
wide. Their era spread to distant countries with the extension of their power. But they did not impose
their suzerainty on the Aulikaras whose capital Mandasor lay within a hundred miles from their
second capital Ujjayini. The Aulikaras never submitted to them. [R. C. Mujumdar and most other scholars believe
that the Aulikaras were feudatories of the Guptas, but this view is untenable. See 7 .R. P. I. p. 95.] In none of their grants they
have mentioned them as their suzerains, or even indicated their own subordinate position in a general
way. They did not use the Gupta era in dating their own records as several feudatories of the Guptas
did. In his inscription on the Victory Pillars Yasodharman proudly asserts that his country was never
enjoyed by the Guptas whose prowess was displayed in their subjugation of the whole world. [Fleet,
Gupta Inscriptions, pp. 147 t£] In times of difficulty the Aulikaras rushed to their aid. Prabhakara, the last
known member of the varman branch of the Aulikaras, is described as ‘conflagration to the trees in
the form of the enemies of the Gupta family.’ [E. 1, XXV, pp. 14 ff] He had evidently fought successfully
on the side of Guptas when their kingdom was invaded hy an enemy.

We have seen that the two branches of the Aulikaras were flourishing in the same period.
From the available references in their inscriptions it seems that they both were ruling from Dasapura.
Prakasadharman of the vardhana branch constructed several religious and charitable works at
Dasapura which signifies that it was his capital. The Victory Pillars of Yasodharman of the same
branch were also erected at Mandasor. So there is no doubt that Dasapura or Mandasor was the capital
of the vardhana branch. As for the capital of the varman branch, several of its inscriptions have been
found at Mandasor, and one passage clearly states that Bandhuvarman of that branch was ruling from

there. [See TR¥=a fRIfUfgy Tga=ivgeR FRIGTHIT YGRS IFAGII | Fleet, Gupta Inscriptions, p. 83.] The
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question, therefore, arises, ‘How were the two branches ruling from the same place Dasapura?’ The
answer to it is not difficult to find. The two branches were, no doubt, ruling from the same place, but
in different periods. The varman branch was in the ascendant in the earlier period as shown by its
inscriptions. Then it was ruling from Dasapura. The other or vardhana branch may have been
subordinate to it and may have been holding some other region, probably that round Risthal. It may be
noted in this connection that the progenitor of that branch is described as Sendpati or Military
Commander in the present inscription. [See verse 4 of the present inscription.] It may also be noted that no
significant achievements or even religious or charitable works have been mentioned in connection
with this branch until we come to the time of Prakasadharman. So this vardhana branch seems to have
been administering a second rate division of the Aulikara kingdom. Its capital may have been at
Risthal. The branch seems to have come to the forefront after the reign of Prabhakara of the varman
branch. It was not without reason that Prakasadharman, when he rose to power, constructed
memorials to his grandfather in the form of a large tank and a magnificent temple of Siva at Risthal.
That place must have been the chief town of the family in former times.

The present inscription throws some additional light on the history of the Huainas in India.
Verse 16 which refers to the victory of Prakasadharman on Toramana and other Hina Chiefs runs as
follows :—

31 ARAT YA UA TR —

SIRSIERIEHERIEREICEIEIGE

BUMTATRT Yfd I 71T ufrsi

=Tl gerT faderdrfaRToTares: |

“By his victory he has falsified the Imperial title of the Hiina king which, till the time of King
Toramana, had become established on the earth through his foot-stool being variegated by the clusters
of the rays of the crest-jewels of princes (howing to his feet).”

The history of initial Huna invasions of India is not yet known in detail. It is indeed
well-known that the Hunas invaded India towards the close of Kumaragupta 1’s reign, but it is
generally believed that Skandagupta inflicted such a crushing defeat on them that for nearly half a
century or perhaps more they dared not cross the Sindhu river and penetrate into the interior of India.
[See C. H. I 111, p. 73.] The present verse, if it truly describes the state of things of that age, shows that the
Hunas, far from being enfeebled, repeated their incursions, conquered large territories and had a
number of feudatories paying homage to them. Recent discoveries show that this was true in the case
of Toramana. His inscription has been found in the Saugar District of Madhya Pradesh. [Fieet, Gupra
Inscriptions, p. 158.] It is dated in the very first year of his reign. This shows that he was ruling somewhere
in Central India from where he could easily swoop on the territory round Eran in the Saugar District.
Recently two copper-plate il’lSCI‘iptiOl’lS [M. S. University copper-plates of the times of Toramafa, p. 54.] of his
feudatory Maharaja Bhiita have been discovered at Sanjeli in the Zalod taluka of the Panch Mahal
District in North Gujarat. In these inscriptions Toramana is mentioned with the imperial titles
Paramabhattaraka and Maharajadhiraja. 1t is expressly stated in the afore-cited verse of the present
inscription that Toramana was the last of the Adhirajas ruling there. This shows that the Hiina family
was holding that territory for considerable time. The present inscription says that Prakasadharman
deprived Toramana and other Hiina kings of their Imperial title and made them his feudatories as

Yasodharman did later in the case of Mihirakula. [R and T. make the pada-chchheda in the last line of verse 16 as yudha
avitathatam and take the verse to mean that Prakasadharman, by establishing himself in the kingdom of the Huina ruler Toramana, rendered
the word Adhiraja factual in battle. Such construction is impossible, as Toramananripateh is abliative, not genitive, being governed by the
particle a.]
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It now remains to say a few words about two Aulikara kings, viz., Adityavardhana and
Dravyavardhana, who, though they apparently belong to the vardhana branch, have not been
mentioned in the present inscription. Adityavardhana, whose feudatory Gauri has left a fragmentary
inscription at Mandasor, may have been a collateral of the vardhana branch who held a small
principality in the kingdom of the Aulikaras. As for Mahdarajadhirdja Dravyavardhana of the Avanti
country mentioned by Varahamihira, he seems to have invaded and occupied the region round
Ujjayini when the Guptas left it after the close of Skandagupta’s reign in circa A. D. 467.

Metres—Verses 1, 2 Upgjati; 3, 4 Aupachchhandasika;, 5, 6 Matrasamaka; 7, 8
Vamsasthavila, 9, 10 Drutavilambita; 11, 12 Viyogini; 13, 14 Pushpitdagra; 15-21 Vasantatilaka; 22—
27,29 Anushfubh, 28 Malini.

Line Text

1 T FATI O USRI Tl faacead 9 [1*] e [faed] vg
EIRRNCIERCRICRIGE] [qn*]?ﬁg{awﬁ[aﬂrr%ﬁ%w%zr

2 BHBATTSIH [|* ] ST TR ST hdg (1] 7 = WIaeH Dbz Il [01%] 9
[a] AR AT D &R IHRITIRI 367 | GHAGT eaT—
3 I IBRINIREICIEINE RacH I [311%] IERSSIE]

md d '%I\ JRIECEIRIRER ATS D [|*:| |5IGIG€\-5I- [Read—dz—.] h ) = T
Taferres: Yl ST I [ 1* ] rrardestei—

4 qeIpdAT  gedEEl  FRFar  yorar  [1*]  Seuifie 9 sdrgerl

SgG TR I [41*] g8e5 I Fbe IR URgUad] STeqad faaq

[1%]

5 JONUAT  dREPUSeal WA gqd feRomfag 0 [e0]
fepIereTRalosTess 1Ty FTcfSTsT: URTSHE Y | Fo5 qRATSTTUrey: IR

6 RIS aG TG 1| [91* ] Iy AU FHRR I Jeleawqd! | aa
BRI faTferTg osarra 2t Il [¢ 1* ] gafafaadasm:

7 RIS Tpeuer FYHITTHURT: Sd a gd: TR@l oF $HISM

faiiyorag = Il [ 1*] Agad UfdamTResg (S59) oRfqgdaN:

8 FRIRIAT | FaRT: fHOIRT WITATETTATS Y [Read —awiftn.] ST FBR It
[901* ] qoafRIfT IR UgRARIdgT 99R T | WS IR oI aE TR IR

9 9 TG I [991*] o gare e fafyasas fadsat ot | sudw [41]
TAISAUN fgwel IR FATRIAIST: Il [921* ] farferafericres s R argafaur—

10 i REE:  [1*] gaRdafeauere i Juidae™yd:  ghrRies |

[a31%*] S EICEDER THTIETHI A SO HE 1Y SO [1*]
TSR —

11 Aot Rafcraedaganta ar tR‘TU]T’-T I [ag1* ] T A HIRFRATGATIHRIY]
ORI U [1* ] SlpIabRIGER) 7 RIS RTST3R

12 3 [w5] RIS IEEI I [ayn*] 3
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13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

ARHATUN O A SR S eI R o T pearayier [1*] gonfadwy qfa 3+ T
st =TT e fdqerameRTsTerea: I [g 1% ]

UG fadTs AT =i TR A9 AearReal T [1*] 31 [HI=T] [emrf (.
and T.)] Srqgfed= qaiffr [w] wernfy sfawfwr fFafeaf 1 [qui*] e
EIRESERRGI!

fITR IMERIGTIRIAGT JHT | BIpUBRIYST IhArageal e SO Hirdd
JuHEIST Il [9¢ 1* ] ITel e aWiNurag 113 s3TearHIa

quathes faer fawaTiR famgaRa: i aaaigHIvoraR [This tank and the Siva temple
described in the next verse were situated at Risthal.] Wﬂ%f %Ff [ [QQ"*] Ud

o\

TR (3G SIS [Read —ariiy—.] [ATPRAHTDHUSHRT: |

S

WA TIIgRedr  yoRlgde  [#] IHHIR - qg9 | [Qol1*]
ARG A THARTE I JU0Ty 42y 31y faeaRyon [1*]

AT IS IR B ISR [ Ry dhdl | [31*] @& WRITu
FIRITRTRIT YIarT: | STBRIEIY ThRIERAGH I Il [21* ]

aRd 9 REAEIER A [1*] Ssuafea @M Rreve=Rigd «o)
[231*%] Smer™ I SRR [[A1] 7 [1%] gud gonawd
IPTIIAT I : Il [R811* ]

AIGUSRIAAGH = fedled™ [1*] Inigurafaq@l sggwTaiaed |
[41*] T JUIRR QST | RTSTRATHRIHIIE UG IYq g /AT ||
[Re1*]

Ud [The tank and the temple were at Risthal. ] SIIE m%m f31Tes @Tfd ax: | RS U1C’5Q|83|Q9|
FfTeeds dRaq I [u1*]  feusguRadt  dewi arfa
AT GRINHGATHHIGATS] THET |

AR 3 [&] AR 9gH 1Y AralgsdgRaar ! BIfTRamRol =™ I [¢1%] 3fa

AT T JUT: GUIHHOT: [ |* ] g5 TuR e qedd Hepg=n [11 ] I1¥]
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Section 11

EXAMINATION OF Dr. D. R. BHANDARKAR’S
VIEWS ON SOME PROBLEMS OF
GUPTA HISTORY
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IV. Did Chandragupta II become a Vanaprastha?

[V. I F. XX, Parts i, ii.]

The Vedic religion has prescribed four asramas or stages of life, viz., those of Brahmacharin
(student), Grihastha (house-holder), Vanaprastha (forest-hermit) and Samnyasin (ascetic) for its
followers of the three first castes. The first two stages are well known. As for the Vanciprastha, the
Manusmirti (V. 2) states the time when it is to be adopted as follows :

BRI IaT UG o3 U THHT: |
IR A TSR FHTSRIA |

[When a householder finds that his skin is showmg wrinkles, his hair has turned white and a
grandchild has been born to him, he should betake himself to the forest (for becoming a
Vanaprastha)].

He then lived on roots and fruits, performed the obligatory religious rites and spent his time in
meditation and penance. In the last stage he became a wandering ascetic, dressed in rags, with a staff
and a water-pot. He renounced all things and treated pleasure and pain with indifference.

Of the aforementioned four stages, the first two were generally adopted, but the last two were
rarely gone through. Above all, kings must have rarely adopted them. In the Raghuvamsa Kalidasa
says that princes of the Ikshvaku race generally followed this scheme of the four stages of life, but he
actually mentions only three, viz., Dilipa, Raghu and Sudar§ana who became Vanaprasthas. We know
of hardly any instance of the type in historical times. D. R. Bhandarkar has, however, mentioned some
instances of it in his recently published Inscriptions of the Early Gupta Kings. It is proposed to
discuss critically one of them in the present article.

This work of Bhandarkar has a long history. It forms the third Volume of the famous series
Corpus Inscriptionum Indicarum (Collection of Indian Inscriptions). This is the second edition of it.
The first edition of this work by J. F. Fleet was published more than a century ago, in 1880, and was
out of print for a long time. The work of preparing a second and revised edition of it was entrusted to
D. R. Bhandarkar nearly fifty years ago, in 1935. He worked on it for fifteen years and handed over its
typescript to the Archacological Department of the Government of India in 1950, some time before
his sad demise. As it required some dressing up, it remained unpublished for a long tirne. It has now
been edited by B. Ch. Chhabra and G. S. Gai, and published by the Archaeological Department.

In this second edition of the work Bhandarkar has omitted the inscriptions of the successors of
the Guptas included in the first edition and added some records of the family discovered since, in
order to bring the work up to date. He has also added the Historical Chapters which Fleet could not
write. He has discussed, in detail, the political history, administration, social, religious and literary
history of the period and also some problems which had become controversial.

Bhandarkar was an eminent scholar of ancient Indian history. He has expressed original views
on various problems of Gupta history, some of which, however, appear fantastic and sensational. It is
proposed to discuss critically one of them here.

Chandragupta Il was a great and famous king of ihe Gupta dynasty. We now know much
about him as a result of the researches of several scholars during the last century. His empire extended
over a large part of North India. His political influence was felt in South India also. He assumed the
title of Vikramaditya. Kalidasa, the greatest of Sanskrit poets, flourished at his court. This and much
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other information about him and his reign are known to all. But it is now for the first time that we read
in Bhandarkar’s aforementioned work that he went to distant Punjab in order to adopt the
Vanaprastha asrama and that he stayed there for a long time. This is a startling discovery which
requires to be examined critically.

This discovery of Bhandarkar is based on the following evidence :—

At Meharauli, a village about 9 miles south of Delhi, there is a round iron pillar in a
somewhat low place near the famous Kutb Minar. It is slightly tapering, its diameter being 16 in. at
the bottom and 12 in. at the top. Its height is 23 ft. 8 in. It has the following record inscribed on it [C .&
1. 111, (second edition), pp. 257 ff.] :—

Line G5 S2 BT Text

1 TG TR A AN g ad AR Esid Bifaysl
[1%]

2 gl w@ g a9 9 RS gifgs Saemfars

ST f-ered e arr (19 1% ]

3 Reerg fIgsg 1 TRUTAAIEBARIAR] godi SHTaEa Tada: ol (Ryaw
feret [1%]

4 BRI HETIH FAYSI IR AT HETTATGGSTIT TUMRIR IR 319 farfcre
(12 1*]

5 Tl SYoTisTad iR de1eRTsd Bdl asTe- aHuasdga dadisrd g
[1*]

6 dRE ity gffosr a1 (A1) 99 fJwn (o) Afd aRfevee R werEar
foreomedsT: wemmafar [13 1]

Fleet’s translation, which has been generally accepted, runs as follows :

(Lines 1-2)-He, on whose arm fame was inscribed by the sword, when, in battle in the Vanga
country, he kneaded (and turned) back with (his) breast the enemies who, uniting together, came
against (him);— he, by whom, having crossed in warfare the seven mouths of the (river) Sindhu, the
Vahlikas were conquered; —he, by the breezes of whose prowess the southern ocean is even still
perfumed :-

(Lines 3-4)-He, the remnant of the great zeal of whose energy, which utterly destroyed (4is)
enemies, like (the remnant of the great glowing heat) of a burned out fire in a great forest, even now
leaves not the earth; though he, the king, as if wearied, has quitted the earth, and has gone to the other
world, moving in (bodily) form to the land (of paradise) won by (the merit of his) actions, (but)
remaining on (this) earth by (the memory of his) fame :-

(Lines 5-6)-By him, the king,—who attained sole supreme sovereignty in the world, acquired
by his own arm and (enjoyed) for a very long time; (and) who, having the name of Chandra, carried a
beauty of countenance like (the beauty of) the full moon,—having in faith fixed his mind upon (the
god) Vishnu, this lofty standard of the divine Vishnu was set up on the hill (called) Vishnupada.
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Some matters about this inscription have become controversial. We shall briefly discuss them
here.

The inscription states that the pillar was set up on the hill of Vishnupada. It stands now in a
slight depression with rising ground on both sides, which can hardly be described as a giri (hill). So
the pillar seems to have been brought there from elsewhere. There is also a tradition that it was
brought there and erected by Anangapala, the founder of the Tomar dynasty, in the early part of the
eighth cent. A. D. But where was it brought from? Fortunately, we have some conclusive evidence on
this point.

The Valmiki-Ramayana says that when Rama, Lakshmana and Sita left for their exile,
Dasaratha breathed his last. Then Vasishtha sent messengers to bring Bharata, who had gone to his
maternal grandfather’s country of Kekaya. Their journey to Girivraja, the capital of that country, is
thus described in the Ramayana [Ramayana. 11, 68. 18-19.]

TG AENHT A T TIT |
freom: ue Dersron foumar =y F el I

(The messengers went by the way between the country of Vahlika and the mountain
Sudaman, seeing as they passed, the hill Vishnupada and the rivers Vipasa and Salmali.)

This passage mentions both the Vahlika country and the Vishnupada hill which are named in
the Meharauli inscription and so it is very useful for locating Vishnupada. Bhandarkar has shown that
the hill of Vishnupada must have been situated near the boundary of the districts of Gurudaspur and
Kangara and a sharp bend of the river Beas in the Panjab. [C. 1 I 11, p. 60.]

Let us next see who this king Chandra was, who set up this pillar. Various conjectures have
been made in this respect. Fleet thought that he was Chandragupta I, but his kingdom was not large as
described in the Meharauli inscription. Besides, he had probably a short reign. So the description does
not suit him. Some identify this Chandra with Chandravarman mentioned in the Susunia rock
inscription in Bengal. But he too was a petty chief who cannot be the Emperor Chandra of that record.
The third view that he was Chandragupta 11 appears probable. We know that this Chandragupta had a
large empire comprising almost the whole of North India. Besides, he had powerful influence at the
courts of several Southern kings like the Vakatakas of Vidarbha and the Rashtrakiitas of Kuntala. He
had, again, a long reign of more than thirty years. So the description in the Meharauli inscription suits
him admirably.

But did he win a victory in Bengal as stated in that record? Samudragupta had, no doubt,
conquered that country before; for the Allahabad prasasti mentions Samatata as one of the countries
he had overrun. Samatata comprised parts of the districts of Maimansingh, Dacca, Sylhet, Tippera,
etc. Still it is not unlikely that the rulers of this part of the country rose in revolt in the beginning of
Chandragupta II’s reign, though we have no definite evidence on the point. Chandragupta may have
scored a victory over them.

It is also not unlikely that he won a brilliant victory in the Panjab as stated in that epigraph.
There was sufficient reason for his invasion of that territory. From researches in the last half a century
we know that Samudragupta was succeeded not by Chandragupta Il as was previously believed, but
by his elder son Ramagupta. Soon after his accession, Ramagupta, imitating his father Samudragupta,
invaded the territory of his Kushana contemporary in the Panjab. He took with himself his brother
Chandragupta and also his queen Dhruvasvamini. He suffered a disastrous defeat and had to accept
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the extremely ignominious condition of surrendering his queen Dhruvasvamini to the triumphant
Kushana adversary in return for a safe passage for himself and his men. His brother Chandragupta
was made of a sterner stuff. He refused to accept this ignoble condition. He disguised himself as
Queen Dhruvasvamini, took with himself some brave and trusted men in the guise of the queen’s
maids, and went to the enemy’s camp. Finding a suitable opportunity, he stabbed the Kushana king to
death, and made good his escape along with his companions. He thus saved Ramagupta in that critical
situation. But later his relations with Ramagupta became hostile. The latter was killed in a scuffle.
This whole story which prima facie appears incredible has now been proved by incontrovertible
evidence.

Soon after his accession, Chandragupta seems to have resolved to wreak vengeance on the
Kushana king for the ignoble episode mentioned before. He raided the Panjab and obtained there a
brilliant victory. He then erected the iron pillar on the Vishnupada hill to commemorate the victory.
For some reason no record was incised on it at that time. The Meharauli epigraph was engraved on it
much later after Chandragupta 1I’s death. So it mentions his later achievements also.

The inscription can thus be explained satisfactorily. Bhandarkar, however, has interpreted it in
a different manner. His theory is based on the following hemistich :

ReITRIT g 7 ARYTHIEITRITR] |

AT HHSTATalT aae il Ry fard |

He translates it as follows :~Who, the king, quitting this go (earth), as if dejected, has resorted
to another go (intermediate region), who, though he has, in body, gone to the land (avani) for religious
rites, [Here Bhandarkar dissolves the compound as karmafle jitam avanim, but he does it on p. 61 as karmafia jitam avanim (conquered
through his own deeds, i.e., by his prowess).] has remained on earth (kshiti) by fame.

Bhandarkar’s interpretation is far-fetched and unacceptable. The word go has been used twice
in the hemistich. It has to be taken in the sense of ‘a world” or ‘a region’. The intended sense is that
King Chandra, feeling tired, has quitted this world (i. e., the earth) and has gone to the other world
(i.e., heaven). It cannot mean that he has quitted the earth and has gone to Vishnupada. [To say that the
Vishnupada hill is situated not on the earth but in the intermediate region is a mere quibbling of words.] For Vishljlupada also is on
the earth. Again, it would be absurd to suppose that he had gone to Vishnupada in the Panjab for the
religious rite (karman) of adopting the Vanaprastha asrama; for that rite could easily have been

performed at his capital of Pﬁtaiiputra or at UjjayinT. [Pataliputra was his main capital, while Ujjayini was his secondary
capital.]

The hemistich further states that King Chandra went in bodily form to the country he had
conquered by his religious merit, while he remained on earth by his fame. Bhandarkar, however, takes
it to mean that Chandra went to the country of Vishnupada in person (mirtya) and remained there by
his fame for a long time. This is fantastic and misses the real tenor of the description. When a great
man dies, it is usual to describe him as ‘dwelling on the earth by his fame’. Many instances of this
type can be cited from Sanskrit literature. [See, c.g. TR HIRTY TafT YA fTHATTECR in Subandhu’s Vasavadatta
(Introduction).] So King Chandra was undoubtedly dead when the record was incised on the Meharauli
pillar. Bhandarkar’s interpretation is wholly unacceptable.

Bhandarkar was a good scholar of Sanskrit. How has he interpreted this verse so perversely?
The word mirtyd in the aforecited hemistich seems to have misled him. In a foot-note on this passage
on p. 259, he Says : [Bhandarkar has stated that Chandragupta I also became a Vanaprastha, but this also is questionable.] “The
word miirtya clearly shows that Chandra was living in this world when the pillar was set up, that is, at
Vishnupada, and as Vanaprastha.” Bhandarkar thinks that when a person dies, he is deprived of his
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bodily form. As Chandra was present in bodily form on Vishnupada, when the pillar was erected, he
must be living at the time. Bhandarkar has missed the point here. The description ﬂﬁﬁ BRI

Tddd: has no reference to the adoption of the Vanaprastha stage as shown before. When the verse

describes King Chandra as ‘gone to the world won by his karman (religious merit)’, it means that he
had gone to heaven in a heavenly form. When a meritorious person dies, he is, no doubt, freed from
his mortal frame, but he gets a heavenly body which remains with him so long as he dwells in heaven.
This idea occurs in several passages of Sanskrit literature. See e. g. the following description of King
Aja when he ended his life at the holy confluence of the Ganga and the Sarayii :

el AR STE IR |-
S EATTEARITOTCS I HTATET e |
qaThRITHIRG A BI<TITH]
STFTIRERAT YA a1y |

(When Aja gave up his life at the holy place of the confluence of the Ganga and the Sarayi,
he was immediately enrolled among the immortal [gods], and met his wife Indumati, who had attained
a form even more beautiful than before, and sported with her in the pleasure-houses of the Nandana
Garden).

In this verse Kalidasa has stated that Aja and Indumati did not become bodiless after their
death. They were endowed with heavenly bodies with which they enjoyed pleasures in their heavenly

abode. So the words {3 HHITSTATA TTde: must be interpreted to mean that King Chandra had
gone in a heavenly body to the world (heaven) which he had won by his meritorious deeds. The
subsequent description pral R fard) supports this interpretation. It states that the king was

staying on the earth only by his fame, his mortal body having perished. There is no reference, overt or

covert, to his adoption of the Vanaprastha stage on the Vishnupada hill. [Bhandarkar has referred again to this
matter on pp. 66 and 251 of his Volume. The subject has been discussed in the next article. |
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V. Did Chandragupta II sell his own palaces at Vidisa?

[A. B. O. R. I. LXVIIL, pp. 221 ff.]

On pp. 247 ff. of his recently published Inscriptions of the Early Gupta Kings, D. R.
Bhandarkar has edited the Safichi Stone Inscription of Chandragupta 11, dated in the Gupta year 93.
While interpreting it he has come to the conclusion that the Gupta king sold his three palaces at Vidisa
for purchaing a village in order to make a permanent endowment in favour of the Buddhist Safigha at
Safichi. This will be a startling news to all students of Gupta history. Was the great king reduced to
such financial stringency that he had to sell his own palaces in order to purchase an ordinary village?
This is unbelievable. We must study the inscription closely. The relevant portion of it is given below.

Line Text

2 ... SV SRS T HERTST e —

3 RIS S TS AT TRITRITS T AT TSI e uvTgTd—

4 g ... ST YRATYA b HARTATCT IR GPlerazl-

5 o1 ... IR SRAYAI DL AORRAGIIRIRISTH A I —

6 d o [Fgd*] SERaS TFHUST Al SaIf TR [Read waafiE ]

-
R ... [1*] I8E FeRISORTSS e @ qavTs gid f—

8 I [F] ... [3] T FAQUEE) AT Tied draca el Yoi—
9 di ITe 9 S19ah] Saerq [1* ] 79 araRmericasig ferdl Yoidi IeTs =
10 QIah 3T [1%]

~

Fleet has translated this part of the record as follows :— “...To the community of the faithful,
which is the abode of the most excellent Sramarias, ~having prostrated himself in an assembly of five
persons, Amrakardava, the son of Undana,—~whose means of subsistence have been made comfortable
by the favour of the feet of Maharajadhiraja, the glorious Chandragupta II; who is publishing in the
world the amiable behaviour of the virtuous people who are the dependents (of the king); who has
acquired banners of victory in many battles; (and) who is an inhabitant of (the town of) Nashsti...in
the Sukuli desa,~gives (the village or allotment of) I§varavasaka. ... purchased with the endowment of
Maja and Sarabhanga and Amrarata of the royal household, and (also) gives twenty-five dinaras.

From (the interest of the dinaras) given by him, —with half, as long as the moon and the sun
(endure), let five Bhikshus he fed, and let a lamp burn in the jewel-house, for the perfection of all the
virtues of...the familiar name of Devaraja ... of the Maharajadhirdja, the glorious Chandragupta II and
with the other half, which is mine, let the same number of the five Bhikshus be fed and (/ef) a lamp
(burn) in the jewel-house.”

This translation with a few corrections can he accepted. For instance, the permanent
endowment was not only of the interest on the twenty-five dinaras as stated above, but also of the
income derived from the village donated. Amrakardava was evidently a military officer of
Chandragupta 1l as he is said to have won victory in many battles. The members of the royal family
mentioned in the inscription were probably related to him or were his intimate friends; for they gifted
the village purchased by them without laying down any condition as to the religious merit accruing
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from it. As a devoted servant of Chandragupta, Amrakardava first assigned half the religious merit of
the gift to his lord and master, and reserved only the other half for himself.

Bhandarkar does not agree with this interpretation of the epigraph. He takes raja-kula in the
sense of ‘a palace’. The three royal palaces mentioned in the record were of Chandragupta and were
situated at Vidisa near Safichi, Bhandarkar conjectures that the Gupta king must have been encamped
there several years ago when he had visited the place in the course of his digvijaya. The year 93 of the
Gupta era which the present record bears is the last known date of the reign of Chandragupta II. The
next known date, the year 96, is the first known date of his son and successor Kumaragupta 1. So
Chandragupta must have been old at this time. He must have been thinking of retiring from worldly
life and becoming a Vanaprastha. So he asked his trusted officer Amrakardava to sell his three
palaces Maja, Sarabhanga and Amrarata at Vidi$a and, from their proceeds, to make a permanent
endowment in favour of the Buddhist Sangha at Safichi for the feeding of a certain number of
Bhikshus and the maintenance of a lamp in the temple there. After this was done, he seems to have
gone to Vishnupada in Panjab and embraced the Vanaprastha asrama there.

All this is hypothetical without any basis whatsoever. Maja, Sarahhanga and Amrarata do not
appear like the names of palaces. They appear like the names of individuals. Raja-kula primarily
signifies ‘a royal family’. So these may have been petty chiefs ruling as feudatories in the
neighbourhood of Vidi§a. No doubt rajakula secondarily signifies ‘a palace’ [See the following passage from
the Devi-Chandragupta cited in A. B. O. R. I. Vol. LXII, p. 188: 31 3 3TS[AT BT BRI 3 fawon AR Uweanfify wofdt
13rS@al fores 1] also, and we know the names of some royal palaces mentioned in Sanskrit literature.
See e. g. Suganga, a palace of the Mauryas, and Meghapratichchhnda, a palace of Dushyanta. [Sakuntala,
Act V1] But these names are significant. Such are not the names Maja, Sarahhanga and Amrarata. So

they are more 1ikely to be the names of individuals. [Sarabhanga’ occurs in the R@mayaa as the name of a sage. He met
Rama in his exile. See Ramayaia, Aranyakanda, 5, 36. He is also mentioned in the Mahabharata, Vanaparvan, 83, 39.]

Bhandarkar says that these three palaces were sold at Chandragupta’s behest; [C. I I TIT (second
ed.), p. 66.] but of this there is no indication at all in the present inscription. Had that been the case,
Amrakardava would not have given considerable information about himseif in the beginning of the
record; for he was only carrying out his master’s order. Nor would he have appropriated half the
religious merit of the gift; for he was a loyal servant of his lord.

Besides, it looks preposterous that Chandragupta should be required to sell as many as three
of his private palaces for purchasing an ordinary village to make a permanent endowment. He had an
extensive Empire covering nearly the whole of North India. The prosperity of it is indicated by the
various types of gold coins issued by him and has been praised by the Chinese traveller Fahien. Was
he reduced to such financial stringency that he was obliged to sell his own palaces—as many as three
of them—in order to purchase an ordinary village? This is absolutely incredible.

That he retired from worldly life and went to distant Vishnupada in Panjab in order to

embrace the Vanaprastha-asrama is a myth, pure and simple, as shown elsewhere. [See our article entitles
“Did Chandragupta Il become Vanaprastha?” No. IV above.]
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VI D. R. Bhandarkar on the Relations of the Guptas and the Vakatakas

In his Inscriptions of the Early Gupta Kings (Corpus Inscriptionum Indicarum, Vol. III,
second edition) Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar has discussed in detail the relations of the Guptas and the
Vakatakas. He has made several new suggestions, some of which require critical examination in the
interest of historical truth. We state and discuss them here.

Statement I—In the Allahahad pillar inscription of Samudragupta Harishena mentions

several kings of South India whom Samudragupta defeated, but reinstated afterwards. However, the
list is not complete. There were, for instance, the Vakatakas with whom also he must have come into
conflict. Why has Harishena not mentioned them? Bhandarkar says that the Vakatakas were then
destitute of power. Samudragupta restored it to them. They are not mentioned in the Allahahad
inscription because Samudragupta did not want to hurt their feelings by reviving the memory of their
unfortunate past.

Examination—This is a gratuitous assumption. There is no evidence of the subjugation of

the Vakatakas in the previous period. Pravarasena I, who established Vakataka power in Vidarbha,

performed as many as four Asvamedhas and assumed the Imperial title ofSamrat. [vakataka grants generally
have the reading Samrat Vakalakanam Maharajasya Sri-Rudrasenasya, where the correct reading would be Samrdjo
Vakatakanam-Maharajasya etc. Fleet and Bhandarkar connect Samrat with Vakatakanam and take the expression to mean ‘the Sovereign
Vakatakas.” This is incorrect. Vakatukanam is connected with the following word, viz., Maharajasya. The recently discovered Thalner

Plates of Harishena omit Samrat altogether.] We have no reason to suppose that his successor was weak. Hence
Samudragapta seems to have avoided conflict with the Vakatakas and returned home after his
encounter with the ruler of Kaficht (Conjiverum).

Statement II—Bhandarkar says that after Pravarasena I, the Vakatakas lost their kingdom
and became destitute of power for three generations. It was Rudrasena I of the fourth generation who
regained his kingdom with the aid of Samudragupta.

Examination—Bhandarkar’s statement is based on a wrong interpretation of the following
passage [C. I L Tl (first ed.), p. 127.] which occurs in several Vakataka grants :—

Chatur-Asvamedha-yaiinah Vishnuvriddha-sagotrasya Samrat(jo)
Vakatakanatm-Maharajasya $ri-Pravarasenasya stnoh siinoh.... Gautamiputrasya putrasya
Vakatakanam-Maharajasya Rudrasenasya.

The genealogy of the Vakatakas stated in this passage is usually taken as follows :—

Samrat Pravarasena |

Gautamiputra

Mahardja Rudrasena |

In this passage Pravarasenasya stinoh stinoh corresponds to Gautamiputrasya putrasya which
occurs later. So Gautamiputra was a son of Pravarsena I. The latter, who performed as many as four
Asvamedhas had evidently a long reign. The Puranas mention its duration as 60 years. [Pargiter, Dynasties
of the Kali Age, p. 50.] S0 his son Gautamiputra seems to have predeceased him. This is also indicated by
the absence of any royal title in his case in the passage cited above. Pravarasena 1 was succeeded by
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his grandson Rudrasena 1. This is how previous editors of Vakataka grants such as Fleet [C. 7 7 1T (first
ed) p. 241, n. 4] and Bihler have interpreted the passage. Historians of the Vakataka age have adopted
the same view. [See Altekar in the Vakatuka-Gupta Age (1954), p. 24] Rudrasena I, therefore, belonged to the
second generation, not the fourth generation, after Pravarasena I.

In the passage cited ahove, Gautamiputrasya seems to be in apposition to the second word
siinoh in Pravarasenasya sinoh siunoh. In that case the passage would indicate the following
genealogy :

SamralPravarasena |

Son (Name not stated)

Gautamiputra

Maharaja Rudrasena 1

Bhandarkar seems to refer to this genealogy in one place. [See his edition of C. I I T, p. 32.] If this
interpretation is accepted, Pravarasena 1’s son will remain un-named. There is no reason why his name
was not mentioned in stating the Vakataka genealogy. That he did not reign is no reason; for
Gautamiputra also did not reign, but his name is not omitted in stating the Vakataka genealogy, only
his royal title being omitted. So this interpretation is unacceptable.

Again, even if we accept the above genealogy, Rudrasena would be in the third generation
after Pravarasena I, not in the fourth generation after him as Bhandarkar has stated in many places. So
this interpretation also is impossible.

Perhaps Bhandarkar had the following genealogy in mind though it is not supported by the

wording of the above-cited passage [C. 1. I 1II (second ed.) p. 34. An insuperable difficulty in accepting Bhandarkar’s view
that Vakataka Rudrasena I belonged to the fourth generation after Pravarasena I is that in that case he would not be a contemporary of
Samudragupta who is supposed to have raised him to power. See the following approximate dates of both :—

The Guptas The Vakatakas
Chandragupta I-(A. D. 319-330) Pravarasena I (A. D. 270-330)
| \
Samudragupta-(A. D. 330-375) (Three generations) (A. D. 330-375)
(See C. 1. LV, pp. v ff)) Rudrasena I (A. D. 375-395)] :—

Pravarasena I

Son

Son

Son (Gautamiputra)

Rudrasena I

This genealogy is even more objectionable as it has omitted the names of two princes, viz.
those of the son and the grandson of Pravarasena 1. No other Vakataka grant omits the name of any
member of the family in stating the genealogy.
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Again, did the Vakatakas become destitute of power in the time of Samudragupta?
Bhandarkar thus states the history of the Vakatakas in this period :-

Previously the Vakataka kingdom was practically co-extensive with the table land of the
Deccan. A combination of neighbouring states partitioned it after the reign of Pravarasena 1. There
was the ruler of Kosala in the east, the Naga confederacy in the north, the Kshatrapas in the west, and
the Pallavas and others in the south. These must have conspired jointly and severally to pounce upon
the Vakataka Empire and seize, every one for himself, a sumptuous morsel. They were subjugated by
Samudragupta. The Vakatakas had then to enter into a subordinate alliance with the Guptas.

All this is mere speculation. It has no legs to stand on. This will illustrate how Bhandarkar’s
imagination runs riot and takes for granted things for which there is no evidence at all. In the first
place, the Vakataka kingdom in this period did not extend over the whole of the Deccan. No Vakataka
records of this period have been found in Western Deccan. [A grant of Prabhavatigupta was, no doubt, found in
Poona, but it is of a later period. Besides, we have shown that it originally belonged to Vidarbha. C. 1. . V, p. 34.] On the other hand,
we find the Abhiras and then the Traikiitakas ruling in Western Maharashtra contemporaneously with
the Vakatakas, who held Vidarbha. None of them is known to have come into conflict with the
Vakatakas in this period.

There is, therefore, no evidence to suppose that the Vakatakas had become destitute of power
for any period, much less for as many as three generations after the reign of Pravarasena 1. As stated
before, this Vakataka king ruled for 60 years. He was succeeded by his grandson Rudrasena 1 in the
usual course as his son had predeceased him. He had not to seek the aid of Samudragupta or any other
powerful ruler. Rudrasena I’s son and successor Prithivishena I is described in Vakataka grants as
‘ruling over a kingdom which had been prospering for a hundred years’. [mid. v, p. 10] So his Gupta
contemporary Chandragupta II thought it wise to enter into a political alliance with him and to cement
it further by giving his daughter Prahhavati in marriage to his son Rudrasena II. There is thus
absolutely no evidence for supposing that the Vakatakas were in a destitute condition in this period
and were restored to power by the gracious help of Samudragupta.

Statement III—When the Vakatakas rose to power in the fourth generation after Pravarasena
I, they were not suzerains but feudatories. To whom were they subordinate? As Rudrasena I was a
contemporary of Samudragupta, it must have been the latter who was responsible for raising him and
the Vakatakas to power.

Examination—There is no evidence for supposing that the Vakatakas had a feudatory status
in this period. It is true that the Poona plates [C. 7 I V, p. 6] of Prabhavatigupta use the title of
Mahardjadhiraja in the case of her father Chandragupta II, while they mention the lower title of
Maharaja in respect of her husband Rudrasena II. But this is no sure indication of the subordinate
status of the Vakataka king. In that early period even independent kings such as the Traikiitakas used
no higher title than Mahdaraja. The Vakatakas did the same. They were not, indeed, as powerful as the
Guptas. Their kingdom also was much smaller than the Empire of the Guptas. But they were not
feudatories of the Guptas. A sure indication of Gupta supremacy is the use of the Gupta era in dating
one’s records. [See the grants of the Uchchakalpas, the Parivrajakas and the Maitrakas. On the other hand, the Aulikaras, though ruling
in Malwa, never dated their records in the Gupta era. We have shown elsewhere that they were not feudatories of the Guptas.] The
Vakatakas never used that era. They dated all their records in regnal years. They did not also mention
any Gupta king as their Suzerain or give any indication of their feudatory status. There is, therefore,
no evidence at all that they were feudatories of the Guptas.

Bhandarkar’s view about the relations of the Guptas and the Vakatakas is thus completely
erroneous.
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VII. D. R. Bhandarkar’s Researches about Kalidasa

[A. B. O. R. I, LXIV, pp. 197 ff.]

Much has been written about Kalidasa, the National Poet of India. His date, the identity of his
patron Vikramaditya, his birth-place, his works, his thoughts—these and other matters concerning him
have been discussed by several scholars without reaching unanimity on any. Recently D. R.
Bhandarkar has, in his Inscriptions of the Early Gupta Kings, tried to throw new light on some events
in Kalidasa’s life. His conclusions must be examined critically in the interest of historical truth.

Several years ago Bhau Daji, fancying resemblance between the names Matrigupta and
Kélidﬁsa, [See the following :— “His arguments are principally based on the two names being practically synonymous (Kali=Matri;
dasa=gupta)” C. I .I, TII (second ed.), p. 69.] identified the two, but he received no support for his view. Now D.
R. Bhandarkar has espoused that cause and has tried to show that the account of Matrigupta given in
the third tarasiga of the Rajatarangini has a substratum of truth. We shall first summarize the account
in the Rajatarangini and then examine it critically to ascertain its credibility.

Kalhana commences his account in the third tarasiga of the Rajatarafigini with the regime of
King Meghavahana. He had a son named Sreshthasena (or Pravarasena). He ruled for thirty years. He
had two sons, Hiranya and Toramana. Hiranya, being elder, succeeded him, while Toramana became
Yuvaraja. Toramana issued gold coins in his own name, which Hiranya did not like. So he imprisoned
him. Then Toramana’s wife took refuge with a potter. She gave birth to a son who was named
Pravarasena after his grandfather. When Pravarasena came of age, he came to know of his father’s
imprisonment. Then he vowed that he would wreak vengeance on his uncle. Just about that time
Toramana died. Pravarasena dissuaded his mother from immolating herself as Sati and went on a
pilgrimage. Soon thereafter Hiranya also died after ruling for thirtyone years. As he had no son, the
throne of Kashmir fell vacant.

At this time Chakravarti Vikramaditya was ruling at Ujjayini. He was also known by the
name of Harsha. He had exterminated the Sakas and was known as Sakari. One day a poet named
Matrigupta came to his court. He expected that King Vikramaditya would appreciate his merits and
extend his patronage to him, but the king took no notice of him though as many as six seasons passed.
One night the king woke up and inquired who was in attendance. As there was nobody there,
Matrigupta responded to the king’s inquiry. “How much of the night is yet to pass?”, inquired the
king. “One and a half prahara”, replied Matrigupta. Then the king asked, “How did you know the
time? Don’t you feel sleepy?” Then the poet replied in a Sanskrit verse, the second half of which was
as follows :—

Nidra kvapy-avamaniteva dayita santyajya diiram gata satpatrapratipaditeva vasudha na
kshiyate $arvart |l

(Sleep has left me like a dishonoured beloved, and this night like a piece of land donated to a
worthy recipient, does not come to an end.)

The king was exceedingly pleased by this reply. Just about that time the throne of Kashmir
fell vacant as stated before. So Vikramaditya sent Matrigupta to that country with his order in a sealed
cover, asking the ministers of the State to crown the bearer of it, Poet Matrigupta, as the ruler of the
country. Matrigupta was accordingly crowned king of Kashmir as soon as he reached the capital. He
ruled there for about five years.
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Prince Pravarasena, who was on a pilgrimage, heard about the events in Kashmir during his
stay at Sri-Saila. There a Siddha named A$vapala met him in the guise of a Yati of the Pasupata sect.
He said to Pravarasena : “You were my acolyte in your former life. When I asked you what you
would like to have, you told me that you would like to have a kingdom. I apprised God Siva of your
desire. He promised to fulfil it in your next life.” Thereafter Pravarasena completed his pilgrimage at
Sri-Saila and repaired to Kashmir. There he heard about the happenings in the country from the
Amatyas who came to meet him. He said to them, “My mind is straining to root out proud
Vikramaditya, but it is not provoked against Matrigupta.” He next heard about the death of
Vikramaditya while he was marching forth after conquering Trigarta. He was then very much grieved.
Next day he heard that Matrigupta was leaving Kashmir and was encamped near by. Pravarasena went
to meet him, and pressed him not to leave the country; but Matrigupta did not agree to it, and went to
Varanast to pass his remaining life at that holy place. Pravarasena used to send the whole revenue of
Kashmir for his expenses, but Matrigupta used to distribute it to suppliants. Matrigupta spent ten years
in this way at Varanasi. “The account of these three—Vikramaditya, Matrigupta and Pravarasena—is
like the three-fold stream of the river at Prayaga”, says Kalhana.

Pravarasena then embarked on digvijaya. He restored his kingdom to Siladitya-Pratapasila,
son of Vikramaditya, and founded the city of Pravarapura. He erected several Hindu and Buddhist
temples. He brought back to Kashmir the throne which had been taken away to the capital of
Vikramaditya. He built a hridge of boats on the river Vitasta. Since that time such bridges of boats
came into vogue. He reigned for more than sixty years, and thereafter went to the abode of Siva in that
very body.

The aforementioned account of Matrigupta and Pravarasena is an admixture of fact and
fiction. Bhandarkar also is conscious of it. Still he is inclined to believe it to a considerable extent.
Kalhana flourished several centuries after Matrigupta. He is not likely to have had a true account of
the poet’s life and times. So none believes in this narrative. Besides, Kalhana has nowhere referred to
Matrigupta as Kalidasa in nearly two hundred verses which he has devoted to this account.
Bhandarkar thinks that Kalidasa may have been known by the name of Matrigupta as Bhavabhti was
by that of Srikantha. But the two cases are not parallel. Bhavabhiti has mentioned his other name in
the prologues of his plays, but Kalidasa has not even suggested anywhere that he had another name.
As a matter of fact, Kshemendra has cited in his Auchityavicharacharcha the verses of Kalidasa and
Matrigupta under their respective names, which shows that he did not identify the two. To this,
Bhandarkar’s reply is that there were more than one Matrigupta. The Matrigupta whose verses have
been cited by Kshemendra may have been different from him who was identical with Kalidasa. But
this argument is not convincing.

Several identifications of the Vikramaditya who patronised Kalidasa have been proposed.
Stein places both Vikramaditya and Pravarasena in the sixth century A. D. He says, “Vikramaditya—
Harsha of Ujjayini is subsequently mentioned by Kalhana as the father of Siladitya-Pratapasila, and
the latter is undoubtedly the same as King Siladitya whom Hiuen Tsang knew to have ruled in Malava
about 580 A. D. This identification leads us to identify Kalhana’s Vikramaditya-Harsha with the
famous Vikramaditya who is mentioned by Hiuen Tsang as Siladitya’s predecessor, and whose rule
must be placed in the first half of the sixth century”. [Stein : Rgjatarangini (Tr.), Vol. 1, Introd., p. 83.] Some take
him to be Aulikara Vasodharman-Vishnuvardhana who flourished in the first half of the sixth century
A. D. But he is not known to have assumed the titie of Vikramaditya. Besides, he is known to have
exterminated the Hiinas, not the Sakas. So Kalhana’s description that he was Sakari (an enemy of the
Sakas) does not suit him. Bhandarkar takes him to be Chandragupta II. He is known to have assumed
the title of Vikramaditya. Besides, he exterminated the Saka Ksatrapas of Malva and Kathiawad. So
the epithet Sakari suits him very well. But he is not known to have borne also the name of Harsha.
Bhandarkar attributes this other name to an error of the scribe, but this is a lame excuse.
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But the main objection to this identification is that the imperial power of Chandragupta II did
not extend as far as Kashmir in the north. Bhandarkar says that as he is called Chakravarti in the
Rajatararigim, his empire must have extended as far as Kashmir in the north. But have we any proof
of this? Kalhana’s account in the first three farangas of the Rajatararigifi is not regarded as relible
and we have no evidence of Chandragupta’s suzerainty over Kashmir.

The Rajataranigini gives an account of Pravarasena also. Bhandarkar identifies him with
Vakataka Pravarasena II. As his elder brother Divakarasena was Yuvardja in Vidarbha, Bhandarkar
supposes that Chandragupta II made Pravarasena the ruler of a province in Kashmir. This is
absolutely baseless and incredible. We wonder how Bhandarkar could indulge in such speculations.
There is not an iota of evidence in support of this identification. Bhandarkar is evidently misled by the
similarity of their names and some other details. Both are said to have founded cities and named thern

Pravarapura. Both are known to have made Sefu, though in different senses. [Bhandarkar says, “The Great

Bridge (Brihat-setu) on the Vitasta to which Kalhana refers cannot be a physical construction as understood by him and also by his
translator, but must be taken to be the well-known poem of Pravarasena called Setubandha.” C. I. 1. 111 (second ed.), pp. 71-72. This is a

travesty of Kalhana’s description.] Pravarasena of Kashmir constructed a Sefu (bridge) of boats, while
Pravarasena of Vidarbha composed a Prakrit kavya named the Setubandha. But there the similarity

ends. [Bhandarkar says that Kalidasa was a native of Malava and resided in Kashmir for a long time. This explains the intimate
acquaintance he displays in his writings with that country. In this connection he draws attention to Lachhmidhara Kalla’s article. C. 1. 1., III

(second ed.), p. 71. For a critical examination of this theory, see our Kalidasa (1969), pp. 75 ff.] Pravarasena of Kashmir was
hostile to Vikramaditya, while his namesake in Vidarbha was the dear grandson of the Gupta king
Chandragupta-Vikramaditya. So the two cannot be identified.

Bhandarkar has drawn attention to the coins of Pravarasena found in Kashmir as showing that

Vakataka Pravarasena Il was appointed hy Chandragupta II to rule over a province of that country.
[The coins of Pravarasena found in Kashmir are imitated from those of the Kidara or Little Kushanas. Kidara (Ki-to-lo in Chinese) was the

leader of these Kushanas. See Stein Rajatarangini (Tr.), I (Introd.), p. 85.] Those coins are not, however, likely to be those
of that Vakataka king; for no coins of any Vakataka ruler have yet been discovered even in Vidarbha,
the home province of the Vakatakas. The coins of the Guptas and the Kshatrapas were in circulation
there and served the purpose.

There is thus no basis whatsoever for the identification of Kalidasa with Matrigupta. No
tradition supports it. Kalhana also does not suggest it. It was only a figment of Bhau Daji’s
imagination which has now found a supporter in Bhandarkar. It cannot be accepted in the absence of
corroborative evidence.

The connection of Kalidasa with Vikramaditya and Pravarasena does not end here.
Bhandarkar has drawn attention to the tradition according to which Kalidasa was sent by
Vikramaditya as an ambassador or charge d’affaires to the court of the contemporary king of Kuntala
whom Bhandarkar identifies with Pravarasena II, the Vakataka king of Vidarbha. Kshemendra has
cited the following verse as an illustration of adhikaran-auchitya (propriety of Place) in his
Auchitya-vicharci-charcha :—

g8 fraafa 9% 2rER: exeRTIT—
g faMfRauRT 9rRE 99 Iy |
seAfRUfaIR=fagTSTa=
RO AT RITTAMIGETM |

[On this earth lies Meru, the crest-jewel of mountains, and also the seven seas have laid their heavy
weight. This surface of the earth looks splendid on the pillarlike hoods of the lord of serpents. This
(therefore) is the (proper) seat for persons like us.]
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Bhandarkar has thus interpreted the significance of the verse. “Pravarasena II, who had been
appointed by Chandragupta II to rule over a province of Kashmir, became the king of Vidarbha later
on. He then conquered the country of Kuntala which then comprised the southern portion of the
former Hyderabad State. So he came to be designated ‘the Lord of Kuntala’ (Kuntalesa). It was in
regard to this political relation that a poem came into existence with the romantic figure of Kalidasa in

the centre called Kuntalesvar a—dautya . [This work is named Kuntesvara-dautya (for Kuntalesvaradautya) in the Kavyamala
ed. Of Kshmendra’s Auchitya-vichara-charcha. Bhandarkar gives its name as Kuntalesvara-kavya which is more appropriate as Kalidasa
was a Diita or Ambassador, not of the king of Kuntala, but of Vikramaditya; but there is no manuscript evidence in favour of the reading

Kuntalesvara-kavya. Strange as it seems, Bhandarkar himself names the work as Kuntalesvaradautya on p. 175.] Kuntala had come
into the possession of the later Vakatakas so that the tradition centering round Kalidasa was woven
into the poetic composition long after Kalidasa’s return to the Vakataka Court.” All this is
speculation, pure and simple. The Vakatakas were never designated as Kuntalesas (Lords of Kuntala).
Even in their last copper-plate grants their matrimonial connection with the king of Kuntala is
mentioned. Narendrasena, son of Pravarasena II, is stated to have married Ajjhitabhattarika, daughter
of a king of Kuntala. [c. 7 1 v, p. 81.] This shows clearly that the king of Kuntala belonged to a different
royal family.

From some copper-plate grants discovered in the Deccan from time to time we have shown
that there was a royal family called Rashtrakiita ruling in the upper valley of the Krishna. This
country was known as Kuntala, which comprised the present Southern Maratha territory and the
adjoining Karnataka districts. This family ruled from Manapura which has been identified with Man

in the Satara district. These Rashtrakiitas of Manapura [See our Swudies in indology, 1 (second ed.), pp. 1 ff. Manapura,
the capital of these Rashtrakitas, was known as the village Man lying between Singanapur in the north and Dahivadi in the south in the
Satara district. It was situated on the bank of the river Man and is shown clearly in Constable’s Hand Atlas of India, pub. 1823. It has now

gone out of existence.] occasionally came into conflict with the Vakatakas of Vidarbha and sometimes had
matrimonial relations with them. Manaiika, the founder of this family, is described in a copper-plate
grant as ‘the ruler of the Kuntala country’. [Mirashi, Studies in Indology, Vol. 1V, pp. 121 ff. ATATSHIUNT STH
Il TR | £. 1, XXXV, p. 20.] His son Devaraja was probably the ruler of Kuntala to whose court
Kalidasa was sent as an ambassador by his patron Chandragupta II-Vikramaditya. It seems that he
was not received there at first with proper respect. So he sat on the ground and when he was asked
why he did so, he gave the spirited reply cited ahove. He stayed at the Court of the king of Kuntala for
some time and then returned to the Court of Vikramaditya. When the latter asked him how the king of
Kuntala was spending his time, Kalidasa replied in a verse, the second half of which runs as follows

e A==+ forgron
It faffeawR: oo I

(The Lord of Kuntala, laying the burden [of governing his kingdom] on you, spends his time
in kissing the faces of his beloveds fragrant with wine.)

Then Vikramaditya replied as follows, changing only two words in the hemistich :—

e A== forgron
qfY faffgawR: o I

(Let him continue to do so, laying the burden of governing his kingdom on me.)

These two verses are cited in Bhoja’s Srifigaraprakdasa. They evidently have been taken from
the same work Kuntalesvara-dautya of Kalidasa.
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It seems from these three verses that Kalidasa wrote a poem named Kuntalesvara-dautya in
which he described some incidents which happened in the country of Kuntala during his stay there.
We need not suppose that the kavya was composed in a post- Kalidasa age.

We published our interpretation of these three verses some time after Bhandarkar’s demise.
He had no knowledge of it.

D. R. Bhandarkar’s attempt to boost Kalidasa-Matrigupta identification has not succeeded.
The props that he gave to that theory have turned out to be very weak and shaky.
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VIII. D. R. Bhandarkar’s Views on the Krita Era

Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar’s Inscriptions of the Early Gupta Kings (C. I. I. Vol. 1Il, second ed.)
contains some inscriptions of both the Gupta and the Krita era. As the Guptas had their own era
commencing in A. D. 319, the Volume naturally contains all the so far published inscriptions of their
kings in that era; but the Volume includes also some more records dated in another era called Krita.
Bhandarkar has in a separate Section of that Volume, discussed in detail some questions concerning
that era such as how it came to be known by the name Krita, who started it, and where it was in
vogue. It is necessary to examine his views critically in the interest of historical truth. This is
attempted in the sequel.

The Volume includes only three inscriptions dated in the Krita era. They are as follows :—

(1) The Mandasor Stone Inscription of Naravarman (C. 1. 1, III, pp. 261 ff.), Krita Year 461.
The inscription gives the following genealogy— Jayavarman-Simhavarman-Naravarman, and states its
date as follows :—

STAT IO TR pei¥ifeid |
Uh T e YTl TR |

(2) The Bihar Kotra (in the former Raigarh State, Central India) Inscription of Naravarman
(C. L L, I, pp. 266 ff.)-(Krita) Samvat 474—This inscription contains the following date in the
twentieth regnal year of Naravarman of the Aulikara family :—

Ty aYRTY TRy STaUR[FAg a3 |

(3) The Mandasor Inscription of Bandhuvarman (C. 1. I. III, pp. 322 ff.). This inscription
mentions two dates. The first of them is of the reign of Bandhuvarman, son of Vi§vavarman, while
Kumaragupta I was ruling over the earth, and the second is of a later time. See the following :—

(A) The Year 493 —

HISITT MUY AT AT |
ERCRI BB IG NI EIEE Sl
AR T TRk (e JaA1a3 |

ASTSTARAEAT TR~ Fraf3re: |

(B) The Year 529 —

JAR3Y g faareaferey ey areay |

AT R RIHRIRFA fg <TRITIT |l

The kings mentioned in these inscriptions were of the Aulikara family-not of the Gupta
family. There was, therefore, no reason why their records should be included in the present Gupta
Volume. But one of them (viz., the last one named Bandhuvarman) is incidentally mentioned as
contemporary of the Gupta king Kumaragupta 1. So his inscription and those of two others of the
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same Aulikara family have been included in the present Volume. All these inscriptions are dated in
the Krita era. So Bhandarkar has discussed the various problems connected with that era in a separate
Section.

The years of all the aforementioned records are in the Krita era. That era was connected with
the Malavas as stated in the following expressions which occur in them— “HT3dTH U R "

CW@M\’ and Ggﬂmwmﬁﬂ |

About sixty years ago, D. R. Bhandarkar contributed an article on the Krita Era to the
Felicitation Volume in honour of his father Dr. R. G. Bhandarkar, in which he stated that the Malava
gaha in the above cited expressions signified the Malava tribe, but later he adopted the meaning
‘reckoning’ of the word gafu pointed out by Prof. Shembavanekar. He has taken that word in the
same meaning in the present Volume. He translates Malavanam gafa-sthitya as ‘according to the
reckoning of the Malavas.” He does not, however, show how the mode of reckoning current among
the Malavas was different from that of other people. [Really speaking, the mode of reckoning in the Krita era was the
same as in other eras, viz., by citing a lunar month, the bright or dark fortnight and a zithi.] BGSidCS, this meaning of galla does
not suit the expression Sri-Malava-ga+amnate which occurs in one of the afore-cited records. So
gaa occurring in these expressions cannot be taken in the sense of ‘reckoning’. [Really speaking, the mode of
reckoning in the Krita era was the same as in other eras, viz., by citing a lunar month, the bright or dark fortnight and a tithi.] It must
have meant something else.

In ancient times there were several kingdoms of the ga/ua or republican type in India. Several
Gana States such as Malava, Kshudraka, Yaudheya, Arjunayana and Sanakanika find mention in
inscriptions, ancient Sanskrit works and writings of Greek authors who accompanied Alexander to
India. Of them, the Malavas, like the Kshudrakas, were of the military type (Ayudha-jivi Saiighas).
They are mentioned in the Mahabhashya of Patanjali and the Kasika, a commentary on the
Ashtadhyayr of Panini. Greek writers of the age have named them as Malloi. They lived in the region
near the confluence of the Ravi and the Chenab in the Panjab. They harassed Alexander very much on
his return journey. Later, when the Greeks, Scythians, Parthians and Kushanas made incursions into
their territory, these freedom-loving tribal people moved to the south and settled down for some time
in the Jaipur State. Their capital at the time was Nagara or Karkotanagara in that State. From an
inscription in a Nasik cave, we learn that they were residing later in the south-east part of Rajasthan.
When they attacked the Kshatriya tribesmen called the Uttamabhadras, Rishabhadatta, son-in-law of
the Kshatrapa Nahapana, went to their rescue. He routed the Malavas and then went to the Pushkara
tirtha for a holy bath. (1. 1 s. w. K, pp. 109 f£] This account shows that the Malavas were then settled in
the south-east part of Rajasthan.

Numerous coins of the Malava gana have been found at Nagara or Karkotanagara in
Rajasthan. Some of them have the legend Malavana jaya in Prakrit, and some others Malavanam
jayah in Sanskrit. These coins go back to the first cen. B. C. They show that they were issued to
commemorate a brilliant victory of the Malavas. The Malavas had their own era called Krita
commencing in 58 B. C. which they seem to have started after that victory. The old Indian method of
recording a date was by citing a regnal year of the then ruling king and not by citing a year of some
era. This era of the Malavas is the first known Indian era. Later, several eras such as those of the
Abhiras, the Guptas, the Gangas and others become current in India, but this Malava era is the oldest
Indian era known so far. It was originally current in the country of the Malavas, but later it spread to
other regions as shown below.

Some scholars say that the era of the Malavas was really started by the Saka Emperor
Vonones and was later adopted by the Malavas. But this is extremely unlikely. The freedom-loving
Malavas who left their original fertile home land in the Panjab and repaired to the distant arid
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Ra3jasthan for main-taining their independence are not likely to have adopted another’s era and used it
as their own. The Aulikara kings who were of their stock were equally proud. Yasodharman, the last
known Aulikara king, states proudly in his Mandasor piilar inscription that his country was never
conquered by the Gupta kings who had overrun the whole earth. [ . P, 1, p. 105] So the Krita era was
undoubtedly founded by the Malava-gana.

The Malavas named their era as Krita Samvat. Scholars have suggested several explanations
of this name. Bhandarkar has put forwarded two suggestions. The first of them is as follows. The era
was named Krita because it was started in the Krita Age. The Krita era begins in 58 B. C. [c. L I, 111,
(second ed.), pp. 197 ff] The Puranas say that the Kali Age then came to an end and the Krita Age
commenced. The Mahabharata (Vanaparvan) thus describes the situation in the country at the time. It
says that the Stidras will expound the religious works and the Brahmanas will listen to them. The
earth will be covered by the Edukas (Buddhist Stiipas). The Mlechchhas will overrun it. Later, the
Krita Age will commence. A Brahmana named Vishnuyasas will be born as Kalki. He will
exterminate the Dasyus and perform a Horse Sacrifice. He will establish the Krita Age on the earth.
Bhandarkar says that this description suits the Sunga king Pushyamitra. By counting the regnal years
mentioned in the Puranas, Pushyamitra’s time is fixed as 80 B.C., [The reign periods of ancient kings mentioned in
the Puranas are not reliable in all cases.] but it is likely to be really 58 B. C. if we utilise the evidence of the
Ayodhya inscription of Dhanadeva.[E. I, XX. Pp. 57 ff.] In that record Dhanadeva is described as the sixth
descendant of Pushyamitra. Several scholars have, on palacographic evidence, fixed the date of that
inscription as the first cen. A. D. If we suppose that the date was 75 A. D. and take every generation
as of twenty-five years, the date of Sendpati Pushyamitra will be (A. D. 75 minus 150 years) 75 B. C.
He performed two Horse Sacrifices as we learn from the inscription of Dhanadeva. He seems to have
performed the first ASvamedha immediately after accession in 75 B. C. and the second later in 58 B.
C. in order to establish his supremacy on a firm footing. The Krita era was started at the time of the
second Asvamedha when the Krita Age commenced. So we must hold that the Krita Era was started
by Pushyamitra Sunga in 58 B.C. to mark the commencement of the Krita Age.

There are several disputable points in this first explanation of Bhandarkar. The date of the
Ayodhya inscription of Dhanadeva has been fixed as the first cen. A.D. on palaeographic evidence.
Such evidence is not regarded as fully reliable. Secondly, Pushyamitra’s date is generally taken to be
187-150 B.C. [#. . I P., 11, p. 97.] which would go against the hypothesis. Thirdly, the duration of a royal
generation is generally taken to be of about 18 years, which would go against the proposed date of
Pushyamitra. So this first explanation of Bhandarkar does not stand scrutiny. Bhandarkar also was
probably conscious of its weak points. So he has proposed another explanation of the Krita Age as
stated below.

In his second explanation Bhandarkar understands the word krita in Krita Samvat in the sense
of ‘made’ that is ‘invented by astronomers for the purpose of reckoning years’. Bhandarkar says that it
somehow caught the imagination of the people who, therefore, began to use it and named it as krita,
‘made’ or ‘invented’. So in referring to that era such expressions as Malavanam gafla-sthitya or
Malava- gana-sthiti-vasat have been used. Bhandarkar has himself translated the expressions as
‘according to the reckoning of the Malavas’.

But this explanation also is not acceptable. The era did not start in the Malava country
(Malwa). Its early inscriptions have been discovered far away from modern Malwa-at Badva in the
former Kota State, Barnala in the erstwhile Jaipur State and other places in Rajasthan. At that time the
present country of Malwa was known by the name of Akaravanti. [The country came to be known as Malava after
the Malavas settled there in large numbers.] It was under the rule of the Western Kshatrapas, and so the era
current there was the Saka era of A. D. 78, not the Krita era of 58 B. C. An era generally spreads with
the spread of political power. It does not spread because ‘it catches the imagination of the inhabitants
of the country.” The Krita era is no exception.
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Who then founded the Krita era? The answer to this question will be supplied by the
expression Sri-Malava-gan-amndte in the first inscription cited above. It states that the era was
traditionally handed down among the Malva-gana or the republican tribe of the Malavas. Ga/la in that
expression does not mean ga/land or reckoning, but ‘a republican State.’

As stated before, these people of the Malava tribe lived originally in the region near the
confluence of the Ravi and the Chenahin the Panjab. When foreign invaders such as the Greeks, the
Scythians, the Parthians and the Kushanas invaded their territory, they migrated to other regions such
as the former States of Kota, Jaipur and Udaipur in Rajasthan. They were residing in these parts of the
country in the time of Samudragupta. From there they moved to the northern parts of Akaravanti
(modern Malwa). They settled down there in such large numbers that the country came to be known
by their name. The date of this large scale migration can be settled approximately. Their oldest
inscription in Central India gives the following genealogy of their rulers:— Jayavarman-—
Simhavarman—-Naravarman. No record of the first of these kings has yet come to notice, but
Naravarman’s inscriptions range in dates from the Krita year 461 (A. D. 404) to the Krita year 474 (A.
D. 417). He may, therefore, have ruled from circa A. D. 400 to A. D. 420. His grandfather
Jayavarman may be referred to circa A. D. 375-390. He seems to have conquered the northern part of
Akaravanti in circa A. D. 390. He made Dasapura (modern Mandasor) his capital.

The Guptas also seem to have captured the southern part of Akaravanti just about this very
time. They had come as far as Eran in the Saugar District in the time of Samudragupta. His stone
inscription has been found at Eran. His son and successor Ramagupta’s inscriptions have been
discovered near Vidisa. His brother Chandragupta II’s minister states that the Gupta king had come to
Vidisa for conquering the whole world. Chandragupta Il seems to have invaded and captured the
southern part of Akaravant in circa A. D. 395 at the latest, to judge from the available numismatic
evidence. He then made Ujjayini his second capital.

These incursions of the Malavas and the Guptas in Central India appear to have occurred as
parts of a joint strategy. The Guptas and the Aulikaras who were leaders of the Malavas maintained
their cordial relations to the end. In course of time the Guptas conquered a large part of North India
and spread their era to U.P., Bihar, Bengal, Gujarat and Kathiawad. But the era did not penetrate to
North Malwa, though the distance between the capitals of the Guptas and the Aulikaras was not more
than 75 miles as the crow flies. Several inscriptions of the Aulikaras have been discovered till now,
but none of them is dated in the Gupta era. The Guptas and the Aulikaras ruled amicably over
neighbouring countries and rushed to each other’s aid in times of difficulty. Prabhakara, one of the
later Aulikara kings, is described as ‘conflagration to the trees in the form of the enemies of the Gupta
family’ in a stone inscription at Mandasor. [See TWTRITRGHLHST: | £ .1, XXVIL, p. 14.] He seems to have
successfully defeated the enemy who had invaded the Gupta kingdom.

The Malavas started their era in commemoration of a brilliant victory which they gained
when they were settled in parts of Rajasthan in the first cen. B. C. They called it Krita ‘made’, ‘not
handed down by tradition’. Its early dates come from territories included in Rajasthan. Later, it spread
to Akaravantl when the Malavas migrated there towards the end of the fourth cen. A. D. They added
‘according to the custom (sthiti) of the Malava ga/la’ in stating their era in order to distinguish it from
the Gupta era which was current in the neighbouring territory. Subsequently the era spread to other
parts of India when Yasodharman conquered them after his brilliant victory over Mihirakula. See e. g.
the date 611 (A. D. 554) of the Haraha stone inscription of the Maukhari king I$anavarman. This date
is only about twenty-five years later than Yasodharman’s defeat of Mihirakula in circa A. D. 530.

The Krita era became known as Vikrama Samvat in course of time. For the discussion of the
various problems connected with it, see our article entitled ‘the Origin and Spread of the Vikrama
Era’, below, in Section III.
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IX. D. R. Bhandarkar on the Epoch of the Gupta Era

It is well-known that the inscriptions of the Gupta kings and their feudatories are dated in an
era known as ‘the Gupta era’. It was current in a large part of North India. When the Maitrakas of
Valabht in Kathtawad, who were first their generals and later their feudatories became independent,
they continued to use the same era, which then came to be known as the Valabhi Samvat. The two
eras were, therefore, identical. The epoch or the date of the commencement of this era was a matter of
controversy for a long time. Several scholars such as Fergusson, Cunningham, Bhau Daji, R. G.
Bhandarkar, Oldenberg and others took part in it and proposed different dates for the epoch of the era.
Finally, Fleet, with the help of the inscription known as the Mandasor inscription of Kumaragupta I

and Bandhuvarman, [The inscription is not of the reign of Kumaragupta I. He was not living when it was incised in Malava Samvat
529 (A. D. 472-73). The Gupta king who was ruling at the time has not been mentioned in the record. Still it is referred to as an inscription

of the time of Kumaragupta I and Bandhuvarman.] fixed the epoch of the era as A. D. 319-20 in his Inscriptions Of
the Early Gupta Kings and Their Successors, published in 1888.

The clue to the solution of the problem was provided by the Arab scholar Alberuni, who
stated that the beginning of the Gupta era was later than that of the Saka era by 241 years. The epoch

of the Saka era is known to be A. D. 78-79. So we get the following equations :—

Gupta Year O=Saka Year 241 =A. D. 319-20.

We can, therefore, get the corresponding year of the Saka era by adding 241 to the given year
of the Gupta era, and that of the Christian era by adding 319-20 to it. According to Fleet, this equation
holds good in the case of the current dates of the Gupta era which generally occur in ancient
inscriptions. R. G. Bhandarkar [J. B. B. R. 4. S., XVIL, pp. 89 ff. Collected Works of R. G. Bhandarkar, 111, pp. 384 ff.] and,
later, K. B. Pathak [ 4., XLvIL, p. 293.] did not subscribe to this view of Fleet. Bhandarkar says, “From
inscriptions and books we see that the Hindus’ usual, not invariable, way of expressing a date is not
‘in the year so and so’, but ‘after so many years had elapsed since such and such an event took place.’
And in the second note given in the Early History of the Deccan. 1 have shown that in the inscriptions
there examined, about two-thirds of the dates represent the years expired, and one-third the year
current. It should by no means be supposed that the expired year is to be understood when a word
expressive of ‘having elapsed’ is used. We use expired Saka years at the present day in ordinary
transactions, but never use a word expressive of ‘having elapsed’.”

D. R. Bhandarkar has accepted this view of R. G. Bhandarkar and K. B. Pathak. So we have
the following equations :—

Current Gupta Year 1 =expired Saka year 241=A. D. 319-20.
Expired Gupta Year 1=expired Saka year 242=A. D. 320-21.

The Gupta era commenced in A. D. 319-20, not in A.D. 318-19 as stated by D. R. Bhandarkar
on p. 185 of his Gupta Volume.

Of the 48 inscriptions included in Bhandarkar’s Gupta Volume, only three contain details
useful for calculation. We shall first discuss their dates here.

(1) No. 6, p. 240-Mathura Pillar Inscription of Chandragupta I—H IR Q_CEE@ &9 [H]W

YFo e gawi [1*]
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“In the year 61, on the fifth zithi of the bright fortnight of the first (Ashadha).”

The date of the record, viz., the year 61, is evidently of the Gupta era. The name of the month
has not been preserved, but it is clear that it was intercalary. The Gupta year 61 if taken as expired,
corresponds to A. D. 380-81. In that year there was an intercalary month, viz., Ashadha. There was no
intercalary month in any of the years A. D. 378-79, 379-80 and 381-82. A. D. 380-81 is the Christian
year corresponding to the Gupta year 61, when we take it as expired.

D. R. Bhandarkar takes the year 61 as current notwithstanding his assertion that the years of

the Gupta era in il’lSCI‘iptiOIlS arc expired. [D. R. Bhandarkar takes the Gupta year 61 as current. He says, “We find that the
date of our record (viz., Mathura Pillar Inscription of Chandragupta II, Gupta year 61) was a current year. Because the intercalary month
came only in A. D. 380 current, the Gupta year 61 must, therefore, be also a current year.” (See p. 236). This is faulty reasoning. A Gupta
year must correspond to some Christian year or other. All years of the Christian era are current. Therefore, all Gupta years will have to be

taken as current. This would be absurd.] Besides, the year 61, if taken as current, will correspond to (61 + 241
=)302 Saka current or A. D. 379-80, in which there was no intercalary month at all. So the year of the
Gupta era in this record is expired, not current. This inscription shows clearly that the epoch A. D.
319-20 is of an expired Gupta year.

(2) No. 18, page 273—Mathura Image Inscription of Kumaragupta I—year 107—

RANE RBHABRISIERTST— SNHARITCR [[ISTIRTRI] 90l [ ] [#ma o[ fea]d Q0
[1*]

“The year 107, the intercalary month Sravana, the day 20 in the victorious reign of
Paramabhat taraka Maharajadhiraja, the illustrious Kumaragupta 1.”

This inscription also is much damaged, but the aksharas supplied are quite certain. It
mentions the intercalary month Sravana in the Gupta year 107. According to the epoch A. D. 319-20
for an expired year, this year 107 corresponds to A.D. 426-27, in which year the month $ravana was
intercalary according to Pillai’s Indian Ephemeris. There was no intercalary month in A. D. 425-26.
This proves the correctness of the epoch A. D. 319-20 for an expired Gupta year.

(3) No. 39, p. 340—Eran Stone Pillar Inscription of Budhagupta—year 165 [C .I. I, Il (first ed.),

. . N
pp. 80 ff. Collected Works of R. G. Bhandarkar, 1, p. 396.]—% SICELDIBE L WIdl o &t

MY gTaadl GURITGad [1*] 4. agy [1%]

“In a century of years increased by sixty-five and while Budhagupta is the lord of the earth—
on the twelfth lunar day of the bright fortnight of the month Ashadha, on Thursday. The year 165.”

The inscription gives the following date-The Gupta year 165, Thursday, the twelfth tithi of
the bright fortnight of Ashadha. According to the epoch of A. D. 319-20 for an expired Gupta year,
the tithi regularly corresponds to Thursday, the 21st June A. D. 484. This date shows that the Gupta
year was of the northern or Chaitr-adi type. The months of such a year are Pirnimanta. We have,
however, no clue to it here as the date is of the bright fortnight.

As other inscriptions in the present Gupta Volume do not contain details required for
calculation, Bhandarkar has conjecturally mentioned the type of the year (current or expired) and the
corresponding date of the Christian era. As he has accepted the view that most of the dates in Gupta
inscriptions are in expired years, it was expected that his conjectural equivalents would be for expired
Gupta years. But such is not the case. We shall examine critically some of the dates here.
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(1) No. 7, p. 243—Udayagir Cave Inscription of Chandragupta II, the year 82—THIRRN ¢
SITHTEHT— 3[des (a5 ) drazary [1%]

“The year 82, on the eleventh lunar day in the bright fortnight of the month Ashadha.”

Bhandarkar takes the year 82 cited here as current. He has added the following note
explanatory of it on p. 243 :— f. n. 2— “The wording here is Samvatsare 82 which has to be understood
as samvatsare dvy-asititame. The current year is, therefore, to be understood. If ‘eighty-two’ had been
expired, we should have had samvatsareshu instead of samvatsare.” He has interpreted several other
dates in his Volume similarly. See e. g. the following dates and their equivalents given by him :—

(1) No. 8, p. 245N ¢ ¢ [1#]

Bhandarkar gives A. D. 406-07 as the equivalent of this date, which shows that he takes the
Gupta year 88 as current.

(2) No. 9, p. 250-Safichi Inscription of Chandragupta [I—3 {3 HIGU<S fas [1*]

Here Bhandarkar gives A. D. 411-12 as the equivalent of the Gupta year, which shows that he
regards the year as current, though he does not state it explicitly.

(3) No. 17, p. 271-Gadhva Stone Inscription of Kumaragupta I-year 98.
[q‘iHHI‘ICICIHSNI\ﬂI‘If’r\‘NI\ﬂg?HI‘U\J)L«‘I‘{I\YH‘HCIC‘{'IJ% R¢ [1*]

Bhandarkar gives A. D. 416-17 as the equivalent of the Gupta year 98, evidently taking A. D.
318-19 as the epoch. This shows that he takes the year as current.

Several such instances can be cited. Besides, Bhandarkar has not interpreted the wording of
the dates consistently. Compare his interpretation of the two following dates :—

(A) No. 20, page 278-Tumain Inscription of Kumaragupta 1 : Year 116—H 3]

grSaraiygeR [1*]

“When a century of years (had elapses) accompanied by sixteen years.”

Bhandarkar evidently takes this as mentioning the expired Gupta year 116; for he gives its
equivalent as A. D. 435-36.

(B) Now compare this with the date of No. 21, p. 281. Karamdanda Stone Inscription of

Kumaragupta I : year 11731 IIE3IRR BIfdearaezMiedd [1*]

Bhandarkar gives the equivalent of this as A. D. 435-36. He evidently takes it as a current
year, though its wording is similar.
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The reason given by Bhandarkar for regarding several Gupta years as current is that they are
introduced by the word Samvatsara in the singular. Had they been expired, they would have been
introduced by the word in the plural; for an expired year denotes the number of years that have
elapsed since such and such an event took place. This is not a convincing reason. Even in cases where
expired dates are clearly intended, the word referring to the year is Samvatsara or Samvatsare, never
Samvatsareshu. It means that the particular year is the last one of the expired years of that era. Again,
Bhandarkar generally takes dates denoted by cardinal numbers (such as 107 or 125) as expired, and
those denoted by ordinal numbers (such as dvy-sititame) as current. This also is no valid reason. In
fact, dates recorded in ordinal numbers are noticed nowhere. Thus there is no difference in the mode
of recording current and expired years. Whether a date is current or expired is to be determined by
calculation of astronomical details that may have been given in recording it and its agreement with the
particular epoch.

It is noticed in the case of all eras that were current in India that their expired dates are far
more in number than their current ones. If we accept Bhandarkar’s classification, the current dates of
the Gupta era included in the Volume would be equal in number to the expired ones. See the
following :—

(1) Current Dates—Nos. 6-9, 17, 21, 22, 24, 29, 30, 38, 47 = 12 in all.
(2) Expired Dates—Nos. 4, 16, 18, 20, 23, 25, 28, 32, 36, 37, 39, 43=12 in all.

Though Gupta dates are generally mentioned in expired years, they are rarely noticed cited in
current years also. No definitely known current dates occur in Bhandarkar’s Gupta Volume. But one
such date which occurs elsewhere has been shown by R. G. Bhandarkar. The Veraval inscription
dated Valabhi (i. e. Gupta) Samvat 927 gives such a date. If this is taken as an expired year, it should
correspond to expired Saka 1168. Calculation of its astronomical details shows that it actually
corresponds to expired Saka 1467. This shows that the date Gupta year 927 has to be taken as a
current year. In this connection R. G. Bhandarkar remarks as follows:— “This explanation will not
agree with Mr. Fleet’s theory; for he adds 2411 to a Gupta-Valabh to arrive at a completed Saka. Here
then there is another piece of evidence that favours my view and goes entirely against Mr. Fleet’s
view.”

A. D. 319-20 is thus the correct epoch in the case of an expired Gupta year, and A. D. 318-19
in that of a current Gupta year.
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X. Epigrapbic Notes
Note I-The Date of the Mathura Pedestal Inscription of Kanishka

D. R. Bhandarkar’s Inscriptions of the Early Gupta Kings forms the third Volume of the
Corpus Inscriptionum Indicarum (second edition). Dr. Bhandarkar was an eminent epigraphist and a
renowned scholar of ancient Indian history. In several places he has stated his views different from
those of other scholars. They evince his great erudition and mastery over the subject. But in some
places they appear strange and require to be examined critically in the interest of historical truth. We
draw attention of scholars to some of them in these notes.

In order to show that the Later Great Kushanas had extended their rule east of the Punjab
when Samudragupta rose to power, Bhandarkar has drawn attention to the Mathura pedestal
inscription of Kanishka II. This record was discovered by Pandit Radha Krishna. It is inscribed on the
pedestal of a broken statue of the Buddha. It has been edited by Daya Ram Sahni in the Epigraphia
Indica, XIX, pp 96 ff. Its date was then read by him as follows—-Maharaja-Dévaputrasya Kanishkasya
samvatsare 104 Pausha mase divase 10 (on the 10th day of the month of Pausha in the year 14 of
Mahardja Dévaputra Kanishka). Sahni referred this date—year 14—to the reign of Kanishka I (A. D.
92). Bhandarkar, however, reads the date as 84 and refers it to the Kalachuri era. [C. I £, Il (second ed.), p.
28] It then corresponds to A.D. 332. It falls close to the time of Samudragupta. Bhandarkar identifies
this Kanishka with Kanishka II. According to him, this epigraph shows that Kushana rule had
extended at least up to Mathura just before the rise of the Guptas. Kushana influence on the coinage
of the Guptas can thus be accounted for. It also shows that Daivaputra Shahi Shahanushahi in the
Allahabad pillar inscription of Samudragupta is none hut the contemporary Kushana king.

Bhandarkar’s reading of the date of this inscription cannot be accepted. Daya Ram Sahni’s
reading of that date as 14 is, no doubt, wrong. The first symbol of that date which Daya Ram read as
10 does, not certainly denote that number. See the symbol signifying 10 which occurs further in this
very epigraph. But it does not signify 80 also. The symbol for 80 usually resembles that denoting
upadhmaniya. It is, however, usually flat, not slanting as here. When erect, it denotes 50. We have
discussed this matter in detail in our article in Ep. Ind., XXVI, pp. 293 ff. We have shown that the
symbol used here denotes 50. So the date of this inscription on the pedestal of the Buddha image is
the year 54, not 84. It is of the reign of Kanishka II, the son of Vajheshka or Vasishka. It is of the
Kushana or the so-called Saka era.

Bhandarkar, who reads the date as 84, refers it to the Kalachuri era of A. D. 249. Even if we
accept his reading of the date, it cannot be of that era. Like some other scholars, Bhandarkar seems to
have believed that any date can be referred to any era. This is a mistaken view. It would have been
possible if all eras had been current in all parts of India simultaneously. But this was never the case.
Each era was current in some particular part of the country in a particular period only, not at all times.
The Kalachuri or Chedi era was really started by the Abhiras in A. D. 249, when the Kalachuris were
not known to history. In the beginning its circulation was limited to the empire of the Abhiras which
comprised Northern Maharashtra, Konkan and Gujarat. The era never spread to the Mathura region,
much less in the time of the Kushanas. So the date, even if it is read as 84, cannot come close to the
time of the Early Guptas.

So the date of the Mathura pedestal inscription, viz., the year 54, must be referred to the
so-called Saka era of A. D. 78, started by Kanishka I. It belongs to the reign of Kanishka II, who was
ruling jointly with Huvishka in the period of years 50 to 58 of that era. Their joint rule is like that of
Chashtana and Rudradaman as noticed in the Andhau inscriptions. For a detailed discussion of this,
see the afore-mentioned article in Ep. Ind., XX VI, pp. 293 ff.
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Note II-Who performed the ASvamedhas mentioned in the Naneghat Inscription?
(a) “Satakarni or rather his queen performed the Horse Sacrifice [C. I I 11l (second ed.), p. 37.].”
(b) “Asvamedha was performed twice by Vedisri Satakarni [C. I 1. III (second ed.), p. 37.].”

Bhandarkar [C. I 1. 11l (second ed.), p. 37.] wrongly supposes these two to be separate cases, but they
are the same as they are mentioned in the same passage of the Naneghat inscription. In (a) also, not
one, but two Horse Sacrifices are intended to be mentioned.

The Naneghat inscription mentions several Vedic sacrifices. They fall into two groups:— (1)
those mentioned in lines 6 to 16 of that epigraph which king Satakarni performed conjointly with his

sahadharmacharin Naganika, and (2) those named in lines 17 to 20 which Naganika alone (sayaw)
[The word sayam (Sanskrit, svayam meaning ‘herself’) occurring in line 17 (Bihler’s No. II, line 7) has not been noticed by scholars till
now. It is of utmost significance for the interpretation of the large Naneghat inscription. It shows clearly that the sacrifices mentioned in that
inscription fall into two groups. Those mentioned in lines 6 to 16 were performed during the life time of Satakarni I, and those mentioned in
lines 17 to 20 were performed after his death. Instead, it has been believed that all the sacrifices mentioned in the whole record were

performed by Naganika alone after the death of her husband.] performed after her husband’s death. ASvamedha
mentioned as second (ditiyo) in line 11 falls in the first group. So it and also the first ASvamedha were
performed by Satakarni and his queen Naganika conjointly, not by Satakarni nor by Naganika alone.
The Asvamedha is a sacrifice which only kings can perform, not their queens after their death.

(b) The second statement that A§vamedha was performed by V&disr twice is erroneous. It is
evidently based on the same passage in the Naneghat inscription as the first. That inscription was

incised in the Naneghat cave during the reign of Vedisri, [The mangalacharana of the record ends with namo
Kumaravarasa which means ‘Obeisance to Karttikeya (the best of kumaras)’, and not ‘obeisance to Vedisri, the best of princes’ as Biihler

and several other scholars believed till now. For a full discussion of this, see our Studies in Indology, Vol. I (second ed.) pp. 135 ff.] the
son and successor of Satakarni I. Line 1 of that inscription first mentions obeisance to several gods,
such as [Prajapati], Dharma, Indra etc. and then, like several ancient inscriptions, records the date
mentioning the reigning king’s name; but only the words Vedisirisa rafio of that date portion now
remain at the end of line 1. [These words belong to the date portion of the record. Its later portion has been lost at the beginning of
line 2.] The remaining words of the date portion which occurred in the beginning of line 2 are now lost.
The inscription is of the dowager queen Naganika which she got incised in the reign of her son
Vediséri. The two Asvamedhas (the first of which was mentioned in some line from 6 to 10, now
mutilated, and the second is named in line 11) were performed conjointly by her husband and herself.
They were not performed by her son Vedisri. No other Asvamedhas performed by Vedisrt are known.

Note III-Performance of Multiple ASvamedhas

While discussing the question whether Samudragupta performed one or more A$vamedha
sacrifices, Bhandarkar refers to the statement in several Vishnukundin inscriptions that the
Vishnukundin king Madhavavarman I performed as many as eleven A§vamedhas. [Sec e.g. the Ramatirtham
plates of Indravarman, E.Z XII, pp. 133 ff] Bhandarkar thinks that the statement is incredible. “This
Madhavavarman”, says he, “may have been an independent prince, for aught we know to the contrary,
but certainly he must have ruled over a small dominion, occupying scarcely one-sixth part of South
India. Besides, he was not a suzerain. [C. L I, Vol. Il (second edition), p. 39.]” Bhandarkar thinks that his
eleven Asvamedhas were in the form of the dakshina which was elevenfold of that usually given at an
Asévamedha. [Bhandarkar has drawn attention to the words of Vyasa in the Mahabhdarata, Asvamédhika-parvan (cr. Ed.), 90, 14-15. But
this view does not appear to have been held generally.] Other instances of multiple A§vamedhas also must be
understood in the same manner.
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This interpretation of multiple ASvamedhas mentioned in ancient records is fantastic. Had this
been true, there would have been many more instances of multiple ASvamedhas than are noticed in
ancient Indian records; for, it is easy to multiply A§vamedhas in this manner. The people would not
have attached any value to such fictitious A§vamédhas.

The A$vamedhas were certainly not multiplied in this manner. The early Satavahana king
Satakarni I performed two A§vamedhas. They could not have been in the form of double the dakshina
usually given to Brahmanas at an A$vamedha sacrifice; for, they are mentioned in the Naneghat
inscription as performed at difierent times. [The Naneghat inscription mentioned the first Asvamedha in the mutilated
portion of lines 6-10, and the second A$vamedha in line 11.] This must have been true in other cases also though there
is no explicit statement to that effect in their cases.

Madhavavarman was not a minor prince ruling over scarcely one-sixth part of South India as
Bhandarkar supposes. When the great Vakataka emperor Harishéna conquered Andhra in the course
of his digvijaya, he deposed the Salankayana king ruling there and gave his dominion to
Vishnukundin Govindavarman I, and gave a Vakataka princess to his son Madhavavarman I to
cement the political relations. [Madhavavarman’s son Vikraméndravarman is described as
Vish Muku pdi-Vakataka-vamsa-dvay-alankrita-janma in his Chikkulla plates.See E. I v, p. 193.] Some Vishnukundin records
discovered recently show that after Harishena’s death, Madhavavarman I extended his rule far and
wide so as to comprise a large part of South India. His own records have indeed been found only in
the Andhra country, but the Tummalagudem plates of his descendant Vikraméndravarman II, dated
Sake 488, significantly describe that he adorned the earth bounded by the sea in the east and the south,
and by the river Narmada in the north. [See the Tummalagudem plates of Vikraméndravarman, dated Saka 488, Ep. Andhr.,
11, pp. 4 ff.] This is confirmed by copper-plate grants and coins. As he had a long reign of more than forty
years, his empire was divided among his two grandsons after his death; for his sons had predeceased

him. One of his grandsons, viz., Indravarman succeeded him in Andhra, [The employment of regal title for
Vikraméndravarman I in the records of his descendants is supposed to go against this view, but the title may have been employed by

courtesy.] While another grandson, Madhavavarman II occupied the western portion of Maharashtra. His
Khanapur plates (£ 7, XXVIL pp. 312 ff] record his donation of a village in the Satara District. He is
described in one record as the Lord of the Trikuita and Malaya mountains [See the Ipur plates of Madhavavarman
1L, E. I, XVII, pp. 338 ff.] and was evidently ruling over the western part of the Vishnukundin empire. It is
no surprise then that Madhavavarman 1 is called Sarvabhauma in the afore-mentioned Khanapur
plates.

Vishnukundin coins have been found in excavations and on the ground over a wide area.
They have no legends but were evidently in circulation in Vidarbha and Western Maharashtra as
shown by the finds in the excavations at Pavnar and Newasa.

Madhavavarman I was greatly revered. He was a very pious king. He performed not only
eleven Asvamedhas but several other sacrifices such as Bahusuvarha, Paundarika, Vajapeya,
Purushamedha and others. [See the Tummalagudem plates of vikramendravarman, Ep. Andhr-, Vol. 11, pp. 4 ff.] His mother
also was held in great veneration. She was a pious Buddhist lady and is referred to as
Paramabhattarika-mahddevi in the Tummalagudem plates (Set I). She is said to have had Madhava

(Vishnu) as her son in the guise of Madhavavarrnan 1. [Zoc. cit., line 20. In the Tundigrama grant of Vikramendra (E. I
XXXVI, pp. 7 ff) Madhavavarman is eulogised as one who had attained paramesh thya and is called devatideva.]

Madhavavarman I, who is credited with the performance of eleven A$vamedhas in several
Vishnukundin records, was, therefore, not a minor prince ruling over scarcely one-sixth part of South
India as Bhandarkar supposes. He was a Sarvabhauma or Emperor and certainly played a dominant
part in the post-Harishena period in South India.
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Note IV-Page 65-Did Prahbavatigupta live for more than a hundred years?

“Prahhavatigupta must have been far advanced in age when she issued her Riddhapur plates,
[nscriptions of the Vakatakas (C. I L, IV, pp. 33 ff))] and, as a matter of fact, she is represented in this inscription
as being more than a hundred years old.”

The expression in the Riddhapur plates which has confounded many scholars is
s-agra-varsha-Sata-jiva-putra-pautrda. Like some other scholars, Bhandarkar takes it as denoting that
Prahhavatigupta was a full hundred years old and had sons and grandsons in the 19th regnal year of
Pravarasena II. This is manifestly impossible. The expression does not at all refer to the age of
Prabhavatigupta. Besides, it occurs in her own grant. She could not have used such an expression
indicative of her own long life therein; for she was a widow. To a Hindu widow a long life is
detestable. She would not boast of it in her own record. So the long life mentioned in this expression
is of her sons and grandsons.Jivaputra often occurs in Sanskrit and Prakrit inscriptions [See the Nasik Cave
Inscription of Gautamiputra Satakarni, line 2 (H .7.S. W .K., p. 34).] and literature [See Rigveda, X. 2. 6. 9. Also Mahabharata, V, 144,
9; and Ramayana, V. 19. 11.] in the description of women and signifies their blessed life; for, to have a living
son is regarded as a sign of good fortune in the case of women. But, it may be asked, did
Prabhavatigupta then have sons and grandsons a hundred years old? This also is impossible. The
expression is not to be taken literally. It means ‘having sons and grandsons who, by God’s grace,
would live for a full hundred years.” The expression is of the same type as the adjectives chirafijiva
and ayushmat which we use in referring to little children. They are not ‘long-lived’ at the time. Still,
we use them. Our intention is to express our wish and hope that they will be long-lived.

This correct interpretation of the expression under discussion was pointed out first in our
Inscriptions of the Vakatakas, long after Bhandarkar completed his Gupta Volume and could not have
been noticed by him.

Note V—Were the Aulikaras the feudatories of the Guptas?

While mentioning the tributaries of Chandragupta II, Bhandarkar [C. I 1, Vol. IIT (second edition), pp.
66-67.] refers to a line of feudatory princes who ruled at Dasapura, modern Mandasor in Malwa. He
states that in this family Naravarman was a feudatory of Chandragupta II, and Bhandhuvarman was of
Kumaragupta L.

Recent discoveries of epigraphic records have shed considerable light on this family which
was named Aulikara. The known genealogy of its varman branch may be stated as follows—

Jayavarman

Simhavarman

Naravarman (known dates Malava Samvat 461 and 474.

|
Visvavarman (M. S. 489)

|
Bandhuvarman (M. S. 493)

|
Prabhakara (M. S. 524)

These kings ruled frorn Dasapura.
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All these Aulikara kings were politically independent. They have not only not mentioned any
suzerain in their records, but have not also indicated their feudatory status by describing themselves as
parama-bhatlaraka-pad-anudhyata (meditating on the feet of their suzerains). The Mandasor stone
inscription no doubt states that a guild of silk- weavers from Lata migrated to Dasapura in Malava
Samvat 493 (A. D. 436), being attracted hy the excellence of that country and its ruler Bandhuvarman
while Kumaragiipta (1) was ruling the earth; but this mention of the latter king was probably intended
to mark the time of their migration, as the Gupta kings were famous in those days. There is no clear
indication that Bandhuvarman had acknowledged the suzerainty of Kumaragtpta (1). Similarly the
Mandasor inscription of the time of Prabhakara mentions Chandragupta (II) and Govindagupta, but
that is stated incidentally in connection with the mention of the Senapati Dattabhata’s ancestry. That
reference gives no indication that Prabhakara was politically subordinate to the contemporary Gupta
king. Besides, both these inscriptions are dated in the Malava Samvat and not in the Gupta Samvat.
The latter era was invariably used in all countries comprised in the Gupta Empire. The Aulikaras have
not used that era in any of their records. They have throughout used the Malava Samvat in all their
inscriptions. The Gupta era spread to distant countries like Bengal, Uttar Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh,
Gujarat and Saurashtra but it did not penetrate into the country round Dasapura which lies only about
75 miles, as the crow flies, north of the second Gupta capital of Ujjayini. The Aulikaras have not used
it even in a single inscription of theirs as they had not submitted to any Gupta king. They were justly
proud of this. In the Mandasor pillar inscription Yasodharman proudly states that he was protecting
with ease his valiant country that had not submitted even to the Guptas and the HuiNas. [For a detailed
discussion, see the following note.] There is no exaggeration in this.

So Naravarman, Vi§vavarman and Bandhuvarman never submitted to the Guptas and were
never their feudatories as Bhandarkar supposed. Their use of the Krita or Malava Samvat clearly
testifies to this.

Note VI—Was the Empire of Yasodharman larger in expanse than that of the Guptas
and the Hanas?

“There is an inscription engraved in duplicate on two Pillars of Victory, found at Mandasor,
which speaks ofa king named Vishl’_\uvardhana [The king’s name occurring in that inscription is Yasodharman, but he is
the same as Vishnu-vardhana] Who enjoyed territories which were never eRjoyed by the Gupta lords and
where even the sway of the paramount Huina sovereigns did not penetrate.”

Bhandarkar [C. I I, Vol. IIT (second edition), p. 87.] has followed Fleet in the interpretation of the
original verse which runs as follows. [/bid, (first ed.). p. 146.]

Ye bhukta Gupta-nathair= na sakala-vasudha-kranti-drishta-pratapair-
n-3jna Han-adhipanam kshitipati-mukut-adhya-sini yan pravishta |
Desams=tan-dhanva-$aila-druma-gahana-sarid-vira-bah-iipagiidhan
viry-avaskanna-rajiiah sva-griha-parisar-avajiiaya yo bhunakti ||

Like Bhandarkar all scholars have till now accepted Fleet’s interpretation of this verse and
held that Yasodharman-Vishnuvardhana’s Empire exceeded in expanse those of the Guptas and the
Huinas. But that interpretation is wrong. Note the form bhunakti used in the verse. It is the third person
singular in the Parasmaipada of the root bhuj. That root takes the terminations of both the
Parasmaipada and the Atmanepada, but in different senses. According to Panini’s sitra
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bhujo-n-avane (Ashladhyayi, 1. 3. 66), the root bhuj takes the Parasmaipada in the sense of
‘protection’, and the Atmanepada in all other senses. As the verse has the Parasmaipada form
bhunakti, it denotes the sense of ‘protection.” So the intended meaning is that Yasodharman protects
his countries which had not been conquered before either by the Guptas or by the Huinas with as little
concern as he does in the case of the courtyard of his own house. The verse states explicitly that his
kingdom had never before been conquered by either the Guptas or the Hiinas. And this was so indeed,
For, the Gupta power had penetrated up to the region round Ujjayini, but did not overrun the
Mandasor territory. Similarly, the Hiinas had occupied Central India extending from the Panch Mahal
District [Some plates of the time of the Hiina king Toramana have recently been found at Sanjeli in the Panchamahal District of Gujarat.
See M. S. University Archaeological Series, No. 14.] in the west to the Sagar District of Madhya Pradesh in the east,
[An inscription of Toramana has been found at Eran in the Sagar District of Madhya Pradesh. C .7 .1, III (first ed.), pp. 158 ff.] but they
could not conquer the region round Mandasor. There is, therefore, no exaggeration in the verse.

The verse does not also state that Yasodharman’s kingdom was larger in extent than those of
the Guptas and the Hiinas as Bhandarkar supposes.

Note VII—The Reigns of Torarnana and Mihirakula

“Toramana was probably in possession of North India as far as Eran from circa 495 to circa
503 A. D. The first of these dates, namely, 495 A. D., falls after the Gupta year 175=494-95 A. D., the
last known date of Budhagupta. And the second date, namely, 503 A. D. is prior to the Gupta year 191
= 509-10 A. D., the date of Bhanugupta (Narasimhagupta-Baladitya) when there was an attempt on
the part of the chieftains of the Gupta house to re-establish its power. The period from 503 to 510 A.
D. certainly fell in the reign of Mihirakula, and it is not unreasonable that about 510 A. D. the Gupta
sovereign (Narasimhagupta-Baladitya) who was in hiding for some time made his appearance and
asserted himself with the help of his vassals, and expelled Mihirakula from the Magadhan kingdom as
it appears from the account of Hiuen Tsang. But though about 510 A. D. Mihirakula was ousted from
his Magadhan dominions, his power remained unshaken in Central India till about 518 A. D., the
fifteenth year of his reign, when Yasodharman dealt a blow to the Hiina supremacy in India”.

This reconstruction of Gupta history in the time of Budhagupta and Bhanugupta is based on
several identifications and assumptions for which there is no evidence. There is, for instance, no
ground to suppose that Narasimhagupta-Baladitya was another name of Bhanugupta. There is no
doubt that there was a king named Baladitya ruling in Magadha. An inscription at Nalanda [E. 7, XX, p.
93.] mentions him as the constructor of a prasada (temple) of the Buddha at Nalanda. The record is,
however, of a much later age.

It is of the time of King Yasovarman of Kanauj who flourished in the first half of the eighth
century A. D., and affords no help in determining the date of Baladitya. Hiuen Tsang’s account about
him is evidently based on hearsay, and is too much exaggerated. He says that the number of the stiipas
demolished by Mihirakula was 1600, and the number of monks killed by him was nine crores. It is
hard to believe such stories. Besides, Hiuen Tsang tells us that Mihirakula flourished some centuries
before him. As a matter of fact, the distance in time between the two was only about a century. His
account in several other cases has been proved to be erroneous. So what he says about Baladitya and
Mihirakula cannot be believed in the absence of corroborative evidence.

The dates which Bhandarkar has assigned to Toramana and Mihirakula do not appear to be
correct. Skandagupta obtained a resounding victory over the Htinas, which the Junagadh inscription
dated in the Gupta year 137 (A. D. 456-57) describes as being extolled even by his enemies living in
the country of the Mlechchhas. [c. 1 1, I (first ed.), pp. 59 ff] The Hiuinas were not, however, totally
exterminated. They probably continued to hold some part of Central India : for we find that their
leader Toramana could pounce upon the territory round Eran in the heart of the Gupta Empire in the
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very first year of his reign. The date of this incursion can be fixed approximately. An inscription at
Eran dated in the Gupta year 165 (A. D. 484-85) [bid,, pp. 88 tf] during the reign of the Gupta Emperor
Budhagupta records the erection of a flag-staff (dhvaja-stambha) by Mahardja Matrivishnu and his
brother Dhanyavishnu. The next inscription [bid., pp 158 f£.] at the same place dated in the first regnal
year of Toramana states that Matrivishnu was then dead and his brother Dhanyavishnu erected a
temple of the Boar incarnation of Vishnu there. Matrivishnu may not have died immediately after G.
S. 165. The construction of the temple, installation of the image of the Great Boar and the invasion of
Toramana may have easily taken about five years. So we can place the commencement of
Toramana’s reign in A. D. 490.

Recently three copper plates of the feudatories of Toramana and Mihirakula have been
discovered at Sanjeli in the Panchamahal District of North Gujarat. [J. 0. I, XXIX, pp. 11 ff.] Toramana’s
Empire, therefore, extended at least from the Panchamahal District of North Gujarat in the west to the
Sagar District of Madhya Pradesh in the east. As stated before, he probably commenced his reign in
A. D. 490. How long did his rule continue? Another inscription [C. L L, Il (first ed.), p. 91.] at Eran gives a
clue in this matter. It is dated in the Gupta year 191 (A. D. 510). It states that Goparaja, an ally of the
Gupta king Bhanugupta, came to Eran with him. The latter is described as ‘the bravest man on the
earth, equal in valour to Arjuna’. [C. I I, Il (first ed.), p. 91.] Goparaja fell fighting in the battle of Eran and
his wife immolated herself as sati. The enemy against whom the Gupta emperor Bhanugupta and his
friend Goparaja fought at Eran is not mentioned in the inscription, but a little reflection will show that
he must have been Toramana. He was probably defeated in the battle. Otherwise, the inscription
eulogising the Gupta Emperor would not have been allowed to be incised on the memorial pillar at
Eran. Toramana evidently lost the Airikina vishaya to the Guptas. Here is another date (A. D. 510) of
Toramana’s reign.

Later, Yasodharman-Vishnuvardhana defeated Mihirakula, the successor of Toramana. His
Mandasor Victory Pillar Inscription is not dated, but another inscription of his reign, viz., the
Mandasor stone inscription, which mentions his imperial titles Rajadhiraja and Paramesvara, is dated
in the Malava (Vikrama) Samvat 589 (A. D. 532). This inscription was evidently incised after his
defeat of Mihirakula, when he became the lord of the country extending from the Himalayas to the
Mahéndra mountain, and from Assam to the Western Sea. So we may fix his defeat of Mihirakula in
circa A. D. 530, not A. D. 518 as Bhandarkar supposes. The Gwalior inscription [C. I. I III (first ed.), pp. 162
ff.] of Mihirakula is dated in the fifteenth regnal year. It was certainly not the last year of his reign. He
may have continued to reign for a few years more, say five years. In that case, he may well have
succeeded Toramana in circa A. D. 510. If this is true, Toramana was not only defeated but was
actually killed in the battle of Eran in A. D. 510.

Hiuen Tsang’s account that Mihirakula was defeated by Narasimhagupta-Baladitya does not
stand scrutiny. We have discussed this in detail elsewhere [ ®. P. I, pp. 98 ff] and shown that the real
vanquisher of Mihirakula was Yasodharman-Vishnuvardhana.
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Section 111

MISCELLANEOUS
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XI. The Origin and Spread of the Vikrama Era

[ Bharatiya Samskriti, Vol. I, pp. 223 ff.]

In ancient times several eras were current in India. The Vikrama Samvat, the Saka Samvat,
the Abhira (or Kalachuri-Chedi) Samvat, the Gupta Samvat, the Ganga Samvat, the Harsha Samvat
and the Chalukya-Vikramaditya Samvat, to name a few of them, are found cited in ancient
inscriptions for the purpose of recording dates. Of them, two, viz., the Vikrama Samvat and the Saka
Samvat, are still current in India—the former generally in North India and in the Chhattisgadh Division
of Madhya Pradesh, and the latter in South India. After the attainment of independence, the
Government of India has adopted the Saka Samvat as the National Era, after making some slight
changes in its reckoning. The origins of both these eras are controversial. We take here that of the
Vikrama era for discussion.

The system of recording dates of events according to a certain reckoning does not seem to
have been current in India in earliest times. Several Indian kings have been described in the Rigveda,
but none of them is known to have founded an era. According to Indian tradition, the first Indian king
who started an era was Yudhishthira. The Bharata War was fought in the year 3102 B. C. after which
Yudhishthira became the King of India. He is supposed to have started his era then. But the first
mention of it occurs in the Aihole inscription dated A.D. 634-35. It is not noticed earlier anywhere
else. So this Yudhishthira Samvat is supposed to have been hypothesized by astronomers like
Aryabhata for astronomical calculations in circa A. D. 400.

The Vikrama Samvat commences in 58 B. C. It is supposed to have been started by a king
who was ruling at the time. Various views have been expressed about the identification of that king.
According to Sir John Marshall, he was the Parthian king Azes who was ruling at the time. Marshall
has tried to show that the name of Azes is coupled with the dates of the Samvat in some records.
Other scholars have not accepted his view. Besides, the early dates of the Samvat have not been found
in the territories where Azes was ruling. So this view is unacceptable.

In the early dates of this era the name of Vikramaditya is not coupled with it. It is noticed for
the first time in the Dholpur stone inscription of the year 898 in the form kalasya Vikramakhyasya. It
is not so coupled with any other inscription of that age. On the other hand, we find the era combined
with the name of the Malava ga/i in records from the third to the sixth cen. A.D. in such expressions
as Sri-Malava-gan-amnate, Malava-gafa-sthiti-vasat and Malavanam galla-sthitya. Again, the
Samvat is mentioned by a special name, viz., Krita. So there is not a shred of evidence connecting the
era with the name of Vikramaditya in its early dates. We shall revert to this matter later.

Let us consider the literary evidence which is usually adduced to prove that a king named
Vikramaditya flourished in the first cen. B. C.

(1) Reference to Vikramaditya in Sanskrit literature—The story of Vikramaditya occurs at
the end of the Kathdasaritsagara and the Brihatkathamarijari, both of them being Sanskrit versions of
Gunadhya’s Prakrit work Brihatkatha made in the eleventh cen. A. D. But the story is not noticed in
the third Sanskrit version Brihatkathaslokasangraha which is of an earlier date (8th cen. A. D.). So
the story in the two former works appears to be interpolated. Besides, the description of the victories
of Vikramaditya mentioned in the two former works appears to be baseless. See the following verses
from the Kathasaritsagara (122, vv. 3-4) -

\ [anN . C .
TS ATRIPHARIY BIUNCI STALAT: |
ST fasTaH i BradRI A= I
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The kings named in these verses are said to have assembled in Vikramaditya’s court to pay
homage to him after they had been conquered. They include Saktikumara of Gauda (Bengal),
Jayadhvaja of Karnataka, Vijayavarman of Lata (Southern Gujarat), Sunandana of Kashmir, Gopala
of Sindh, Bhilla of Vindhya Pradesh and Nirmiika of Persia. During the last century and a half much
progress has been made in our knowledge of the ancient history of India by the critical study of
ancient inscriptions, coins and other antiquities. We have, however, no evidence at all of the rule of
any of these kings in the first century B. C. On the other hand, we know from reliable sources that in
that age the Satavahanas were ruling in the Deccan, the Kanvas in Central India, and the Malavas, the
Arjundyanas and the Yaudheyas in the Panjab. There is not the slightest evidence of their having been
conquered by Vikramaditya. So Vikramaditya and his victories are both mere figments of
imagination.

(2) Reference to Vikramaditya in the Gatha-sap-tasati—The following gathd occurs in the

Prakrit work Gatha-saptasati of the Satavahana king Hala who flourished in the first cen. A. D. :—

HATEURGERATINIYUT SI0T I8 Y Fad |
CENEREERIESEINC RGN INICE ARl

A woman says to her lover—“When you were shampooing the feet of that woman, her foot
imitated the deeds of Vikramaditya in imprinting figures of lac-dye on your hand; for Vikramaditya
also places lakhs of coins on the hand of his servant, being pleased by his exploits.” Here there is a
pun on the word /akkham, which has two meanings-(1) lac-dye and (2) lakh coins.

As this gatha occurs in the anthology of Hala who flourished in the first cen. A. D.,
Vikramaditya described in it must be taken to be the founder of the era of 58 B. C.

This is a fallacious argument. We have shown elsewhere [S. I, I (second ed.) pp. 88 ff.] that the
Gatha-saptasati went through a number of editions. Each time some gathas were omitted from it and
an equal number was inserted, the total number of gathas being adhered to. This continued till the
eighth cen. A. D. There is no evidence that the gathad in question formed a part of the original
Gatha-saptasati. Besides, we know that a tradition of liberality like the one referred to in the
afore-mentioned gatha was current about the Gupta king Chandragupta II-Vikramaditya (A. D.
380-413). The gatha, therefore, cannot prove that the Vikramaditya described in it flourished in the
first cen. B. C. and was the founder of the Vikrama Samvat.

(3) The Evidence of the Kailakacharya-kathanaka—This Kathanaka tells us that

Vairisimha, king of Dhara, had two children, a son named Kalaka and a daughter named Sarasvati.
Both of them took orders when quite young. Once upon a time Kalaka repaired to Ujjayini with
Sarasvatl. King Gardabhilla of the place forcibly abducted Sarasvati and confined her in his harem.
Kalaka entreated him to release her, but the king paid no heed to him. So he sought the help of
Shahanushahi, the Saka Emperor of Sindh, and urged him to invade the Malava country. The Saka
Emperor did accordingly and released Sarasvati. The following verses occur in the Kathanaka in this

connection :—
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These verses say that thereafter, Vikramaditya, the son of Gardabhilla, occupied Ujjayini, and
after vanquishing the Sakas, he founded his Samvat. Later, after 135 years, the Sakas again rose in
revolt and started their own Samvat of A. D. 78.

It is difficult to believe these statements. The Kalakacharya-kathanaka says that
Vikramaditya was a son of Gardabhilla of Ujjayini, but there is no evidence that the Gardabhilla kings
were ruling at Ujjayini in the first cen. B. C. The Puranas mention them as having risen to power after
the downfall of the Andhras, i. e. the Satavahanas, after A. D. 230. The genealogies in the Puranas are
several centuries older than the Kalakacharya-kathanaka, and, therefore, more trustworthy.

For the circulation of an era in any country it is not sufficient that it should be started by some
king. It must continue current for some time in that region. There is absolutely no evidence to prove
that the Samvat of 58 B. C. was current in Malwa in the first cen. B. C. Some records of that Samvat,
later by three or four centuries, have been found far away in the north, in the eastern part of Rajasthan.
There is absolutely no indication that the Gardabhillas were then in power.

The Kalakacharya-Kathanaka went through several editions. [See Belvalkar Felicitation Volume.] The
one that describes Vikramaditya as the founder of that Samvat is not earlier than the twelfth cen. A. D.
So these references to Vikramaditya in them are clearly interpolations.

The Puranas mention several ancient historical royal families such as the Mauryas, the
Sungas, the Kanvas and the Guptas, but they make no reference to Vikramaditya. They also mention
the Gardabhillas, but only as the successors of the Andhras, i. e. the Satavahanas. They have no
connection with Vikramaditya.

As against this, early inscriptions refer to the Samvat by a different name, viz., Krita. See the
following extracts :—

(1) Year 282— PTG TduRIqAIg ANl : TUUHRITH |
(Yupa inscription at Nandsa in the Udaipur District). (Bhandarkar’s List, No. 1)

(2) Year 295—dfe (Pir) R4 BT I |
(Badwa inscription in the Kota District. E£. I. XXIV, p. 4.)

(3) Year 335—ilg (Pl 334 RNGUaa3N |
(Barnala Yiipa inscription, E. I. XXVI, p. 118).

These three early inscriptions are from outside Malwa. The years in all of them are called
Krita. All these years are taken to be of the Vikrama Samvat.
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In some later inscriptions (especially those found in Malwa), the years are described as those
calculated according to the custom of the Malava ga/la. See the following :—

(4) Year 461 —$THTS IO T2 HAfed |

(Bhandarkar’s List, No. 3).

(5) Year 481 —a<Itg Y TU2TY YehTNGTINY IRAT AT |

Nagar1 (Rajasthan) inscr. (Bhandarkar’s List, No. 5).

(6) Year 493—HTGH AT TUTRAT AT AT | Bacaitrhea™ Sl g |
(Mandasor inscr., Bhandarkar’s List, No. 9).

SO\

(7) Year 589—41{‘{1 Y ANG] u|c|uqdn|:>|~1q|?wl%dg | AT IITUTRTAIRATTh TA ST

fosRaay |

(Mandasor inscr. Bhandarkar’s List, No. 9).

These extracts show that the name Krita of this Samvat was dropped gradually, but that of
Malava gara became slowly connected with it. The reason of this will be stated later.

The people of this Malava ga/ia were originally residents of the Panjab. They were then
dwelling in the region near the confluence of the Ravi and the Chenab. They and their neighbours, the
Kshudrakas, are mentioned as Ayudha-jivi Sanghas (military organisations) in the Mahdabhdshya of
Pataiijali and the Kasika commentary on the Ashladhyayr of Panini. They greatly harassed Alexander
as he was retreating from the Panjab. When he was wounded in an encounter, he ordered their
extermination. Later, when foreign tribes such as the Scythians, the Partuians and the Kushanas
invaded India from the north-west, these freedom-loving warriors moved gradually to the south and
settled for some time in the region now known as Jaipur, Udaipur and Kota. Their capital at the time
was known as Malavanagara, modern Nagar in the Tonk District of Rajasthan. That they were in this
part of the country in the Kushana age is also known from an inscription of Rishabhadatta in a cave at
Nasik. [/ 1.S. W. K. p. [65.]]

Several coins of the Malavas have been found at Nagar. Some of them have the legend
Malavana jaya in Prakrit, and some others Malavanam jayah in Sanskrit. They were probably issued
in commemoration of some memorable victory of the Malavas.

As stated before, some early inscriptions of the Malavas mention Krita as the name of their
era. Scholars have interpreted this name differently. Some explain the designation as suggesting that
the Krita Yuga had commenced at the time. Altekar thought that Krita was the leader of the Malavas.
[See his article in the Vikrama Volume, pp. 16 ff.] His name was given to the era in memory of a grand victory won
by him. He also suggested that the word sthiti in such expressions as Malava-gana-sthiti-vasat which
occur in connection with that Samvat means ‘settlement’, suggesting that the era commenced at the
time of the settlement of the Malavas in some territory. But he admitted that there were no other
instances of any era having been started in commemoration of the settlement of a tribe.

Krita signifies ‘made’, ‘started’, ‘not continued by tradition’. The word ‘sthiti’ in such
expressions as Malavagala-sthiti-vasat and Malavanam ganasthityd means ‘according to the custom
current among the Malavas’.
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The Samvat is invariably called Krita in the inscriptions found in Rajasthan and the region
east of it. This designation disappeared gradually. The Malava people moved southward and settled
down in the region round Dasapura, modern Mandasor, in Central India. This country was previously
under the rule of the Kushanas, and so the era started by the Kushana king Kanishka was in vogue
there. In order to show that their era was different from the Gupta era which was current in the
surrounding country the Malavas used expressions like Malavanam gana-sthityd in their records.

When the people of the Malava gana settled down in large numbers in the country round
Ujjain, Mandasor and adjoining places in Central India, the country came to be known by the name of
Malava. Its previous name was Akaravanti which occurs in a Nasik cave inscription of the Satavahana
king Pulumavi. [# I s. w. K., p. 55] It was divided into two parts—(1) Pirva Akaravanti or Eastern
Akaravantt with its capital at Akara, and (2) Apara Akaravanti or Western Akaravanti with its capital
at Avanti or Ujjain. These divisions are mentioned in the Junagadh inscription dated A. D. 150 of
Rudradaman. [mid., p. 126.] Later, these names fell into disuse and the country came to be known by the
name of Malava.

We shall next consider when the Maiavas migrated to the country round Mandasor.

The Malavas are mentioned together with such other gaflas as the Arjunayanas and the
Yaudheyas who paid tribute to Samudragupta. So they seem to be settled in Rajasthan. From the
inscriptions of the Aulikaras we come to know their several generations of which the first three are as
follows :(—

Jayavarman

Simhavarman

Naravarman (known years-Malava Samvat 461 and 474).

No inscriptions of the first two kings have yet come to notice. Naravarman’s records have
been discovered at Mandasor and Bihar Kotra, but we cannot assert that he was the first ruler to
migrate to Central India. His father Simhavarman may have done so before him. He flourished in
circa M. S. 450 (A. D. 393). Kshatrapa rule in Central India came to an end just about this time.
Chandragupta II vanquished the Western Kshatrapas and annexed Central India to his dominion.
About this time the Aulikaras also migrated from Rajasthan and occupied the country round
Mandasor.

The Guptas and the Aulikaras thus spread their rule to Central India simultaneously. They
may have done so in collaboration with each other. Their co-operation seems to have lasted for a long
time. In course of time the Guptas spread their supremacy far and wide in North India. Their Samvat
of A. D. 319-20 spread to all those countries with the spread of their supremacy. Dasapura
(Mandasor), the capital of the Aulikaras, lies at a distance of only about 75 miles, as the crow flies,
from the Gupta capital at Ujjain. But as the Aulikaras did not accept the suzerainty of the Guptas at
any time, they never used the Gupta Samvat in dating their inscriptions. All their records are dated in
the Malava Samvat. In the inscription on his Victory Pillars, their king Yasodharman asserts, “The
Gupta Lords who conquered the whole world could not penetrate our country.” [ R. P, I, pp. 104 ff] The
Aulikaras were justifiably proud of it.

The Guptas and the Aulikaras lived amicably in neighbouring countries and rushed to each
other’s aid in times of difficulty. In an inscription at Mandasor dated Malava Samvat 524 (A. D. 467),
Prabhakara of the Aulikara family is described as Gupt-anvay-ari-druma-dhiimaketu (fire to the trees
in the form of the enemies of the Gupta family). [E 7, XXV, p. 15.] It probably refers to the aid rendered
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hy Prabhakara in turning back the enemy attack on the Gupta kingdom in A. D. 466 after the death of
Skandagupta. The Editor of the record thinks that Prabhakara was a feudatory of the Guptas. But had
it been so, his Mandasor inscription would not have been dated in the Malava Samvat. It would have
borne a date in the Gupta Samvat.

Later, the Huinas invaded India. Toramana and his son Mihirakula conquered a large part of
North India. Their rule extended from Sakala (Sialkot in the Punjab) to the Panch Mahal District in
North Gujarat and the fort of Gwalior in Central India. Their inscriptions have been found in all these
parts. Mihirakula’s contemporary Aulikara king, Yasodharman had also increased his power by
subduing the neighbouring rulers and had assumed the imperial titles Rajadhiraja and Paramesvara.
He inflicted an ignominious defeat on Mihirakula and made him bow to his feet. With the spread of
the imperial power of Yasodharman, the Malava Samvat also spread to distant countries in North
India; for feudatories generally use the era which their Suzerain adopts for dating his records.

So the Gupta era fell in the background and its place was taken by the Malava Samvat. It
spread to North Gujarat, Kathiawad, Bundelkhand, Uttar Pradesh and Bihar. Its former name Krita
was soon forgotten. It was only remembered that it was a Samvat of a Malava king. So in the Kanasva
(Kota District of Rajasthan) inscription of M. S. 795, it is referred to as follows [Bhandarkar’s List, No.
18.]—

L N\ C\ C N\
FTRIREAIT: AUFTIIT s | AT a3 I
Here it is referred to as the Samvat of the lords of the Malava country.

Till then the name of Vikramaditya had not been connected with the Samvat. The Gupta king
Chandragupta II-Vikramaditya was well known in that age. Works like the Devi-Chandragupta,
eulogising his bravery, adventurous spirit, learning, liberality and other good qualities had been
written. He had assumed the title of Vikramaditya. The Malava Samvat was naturally supposed to
have been started by a king of the Malava country. So the afore-cited Kanasva inscription describes it
as ‘the Samvat of the kings of Malwa’. It is, therefore, not a matter for surprise that the era soon got
itself connected with Chandragupta II, who was a renowned king of Malwa. As he had assumed the
title of Vikramaditya, it was supposed to have been founded by Vikramaditya. The first inscription
which mentions this connection is of the year 898 found at Dholpur as stated before.

There is no mention of any Vikramaditya in any Prakrit or Sanskrit work, Puranic list or
inscription till the rise of the Guptas in the fourth cen. A. D. It was in the Gupta age that rulers began
to assume birudas ending in aditya. See e. g. the following birudas —~Parakramanka (i. e.
Parakramaditya) of Samudragupta, Vikramaditya or Vikramanka of Chandragupta 1, Mahendraditya
of Kumaragupta I, Kramaditya of Skandagupta, Chandraditya of Vishnugupta, Dvadasaditya of
Vainyagupta etc. Of these, the biruda Vikramaditya assumed by Chandragupta II became very
popular on account of the eminence of that king. So it was adopted by several kings of later times. For
instance, in the Chalukya family of South India, there were as many as six Vikramadityas. But none
of them can claim to be the founder of the Samvat of 58 B. C.

The date of Vikramaditya is linked with that of Kalidasa. It is generally supposed that
Kalidasa was one of the nine Gems of the Court of Vikramaditya. It is so stated in the
Jyotirvidabharaa ascribed to Kalidasa. Believing in this so-called tradition, many otherwise erudite
Sanskrit scholars place Kalidasa in the first cen. B. C. But they are grossly mistaken in this. The
Jyotirvidabharana is a fake work. The nine so-called Gems did not even flourish in the same age, One
of them, viz., Varahamihira is definitely known to have flourished in the sixth cen. A. D. So the
so-called tradition is absolutely baseless.
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This is not the only tradition about Vikramaditya and Kalidasa. The Auchityavicharacharcha
of Kshemendra, the Kavyamimamsa of Rajasekhara and the Sringaraprakdasa of Bhoja cite some
passages from the Kuntalesvaradautya of Kalidasa. They suggest another tradition about
Vikramaditya and Kalidasa, which is older and appears more trustworthy. We have stated it in detail
in our work on Kalidasa and would not repeat it here. [Sece also S.7., I (second ed.), pp. 1 ff.]

Of the two eras now current in India, the Vikrama Samvat alone deserves to be accepted as
the National Era. The other era better known as the Salivahana Samvat was really founded by the
Kushana king Kanishka. It came to be known as the Saka Samvat because it was used by several Saka
Kshatrapas of Western India for some centuries. Later, in the time of the kings of Vijayanagar it came
to be connected with the Satavahana family and so got the name of Salivahana, by which name it is
now generally known. But there is no doubt that it was founded by a foreign invader of India.

The other era now known as Vikrama Samvat was, on the other hand, founded by the
indigenous Indian tribe of the Malavas in commemoration of their victory. That tribe was brave and
freedomloving. When the foreign tribes of the Sakas, Pahlavas and Kushanas invaded their country,
they refused to submit to them and preferred to migrate to distant lands to preserve their
independence. They later moved to Central India where they maintained their independence even
against the mighty Guptas. They proudly asserted that their country was never conquered even by the
Guptas and the Hoinas who had overrun the whole earth. They won a memorable victory over the
Huinas and saved the country from foreign domination. They never used any foreign era. The Vikrama
Samuvat is thus the era which was founded by freedom-loving Indians, and used by them continuously
for centuries even in trying circumstances. It is, therefore, the only era which deserves to be honoured
as the National Era of Bharata.
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XII. The Era in the Dates of Traikiitaka Inscriptions

The era in which Traikiitaka inscriptions are dated has recently become a subject of keen
controversy. It has usually been taken to be the Abhira (Kalachuri-Chedi) era. B. D. Chattopadhyaya
and Parameshvari Lal Gupta, however, have expressed their view that it is the Saka era of A. D. 78. It
is necessary to examine their view in the interest of historical truth.

The following five inscriptions of the Traikiitakas have been published so far [For references, see N.
D.VI,p.44] :—

(1) Pardi Plates of Dahrasena : Year 207.

(2) Surat Plates of Vyaghrasena : Year 241.

(3) Kanhert Plate of the Traikutakas : Year 245.
(4) Matvan Plates of Madhyamasena : Year 256.
(5) Matvan Plates of Vikramasena : Year 284.

The genuineness of the last mentioned plates is doubtful. Their donee is the same as that of
the plates of Madhyamasena. Their formal portion is also mutatis mutandis identical with that of the
latter plates, but whereas Madhyamasena has been described in his plates as belonging to the royal
family of the Traikiitakas. Vikramasena is referred to as belonging to that of the Katachchuris. His
name is, however, similar to that of the other Traikiitaka kings. Why is he then described as a scion of
the Katachchuri family? We have solved this riddle by suggesting that the grant is spurious. It was no
doubt made by Vikramasena himself, but before the plates could be issued, there was a political
revolution in the Deccan. Vikramasena was overthrown by the Katachchuri king Krishnaraja of
Mahishmati. He made himself master of Maharashfra, Konkan and Gujarat. In the chaos and
confusion which followed, the donee Sivasvamin seems to have found it impossible to get the grant
ratified by the new authorities by means of a copper-plate charter. He had, however, the earlier plates
issued by Madhyamasena in his possession. As Traikiitaka grants have a large portion in common, he
got a new draft prepared, inserting therein the necessary changes relating to the village granted, the
name of the Ditaka and the date. He then got the new draft engraved on a fresh set of plates. In the
beginning of the first line Kafachchurinam was incised in place of Traikiitukanam to show that the
grant had been made by a king of the new royal family. It is not known how far he succeeded in
achieving his object by this trick to get the grant authenticated surreptitiously, but he has certainly
succeeded in deceiving P. L. Gupta who believes that it is genuine.

Gupta thinks that the grant mentions Vikramasena as a member of the Katachchuri royal
family because though he was by birth a Traikiitaka, he had been adopted by a Katachchuri king. [v. D.
VI, p. 49.] This is an ingenious way of turning a spurious grant into a genuine one, but it raises the
following questions :—

(1) If Vikramasena had been adopted by a Katachchuri king, how is it that he uses the formal
portion of the grants of the Traikiitakas and not that of the Katachchuris in drafting his own grant?

(2) How is it that he issues his own plates from the same old capital of Aniruddhapura? This
is perhaps the only instance of royal adoption mentioned in a record of ancient India and so seems
suspicious in the absence of corroborative evidence.

Besides, where was the Katachchuri family which adopted Vikramasena ruling? It certainly
cannot be the family of Krishnaraja of Mahishmati, whose dates are recorded in the Abhira era as
Gupta also admits. To get over this difficulty Gupta supposes that the Katachchuri king who adopted
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Vikramasena was of a family different from that of Katachchuri Krishnarzja. Gupta identifies his
family with that of Taralasvamin whose Mankani plates [C. L I, IV, pp. 160 ff] are dated 346. In C. I. [,
IV, pp. 160 ff. we have shown by various arguments that this grant also is spurious. We shall not
repeat all those arguments here, but two of them certainly clinch the issue. The date 346, which is
given in decimal notation, was previously believed to be too early for that notation even when it was
supposed to refer to the Abhira (Kalachuri-Chedi) era; for the decimal notation began to supersede
numerical symbols in North India about the last quarter of the eighth century A. D. [Loc. cit.] It will be
much earlier and more suspicious if the date is referred to the Saka era. Besides, the formal portion of
the grant has borrowed some expressions from later Sendraka records. So there is absolutely no doubt
that the Mankant plates are spurious. To cite their evidence to prove the genuineness of the Matvan
plates is like a blind man leading another blind man (Andhen-aiva niyamana yath-andhah).

Another objection to Gupta’s theory is that it unnecessarily causes confusion in the
Chronology of Maharashtra, Konkan and Gujarat which has been settled by the devoted labours of
several scholars. Let us see what that chronology is.

The Puranas state that the Andhras (i. e. the Satavahanas) ruled for 460 years. They had
evidently come to power in circa 230 B. C., soon after the death of ASoka. Their rule ended in A. D.
230. This is confirmed by the recent discovery of a coin of Mahdkshatrapa I$varadatta [ I s. w. K., PP.
(50) ff] which shows that he rose to power in A. D. 230. He seems to have remained in power for a
short period of 20 years; for the Abhira king I§varasena succeeded him in A. D. 249 when he started
his era (known later as the Kalachuri-Chedi era). The Abhiras had an extensive empire comprising

Mabharashtra, Konkan, Gujarat and some part of south M. P. [Vishnushena whose inscription has been found in
Andhra did not belong to the Abhira dynasty. E.L, XXXIV, pp. 147 ff. On the other hand, the king mentioned in the Devni Mori inscription

was probably of that dynasty.] Gupta objects to this view because we know so far the names of only one or
tWO [Vishnushena whose inscription has been found in Andhra did not belong to the Abhira dynasty. £ .1, XXXIV, pp. 147 ff. On the
other hand, the king mentioned in the Devni Mori inscription was probably of that dynasty.] Abhira kil’lgS; but the Purﬁnas
state that as many as ten Abhira kings ruled for 167 years. [Pargiter’s text (Dynasties of the Kali Age, p. 46) has
sapta-shashtis-tuvarshani (meaning 67 years) given an unbelievable average of 6.7 years per Abhira king. Therefore, we adopt the reading
sapta-shash ti-Satan-tha in the a.-MS. of the Vayupurana. It shows that the Abhiras ruled for 167 years.] We cannot also otherwise
explain how the Abhira era spread to distant provinces from their home country round Nasik. Let us
hope that the names of other kings of the Abhira dynasty will come to light by new discoveries. If the
statement of the Puranas is correct, the Abhira rule ended in (249 + 167 =) A. D. 416. They were
succeeded by the Traikiitakas. Dahrasena, the second king in their dynasty, was ruling in the year
(207 + 249 =) A. D. 456. His father Indradatta, the founder of the family, may, therefore, have risen
to power in circa A. D. 425. This shows clearly that Traikiitaka records are dated in the Abhira era.
We have shown elsewhere [1 ® P., p. 177.] that it was Krishnaraja, the Katachchuri king of Mahishmati,
who overthrew Vikramasena, the last Traikiitaka king in circa A. D. 534 and occupied Maharashtra,
Konkan and Gujarat. His descendants continued to rule over this territory until Buddharaja, the last of
them, was overthrown by the Early Chalukya king Pulakes$in II in circa A. D. 620. [C. I I, Introd., p. 50.]

The chronology of the Deccan can thus be satisfactorily arranged if the dates in Traikutaka
inscriptions are referred to the Abhira era of A. D. 249.

On the other hand, if the dates of the Traikataka inscriptions are referred to the Saka era, the
chronology of the Deccan shows a vacuum which cannot he filled. We shall have to suppose that the
Satavahanas were succeeded by the Traikiitakas. The known date of Dahrasena, the second king of
the dynasty, is the year 207. If referred to the Saka era, it becomes equivalent to A. D. 285. His father
Indradatta may therefore have risen to power in circa A. D. 250 immediately after the downfall of
Mahdakshatrapa Isvaradatta who overthrew the Satavahanas. The only known date of Vikramasena,
the last known king of the Traikiitaka family, is the year 284. If referred to the Saka era it becomes
equivalent to A. D. 362. He may have been overthrown in circa A. D. 370. Who were the next rulers
of Maharashtra and the adjoining provinces? None but the Katachchuries, whose inscriptions, Gupta
admits, are dated in the Abhira (or Kalachuri-Chedi) era. Krishnaraja, the founder of that dynasty,
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cannot be placed earlier than A. D. 550. There is thus a gap of (550 minus 370=) 180 years. This gap
cannot be filled in any way. This is an irremovable objection to Gupta’s theory that the dates of the
Traikiitaka grants are recorded in the Saka era.

To prove that the Saka era was current in Maharashtra and South Gujarat Gupta cites the
evidence of three hoards of Kshatrapa coins, two of which were found in the Poona District of
Mabharashtra, and one in the Surat District of South Gujarat. [v. D. VI, p. 46.] He also draws attention to
the inscription on a relic casket found at Devni Mori in South Gujarat. He then triumphantly asks
whether the Saka era could have been known or not to the land and people of Western Maharashtra,
Konkan and Gujarat through these coins and inscriptions of the Western Kshatrapas. The argument is
fallacious. The finds of coins indicate only that they were in circulation for some reason or other in
the particular territory. They do not necessarily prove that the era in which they are dated was current
there. We may state here a similar case. During the last more than half a century several hoards of
coins and also stray coins of the Kshatrapas have been found in Vidarbha. [s. 7, 11, pp. 215 ff] Can we say
from these finds of coins that the Saka era was current in that country? There is absolutely no
evidence of it. As for the casket inscription, there are serious difficulties in referring its date to the
Saka era as pointed out by D. C. Sircar. [Z R P., 1, pp. 49 f£] In an article entitled ‘The Riddle of the Devn1
Mori Inscription’ published recently we also have shown that its date must be referred to the Abhira
era. [/bid., 1, pp. 51 ff.] So its evidence goes against Gupta’s view.

Another insuperable objection to Gupta’s view is that it leaves no room for the Abhira (or
Kalachuri-Chedi) era which was current in those very provinces where the Traikiitakas were ruling.
The era commenced in A. D. 249 and was used by several dynasties such as the Katachchuries, the

Sendrakas and the Gujarat Chalukyas besides the Traikiitakas. Their dates are no doubt later [The carlier
dates of the era must have been recorded in the inscriptions of the Abhiras themselves, but except for the year 9 of I§varasena mentioned in a
Nasik cave inscription, they have not been recovered. The date of the Devni MorT inscription also probably is of the Abhira era. After the

Abhiras come the Traikiitakas who ruled till the Abhira year 284.] than those of the Traikutakas, but the era in which
they are recorded commenced in A. D. 249. That era could not have been fabricated and introduced in
Maharashtra, Konkan and Gujarat in a later age. If the dates of the Traikutakas are referred to the
Saka era, Indradatta, the progenitor of the family, must also have risen to power in circa A. D. 250.
The territory over which the Traikiitakas ruled also comprised Northern Maharashtra, Konkan and
Gujarat. So the question now arises whether the two eras—the Saka and the Abhira—were current in the
same age in the same provinces. This is absolutely impossible. In ancient times only one era used to
be current in one period in the same territory. That the Abhira era was current in the afore-mentioned
provinces from circa A. D. 250 onwards is testified by the records of several dynasties as shown
ahove. The Saka era, therefore, could not have been in vogue there in the same age.

That the Traiktuitakas were ruling not immediately after the Satavahanas, but long after them is
shown by an important reference to their home province in a record of the last known Vakataka king
Harishena. An inscription in Ajanta cave XVI states that Harishena vanquished the ruler of Trikuta
and Lata. [c 1 1, v, pp. 106 ] This is evidently a reference to his defeat of the contemporary Traiktitaka
king; for Traikuta was the original place of habitation of the Traikiitakas, and Lata was the province
in which their capital Aniruddhapura was situated. This reference would be unintelligible if
Harishena’s invasion took place long after the fall of the Traikutakas; for then Traiktita must have lost
its importance. Harishena ruled in circa A. D. 475-500. (mid., v, pp. V ff.] As we have shown elsewhere,
[L R P, 1, pp. 85 ff] this invasion of the Traikiitaka country took place soon after Harishena’s accession.
The contemporary Traikiitaka king was probably Vyaghrasena whose Surat plates are dated in the
Abhira year 241 (A. D. 490).

We have so far discussed the epigraphic evidence and shown how it unmistakably proves that
the inscriptions of the Traikiitakas are dated in the Abhira era and not in the Saka era. But we must
also briefly examine the numismatic evidence adduced by Gupta. He refers to the coins of Traikiitaka
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Dahrasena in the Dahigaon hoard. We know that hoard as we have ourselves published it. Gupta’s
contention is as follows :— The latest coins in the hoard are those of Rudrasimha, the son of
Jivadaman. Saka 237 (A. D. 315) is the latest date for him. If Traikiitaka inscriptions are supposed to
have been dated in the Abhira era, Dahrasena will have to be placed in A. D. 450-470. So we shall
have to suppose that the Traikiitaka coins in the hoard had been issued about 150 years later than the
time of Rudrasimha. This is unlikely.

There is nothing unlikely in this; for we have pointed out in our article [Z. . S. I, p. 182.] on the
hoard that all the coins of the Kshatrapas in that hoard were very much worn. They had evidently been
in circulation for a very long time. On the other hand, the coins of Traikuitaka Dahrasena were quite
clear. They had apparently not been in circulation for a long time.

Another objection raised by Gupta is as follows :— Coin hoards invariably contain coins of
only those rulers or dynasties that existed in a continued successive chain. We do not find in the
Dahigaon hoard any coins of the Western Kshatrapas who ruled just before the time of the
Traikatakas.

This objection does not apply to the present case. We have shown that the Traikiitakas rose to
power in circa A. D. 417. There may have been coins of other later Kshatrapas in the hoard, but their
legends were undecipherable, as they were too much worn. [Z. A s 1, p. 181.] We could decipher the
legends of only six out of twenty-six coins of the Kshatrapas in the hoard. Who can say that the hoard
did not include any coins later in date than those the legends of which we could decipher? So the
inferences based on only decipherable coins would not be valid.

We have dealt with Gupta’s main objections based on numismatic data so far. In the present
article we have adduced such unimpeachable evidence against his view that we feel it unnecessary to
examine other flimsy evidence advanced by him.

The Saka era was indeed once current in Maharashtra, Konkan and Gujarat, but that was for a
short period during the time of the Western Kshatrapa Nahapana, who ruled there as Governor of the
Kushana Emperor Kanishka. The last known year of Nahapana’s rule is 46 (A. D. 124-25).
Thereafter, the era was ousted out of the provinces until it was reintroduced there in the time of the
Early Chalukya king Pulakesin II. We have shown elsewhere [s.Z 11, pp. 95 n; 1. R P. 1, pp. 191 ] that it was
current in Mahishaka and the adjoining country in the intervening period.
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XIII. Siva-$r1 as an Epithet of the Satavabana Kings

[F. N.S. I, Vol. XLV, pp. 117-118.]

While discussing the identity of Siva-§rT Pulumavi mentioned in an inscription at Vanavasi in
the J. N. S. I, Vol. XXXI, pp. 151 ff., we pointed out for the first time that Siva-§r1 was prefixed
optionally to the names of Satavahana kings in inscriptions and legends on coins. A. M. Shastri takes
a different view. He says that the Satavahana king to whose name Siva-§rT was prefixed was different
from him whose name was mentioned without it. This is an important point which deserves to be
discussed in detail.

The Puranas give the following genealogy of the Andhras (Satavahanas) relevant for our
discussion [D.K.A.,p.42.] :—

RTSTT F TAHIYH Tabfaraal Ju: |
3T AT YA I AT I
[tz ATde Tl U= 1]
Rreasid g1 g wwig widar g I

The third hemistich given above occurs in a MS. of the Vayupurana. Satakarni mentioned
therein is taken to be Vasishthiputra Satakarni.

Shastri says that these verses give the following genealogy :—Gautamiputra—Pulumavi-
Sétakarni—Sivaéﬁ Pulumavi. [J. N s 1, XLIL ii, p. 136.] We know from coins discovered so far that
Pulumavi, Satakarni and Sivasri Pulumavi were all Vasishthiputras, [H. I S. W. K., pp 52, (271), (269)] 1.€.
they were sons of Gautamiputra from the same queen of the Vasishtha gotra. Let us pause here for a
moment and ask ourselves, “Is it likely that when Gautamiputra had one son named Pulumavi, he
would have named another born to him as Sivasri Pulumavi? Wouid he not have given him a name
different from Pulumavi?” This is sufficient to prove the untenability of Shastri’s view.

But this is not the only evidence that goes against Shastri’s view. There is another evidence
which makes that view impossible.

After mentioning Lambodara, the Puranas give the following hemistich about his successor
[D. K. A.,p.39.] :—

3MA3d! 731 g = T AT HiasafT |

This gives Apilaka as the name of the successor of Lambodara. On the other hand, the legend
on a coin of Apilaka found at Balpur, [# L 5. w. k., p. (267).] Tuns as follows :— Siva-siris-Apilakasa
(This coin is of Siva-$rT Apilaka). If we accept Shastri’s view, we shall have to suppose that this
Siva-§ri-Apilaka was different from Apilaka. There is no evidence in support of this supposition.
Besides, it will increase the number of the Andhra (Satavahana) kings by one.

Take again the following hemistich about Skanda Satakarni [p. k. 4.,p.42.] :—

RIah=<l: ATTH U ITTRITHT: G- |
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This hemistich is very corrupt. In the first place, it does not mention the regnal period of the
king. Secondly, Skandha stands there for Skanda. Thirdly, he was not a son of Siva-$1T Pulumavi, but
his brother. From his coins [#. 1 5. w. K, p. (270).] in the Wategaon hoard we know that he also was a
Vasishthiputra i.e. a son of Gautamiputra from his queen of the Vasishtha gotra. His coins were found
in both the Tarhala and the Wategaon hoards, but they had no word like Siva-$ri in their legends. It
occurs, however, in the Puranic text cited above. This shows that Skanda Satakarni and Siva-Skanda

Satakarni were identical. Shastri would have to suppose that they were different, but for this there is
absolutely no evidence.

It is thus as clear as daylight that Apilaka and Siva-§T Apilaka are identical as are Skanda and
Siva-Skanda. The Puranas in their genealogical list omit the epithet in the case of Apilaka, but use it
in that of Skanda. The Puranas and coins have used it optionally in the case of Pulumavi. [p. k. 4., p. 42;
HISW.K.,p.(269).] The epithet was an honorific and was used optionally in the case of the Satavahanas.
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XIV. The Date of Vishnukundin Madbavavarman I

[Dr. B. Ch. Chhabra Felicitation Volume (1984), pp. 1-3. The article published in this volume contains some obvious mistakes which have
remained uncorrected.]

While editing the Thakurdiya plates of the Sara-bhapuriya king Maha-Pravarardja in the
Epigraphia Indica [E. I, Vol. XX11, pp. 15 ft.] several years ago, we had occasion to discuss the date of the
Vishnukundin king Madhavavarman 1. We pointed out that he was related to the Vakatakas; for his
son Vikramendrabhattarakavarman is described in the Kandulapalem plates [/bid., Vol. XXXVI, pp. 10 ff.] as
one whose birth was adorned by the two royal families of the Vishnukundins and the Vakatakas.
Madhavavarman, therefore, seems to have married a Vakataka princess from whom he had the son
named Vikramendravarman. Her father evidently was the last known Vakataka king Harishena (A.D.
475-500) or some relative of his. Madhavavarman was thus a junior contemporary of Harishena. His
date has latterly become a subject of controversy in connection with the discussion of the date of the
recently discovered Malhara plates of the Munda king Adityaraja. We first state here our view and
later discuss another on the same subject.

The genealogy of the Vishnukundins has long been a matter of keen controversy. As almost
all the dates cited in their grants are regnal, they afford no help in the solution of the problem.
However, recently some fresh evidence has become available which sheds some welcome light on it.
The genealogy of the family with relevant dates in the light of the records discovered till now may be

stated as follows :—

Vikramahendra
[
Maharaja Govindavarman 1

[
Mahardja Madhavavarman [ (known year 40)
|

Devavarman Vikramendravarman I

Maharaja Madhavavarman Il Maharaja Indravarman
(Year 47) (Year 27)

l

Mahardja Vikramendravarman 11 Maharaja
(Year 11 corresponding to Saka Madhavavarman III
488 or A. D. 566, and Year 14)

Mahardja Govinda-
varman II (Year 37)

As Madhavavarman I had a long reign of more than 40 years, his sons Devavarman and
Vikramendravarman seem to have predeceased him. No records of their reign have yet been
discovered.

As stated above, Madhavavarman I, son of Govindavarman I, was a junior contemporary of
the Vakataka king Harishena, who flourished in A.D. 475-500. So he can be placed approximately in
A.D. 490-535, as he had a long reign of more than 40 years. We have the valuable information from
his Pulomburu plates [J. 4. £ s., Vol. VI, pp. 15 f£]] that there was a lunar eclipse in Phalguna in his fortieth
regnal year. If he came to the throne in A.D. 490, that eclipse must have occurred round about A. D.
530. The same approximate date is obtained from other data. We know that the Tummalagudem plates
[E. I, Vol. XII, pp. 134 ff] issued in the 11th regnal year of Vikraméndravarman 11 are dated in the Saka year
488 or A. D. 566. Now, the known regnal years of his father Indrabhatta-rakavarman [£. 1, vol. X11, pp.
134 ff] and great-grandfather Madhavavarman 1 are 27 and 40 respectively. The total of these three
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regnal years comes to (40+27+11=) 78. Deducting this from A. D. 566 when the Tummalagudem
plates of Vikraméndravarman Il were issued, we get A. D. 488 as the lower limit for the accession of
Madhavavarman 1. The exact year of it can be ascertained from the mention of the lunar eclipse in the
month of Phalguna in the fortieth regnal year.

We know from Pillai’s Indian Ephemeris that there were lunar eclipses in Phalguna in the
three successive years A. D. 527, 528 and 529, but there was none in the preceding period of A. D.
511 to 526 and also none in the succeeding period of A. D. 530 to 545. So the lunar eclipse in the
fortieth regnal year of Madhavavarman I must be one of those in A. D. 527, 528 and 529. We have
fixed above A. D. 488 as the lower limit for Madhavavarman I’s accession. So the lower limit for the
lunar eclipse in his fortieth regnal year would be (488+40=) A. D. 528. As there was a lunar eclipse in
Phalguna in A. D.527, it must be the one mentioned in Madhavavarman’s Pulomburu plates of the
40th regnal year. Madhavavarman thus came to the throne probably in (527 minus 40=) A. D. 487. He
was preceded by Maharaja Govindavarman 1. The latter was a contemporary of Vakataka Harishéna
(A. D. 475-500), who must have given the kingdom of Andhra to him after overthrowing the last
Salankayana king in his invasion of the country in circa A. D. 480. He then cemented the political
alliance by giving a Vakataka princess to Govindavarman’s son Madhavavarman 1.

A. M. Shastri has recently criticised our view in his article published in the Journal of the
Epigraphical Society of India. [J. E. S. I, Vol. VII, p. 70.] He says that ‘it is based on absolutely no
evidence’. He places the end of the reign of Madhavavarman 1 ‘not later than A. D. 518-519°. We
place it after (A. D. 487+ 40=) A. D. 527. There is thus a difference of at least 9 years between our
views about the termination of Madhavavarman I’s reign. As definite dates are very rare in the ancient
history of India, this divergence is not surprising. But fortunately in the case of the accession of
Vishnukundin Madhavavarman 1, we have evidence for fixing it more or less definitely. So this matter
deserves close scrutiny.

Shastri places the end of Madhavavarman I’s reign ‘not later than A. D. 518-19°. As that king
had a reign of more than forty years, he must have come to the throne not later than (A. D. 518 minus
40=) A. D. 478 according to Shastri. From the Pulomburu plates we know that there was a lunar
eclipse in Phalguna of his 40th regnal year i. e. towards the close of his reign. From Pillai’s Indian
Ephemeris we find that there were lunar eclipses in A. D. 509 and 510. To suit Shastri’s hypothesis,
we shall take the latter of these (viz. that in A. D. 510) as the one intended to be referred to in the
Pulomburu plates. As it was in the 40th regnal year of Madhavavarman 1, the Vishnukundin king
must have come to the throne in (A. D. 510 minus 40=) A. D. 470. But this goes against the evidence
of Vishnukundin inscriptions. We have shown above that according to them, Harishéna (A. D. 475-
500) conquered Andhra sometime after his accession and gave the country to Govindavarman I and a
Vakataka princess to his son Madhvavarman 1. The latter came to the throne some years later-long
after A. D. 470. No Vakataka king before Harishéna had conquered Andhra. The evidence of
Vishnukundin records is thus definitely against Shastri’s theory that Madhavavarman I ended his
reign ‘not later than A. D. 518-519°.
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XV. The Successors of Yasodharman-Vishnuvardhana in Central India

Yasodharman-Vishnuvardhana is well known in ancient Indian history as the vanquisher of
the mighty Hiina Chief Mihirakula. Until recently very little was known about him. Nilakanta Sastri
says, “Yasodharman of Malwa stands alone without any predecessor or successor. [Nilakanta Sastri, History
of India, Part 1, p. 137.]” He was believed to have risen and fallen suddenly like a meteor. [R. C. Majumdar, H. C.
I P, Vol 111, p. 89.] But now as many as seven ancestors of Yasodharman have become known from an
inscription recently discovered at Risthal in the Mandasor District of Madhya Pradesh. His feudatories
hailed from the Brahmaputra and the Himalayas in the north to the Mahendra mountain and the
Western Sea in the south. [Fleet, Inscriptions of the Early Gupta Kings etc., C .I I, Vol. TII, p. 154.] As a result of his
conquests, the Malava (Vikrama) era spread far and wide in North India.

Nothing is, however, known about his successors. Recently some inscriptions of this period
have come to notice from which we can form an idea about the rulers of Central India who rose to
power after Yasodharman. In 1979 a large but fragmentary stone inscription was found while digging
for the foundation of a building for the weavers of Mandasor. It mentions the following kings in its
preserved portion :— [F. O. I, Vol. XXXIL, Nos. 1-2, pp. 70 ff.] [Ya]jiladeva, Virasoma, Bhaskaravarman and
Kumaravarman. The purpose of the inscription was evidently to register the performance of some
charitable work such as the construction of a tank at Mandasor. The verse describing Bhaskaravarman
is imperfectly preserved, but it seems to have described his victory over an illustrious king of the
Aulikara family. It is well known that Aulikara was the name of the family of Yasodharman.
Bhaskaravarman thus seems to have defeated a successor of Yasodharman and ousted him from the
Mandasor-Ujjain region. The name of his family does not occur in the preserved portion of this
Mandasor inscription. This family may have first been feudatory to the Aulikaras and may have been
ruling somewhere in Central India, but later, after Yasodharman’s death, it seems to have grown
powerful and ousted his successor from the Mandasor—Ujjain region.

The name of this family is not known. Its Mandasor record is not dated, but a clue to its
approximate date is provided by the statement in it that Kumaravarman, the son of Bhaskaravarman,
defeated and killed in battle ‘a son of Krishna.’ [See Verse 12 of the Mandasor Inscription—t GWRIR A RAG 7l

ete.] This Krishna is evidently the Katachchuri (or Early Kalachuri) king Krishnaraja who was ruling
over the neighbouring country of Aniipa (modern Nemad and Indore districts in Central India).
Krishnaréja flourished in circa A. D. 530-570. [He conquered Western Maharashtra from the Traikiitakas. 7. R. P., Vol. I,
p. 177.] This son of Krishna was evidently the Katachchuri king Sankaragana (A.D. 570-600). It is
noteworthy in this connection that Sankaragana’s Abhona plates dated in the Abhira year 347 (A.D.
596) were issued from his camp at Ujjayini, [C. I I, Vol. IV, p. 41.] which, as we have seen, was probably
the capital of Kumaravarman. He evidently had defeated the ruler of UjjayinT before issuing the
copper-plate grant from there in A. D. 597. Some years later he again invaded Malwa, but suffered a
disastrous defeat and lost his life in fighting. This event may be dated approximately in A. D. 600.
Kumaravarman may be referred to the period A. D. 590-605. We do not know how long his family
continued to rule in Malwa. His father Bhaskaravarman defeated an Aulikara king, probably a

successor of Yasodharman. He may therefore, be referred to the period A. D. 560—590.

Another family which also was dating its records in the Malava or Vikrama Samvat has
become known from the grant of Vishnushena published by D. C. Sircar. [E. I, Vol. XXX, pp. 161 ff] It is
dated in the year 649, which, must be referred to the Malava Samvat. It corresponds to A. D. 592. The
family to which Vishnushena belonged is not named in it. Sircar supposes that it was the Maitraka
family ruling over Kathiawad, but this is not likely; for the Maitrakas dated their records not in the
Malava, but in the Gupta era. Vishnushena was probably ruling over some territory bordering Malwa
on the west. We have no further information about this farnily.
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At the end of Vishnushena’s grant there is an endorsement of King Avanti confirming the
orders of Vishnushena. It is dated in the year 357 of an unspecified era. This date probably refers to
the Abhira era and corresponds to A. D. 606. From the wording of the endorsement it appears that
Avanti was probably a feudatory of some emperor. As he uses the Abhira era, his Suzerain must have
been the contemporary Katachchuri king Buddharaja (A. D. 600-620). Avanti seems to have joined
him in his campaign in Central India and made the endorsement after he occupied the territory
previously ruled hy Vishnushena.

Besides these three families of Kumaravarman, Vishnushena and Avanti, there was one other
which has become known from Bana’s Harshacharita. 1t was ruling over the Malava country. It was
named Gupta. Bana describes Harsha’s father Prabhakaravardhana as ‘an axe cutting the creeper in
the form of the royal fortune of the ruler of the Malava country’. [Sec ATGTREHISATIRIL in the Harshacharita,
Uchchhvasa IvV.] Prabhakaravardhana defeated him and made him pay a heavy tribute. He also made him
send his two sons Kumaragupta and Madhavagupta to his Court as hostages. A third member of this
family named Devagupta, who was probably their brother, was completely vanquished hy
Rajyavardhana, [E. I, Vol 1v, pp. 208 ff] the elder son of Prabhakaravardhana. Where this family was
ruling is not known. It was probably in occupation of Eastern Malwa. We have no further information
about it.

These four families were ruling over the different parts of the Malava country and the
surrounding territory after the death of Yasodharman-Vishnuvardhana.
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XVI. New Light on Some Incidents in the Early Life of Harsha

Fortunately we have more and reliable sources of information for the life of Harsha than for
that of any other king of ancient India. We have first the Harshacharita of Bana who lived at his court
for some years. He gives detailed information about the political, religious and social condition of the
age such as is found nowhere else about any other ancient period, though he sometimes indulges in
hyperbole or is carried away by his penchant for paronomasia. Then we have a detailed account
furnished by the Chinese pilgrim Hiuen Tsang, who travelled in North India during Harsha’s reign
and was a keen observer of the country. Lastly, we have some inscriptions and coins of Harsha and of
the contemporary kings who ruled over different regions of North India such as Uttar Pradesh, Assam,
Bengal, Central India and Kathiawad. Still, there are some incidents in the early life of Harsha about
which there is a diversity of opinion among scholars. It is proposed to discuss some of them and try to
throw some new light on them from the available sources.

In circa A. D. 605 Prabhakaravardhana, the father of Harsha, fell ill. His sons Rajyavardhana
and Harsha who had gone to the North—the former for fighting against the Hiinas who had invaded the
territory, and the latter for hunting in the region of the Himalayas—were called hack. Harsha reached
the capital Thanesvar in time to be by the side of his father when he breathed his last. Rajyavardhana
reached it sometime later, but he was so much overpowered by grief that instead of taking up the reins
of Government, he preferred to retire to a forest for practising penance. Just then there came
Samvahaka, the personal attendant of Harsha’s sister Rajyasri, who communicated to them the
heart-rending news that immediately after the death of Prabhakaravardhana, the king of Malava
invaded Kanyakubja (Kanauj), killed the Maukhari king Grahavarman (Harsha’s brother-in-law), and
threw Rajyasr1 into prison ‘like a brigand’s wife with iron fetters kissing her feet’. It was further
reported that he was thinking of invading the kingdom of Thanesvar as the military forces there had
no capable leader after the death of Prabhakaravardhana.

At this heart-rending report Rajyavardhana flew into rage and immediately resolved to
proceed against the king of Malava, taking only his cousin Bhandi with a mobile force of ten
thousand horse. A few days later, there came Kuntala, the Commander of Cavalry, who had the
confidence of Rajyavardhana. He reported to Harsha that though Rajyavardhana easily routed the
army of the Malava king, he was lured to meet the king of Gauda, alone and unarmed, and was
treacherously murdered in cold blood. Harsha then resolved to conquer the whole world so that no
such heinous crime should be committed thereafter.

After a few days during his campaign, Harsha received the envoy of Kumara
Bhaskaravarman, who brought him the proposal of his master, the king of Kamariipa (Assam), for a
political alliance. Harsha gladly accepted it and sent the envoy back with an invitation to the king of
Assam to meet him.

Soon thereafter, there came Bhandi who had accompanied Rajyavardhana in his campaign
against the Malava king. He told him that after Rajyavardhana’s murder by the king of Gauda, some
one named Gupta invaded Ku$asthala (Kanauj). [See a3 T 9 I5adei J@RT 9 Tk AL | (Fahrer's
ed., Bom. Sanskrit Series.) This reading is based on Kashmir MSS. And has been adopted by the Editor. Some MSS. Read Tﬁé“j—&pﬁ 1] In
the confusion caused thereby, Rajyasri escaped from prison together with her maids and entered the
Vindhya forest. Harsha then asked Bhandi to take charge of the army and march against the Gauda
king, and himself proceeded in search of his sister. Later, he found her just as she was going to throw
herself into fire in the Vindhya forest.

In his account of the incidents given above, Bana has not named either the king of Malava or
that of Gauda, because, as said by Harsha, the utterance of their names would have contaminated his

Contents



tongue with sin. [See I T EARY ISR UaHG fo5=rd a3 5787 | ibid., p. 256.] The identity of the
Gauda king is, however, proved beyond doubt by the statement of Hiuen Tsang that he was Sasanka.
[Watters, On Yuan Chwang’s Travels in India, II, p. 242.] The Malava king who occupied Kanauj after killing
Grahavarman and the Gupta king who later invaded it, in the confusion consequent on which Rajyasri
escaped from prison, are still unidentified. Various views have been held by scholars about the
identification of the former while no attempt has so far been made to identify the latter. It is proposed
to discuss the identification of both in the present article.

(1) The King of Malava—Who was the king of Malava who killed Grahavarman and
occupied Kanauj for some time as stated by Bana? Bana gives no further details. The Chinese pilgrim
also does not render any help in identifying him or the territory over which he was ruling. He
mentions Molapo as the country which he reached after travelling 2000 /i from Bharukachchha
(Broach). This Molapo should correspond to Sanskrit Malava, and the description he gives of this
country would suit present Malwa; for he says, “Molapo in the north-west and Magadha in the
north-east were the two countries in India in which learning was prized.” This suits Malwa which,
from very ancient times, has been a renowned seat of learning. But the pilgrim says further that the
king of Valabhi is a nephew of Siladitya, a former king of Molapo. Its capital was situated to the
south-east of a great river (or the Maht according to another reading). This description is understood
as applying to ‘the basis of the Mahi river with the region to the east of the Sabarmatt and a portion of
the hilly tract of Rajputan, perhaps extending as far east as Ratlam. [V. Smith, Early History of India (1914), p.
323] But this region was called Anarta in ancient times, not Malava. Besides, the pilgrim later
mentions Wu-she-ya-na (Ujjain), the famous capital of Malava, where, he says, a Brahmana king was
ruling. This also is not corroborated by any other evidence. Hiuen Tsang’s account, therefore, renders
no help in identifying the king of Malava.

It has been suggested that the Malava king who invaded Kanauj and killed Grahavarman was
the Kalachuri king Buddharaja. [ B. 0. R 5. XIX, p. 206. See also C. I. L, IV, xlix ff.] The latter was, no doubt, a
contemporary of Harsha and was ruling over a vast territory extending from Central India to the bank
of the Godavari. One of his grants was issued from Vidisa and is dated A. D. 610. [C. L . IV, pp. 47 f£.] But
he was the ruler of the Anlipa country with his capital at Mahishmati, modern Maheshvar on the
Narmada. So he cannot be called a king of Malava. His grant referred to was made in the course of his
raid on Vidisa. That city was not his capital. Besides, Buddharaja could not have dared to invade
North India and press as far as Kanauj in circa A. D. 605 as he had suffered a defeat at the hands of
the Chalukya king Mangalesa only four years earlier, in A. D. 601. [mid. 1v, pp. xlix f£] Though the
Chalukya king did not follow up the victory and annex Buddharaja’s kingdom, the danger of a
Chalukya invasion had not passed altogether. So Buddharaja could not have been the Malava king
who invaded Kanauj and killed Grahavarman.

Harsha’s inscriptions give a clue to the identification of the Malava king. While describing
Rajyavardhana, Harsha’s elder brother, they state that he had defeated Devagupta and others and
whipped them into submission like unruly horses. [See his grants, £. 7. IV, pp. 205 ff.,, and VIL, pp. 105 ff.] The only
campaign in which Rajyavardhana took part after his accession was that against the Malava king. So
Biihler identified this Devagupta as the unnamed Malava king who was responsible for the invasion of
Kanauj and the killing of Grahavarman.

But have we any evidence that this Devagupta was ruling in Malava? Bana mentions that the
contemporary king of Malava had sent his sons Kumargupta and Madhavagupta to Thanesvar, and
Prabhakaravardhana had directed them to serve his sons Rajyavardhana and Harsha. This shows that
there was a Gupta family ruling in Malava at the time. Devagupta may have been a younger brother of
Kumaragupta and Madhavagupta. Further, this Gupta family is identified by some scholars with that
mentioned in the Aphsad stone inscription of Adityasena. [c. L I 11, pp. 202 ff] The mention of one
Madhavagupta in the genealogy of that record and the description that he was longing for the
company of Harsha lent colour to this identification. This family is usually known as the Later Guptas
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of Magadha, because its stone inscriptions have been found in Bihar, [id. 111, pp. 208 ff; 213 ff.] but in view
of the aforementioned identification of Madhavagupta mentioned in the Harshacharita as a prince of
Malava with his namesake in the Aphsad inscription, some scholars prefer to call this Gupta family
‘the Later Guptas of Malava’. [F. 4. I H 11, p. 47.] They think that Devagupta may have usurped the
throne of Malava. After his destruction Harsha made Madhavagupta the king of Magadha. Hence the
later inscriptions of the family have been found in Bihar. There is, however, no doubt that the family
originally belonged to Malava.

This view is, however, open to some serious objections. For their clear comprehension we
give below the genealogy of the kings mentioned in the Aphsad inscription.

Krishnagupta
|
Harshagupta
|
Jivitagupta
|

Kumaragupta

Damodaragupta

Mahasenagupta
|
Madhavagupta

|
Adityasena

We get some details about the victories of some of these kings. Kumaragupta is said to have
obtained a brilliant victory over the army of I§anavarman, evidently the contemporary Maukhari king
of Kanauj. Later, he ended his life by plunging into fire at the holy city of Prayaga (Allahabad).
Damodaragupta also fought with the Maukharis, breaking up their elephant force which had
previously routed the army of the Huinas. His son Mahasenagupta achieved a memorable victory over
Susthitavarman, [See Nidhanpur plates of Bhaskaravarman, E.I pp. 55 ff.] which was long glorified in songs sung on
the banks of the Lauhitya (Brahamaputra). The latter king is now known to have belonged to the
family traditionally supposed to have descended from Narakasura, which was ruling over Kamartpa
(Assam). These particulars about the rulers of this family clearly indicate that it was ruling in Bihar,
not in Malava. As far back as 1928, R. D. Banerji attacked the view that this family was ruling in
Malwa in the following forceful words :—

“A king of eastern Malwa would have to pass through Bundelkhand, the United Provinces,
Bihar and Bengal to reach Assam. Even if he had chosen the extremely difficult route through the C.
P. Balaghat, as the Musalman historians call it, he would have had to pass through Dabhala or Dahala,
Magadha, Gauda or Radha and Vanga or Eastern Bengal. None of these countries are mentioned in
the Aphsad inscription. Therefore, the only logical conclusion that remains possible is that, in order to
reach the borders of Assam, Mahasenagupta had not to pass through so many provinces. Though he
was a ruler of Magadha, Assam very probably lay on his frontier, and Radha and Vanga or Mithila
and Varendra were included in his kingdom. In this case only it is possible for Mahasenagupta to have
fought with Susthitavarman of Assam.”

R. C. Majumdar has tried to circumvent the objections mentioned above by supposing that
Mahasenagupta was ruling over Magadha and Gauda with suzerainty over Malava. [#. C. I P. 11, pp. 126
ff.] After his victory over Susthitavarman, he suffered a defeat from the king of Assam, who invaded
Gauda. He also suffered a defeat at the hands of Maitraka §iladitya of Valabhi and the Katachchuri
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king Sankaragana. This resulted in the loss of Magadha and Gauda. He then sent his sons
Kumaragupta and Madhavagupta to the court of Prabhakaravardhana. Later, Devagupta occupied the
throne of Malava and invaded Kanauj, but he was defeated and killed by Rajyavardhana. After
defeating Sasanka, Harsha crowned Kumaragupta king of Magadha, and after him gave the throne to
Madhavagupta.

This view also does not seem plausible. If Madhavagupta had been ruling over Magadha with
suzerainty over Malava, he would have been referred to as king of Magadha rather than that of
Malava. There is no evidence that he was ever ruling over Malava. On the other hand, there are
weighty reasons why he should be differentiated from the king of Malava. From the grants of Harsha
we know that his grandfather Adityavardhana had married Mahasenagupta. This is generally believed
to be the sister of Mahasenagupta mentioned in the Aphsad inscription. Bana tells us that
Prabhakaravardhana had deprived the king of Malava of his royal fortune and prestige. [See
SIS ... JHIERAGA] 9 ISERTSE | gdaRd, p. 174] If we identify this Malava king with
Mahasenagupta, we must suppose that Prabhakaravardhana defeated his own maternal uncle. This is
very unlikely. Further, Bana tells us that the king of Malava sent his sons Kumaragupta and
Madhavagupta to the court of Prabhakaravardhana and the latter asked them to serve as personal
attendants of his sons Rajyavardhana and Harsha. This implies that the two Malava princes were sent
more or less as hostages. Again, we learn that they were almost of the same age as Harsha. Bana
states explicitly that the elder of the two, viz., Kumaragupta, was eighteen years old. His younger
brother, viz., Madhavagupta, must have been at most sixteen years of age. [Sec I5Taeiay] URTEN A8
iR RIBAEIERqYI AR JSawIe dgid Jeaa agag: ] He cannot be identified with the
homonymous king mentioned in the Aphsad inscription; for the latter was much older, being the
cousin of Harsha’s father, Prabhakaravardhana. The Malava king defeated by Prabhakaravardhana
could not, therefore, have been Mahasenagupta. The latter was thus ruling in Magadha, not in Malava.
Like several other royal families of ancient India, the Gupta family also had several branches which
were ruling in different parts of North India. The Aphsad inscription mentions the, family which was
ruling in Magadha. Besides these, we know of some other kings like Harigupta [Sircar, Studies in Indian
Coins, 11, pp. 225 ff.] who held sway in other parts of North India.

So the Malava king who was responsible for the invasion of Kanauj, the murder of
Grahavarman and the imprisonment of RajyasrT was probably Devagupta, but he did not belong to the
branch ruling in Magadha. He may have been ruling in Eastern Malava (Akara) or Eastern Akaravanti
since Hiuen Tsang tells us tliat Ujjayini (in Western Malwa) was under the rule of a Brahmana king.

The Gupta King—The person who came to the rescue of Kusasthala (Kanauj) has also not
been named by Bana. He only says that he was Gupta. [See the passage cited in n. 1 on p. 154 above. Another reference
to the same event occurs on p. 331—@(*(164]%] lebl"llcw-cll?l EShsH mlfugm\mi?l*{%bl*-i (V. L TsH™IH) AT s ATl s
ferTaTens IrogadHRasEor.... 1) Scholars have not discussed his identification at all. As he defeated the
Malava king who was occupying Kanauj, he may have been ruling over a neighbouring country and
may have been related to the Vardhana and Maukhari families; for he rushed to Kusasthala as soon as
he heard of the treacherous murder of Rajyavardhana by Sasanka, [Bana refers to him as kula-putra (respectable
person) named Gupta, but does not give his personal name. He must have been sufficiently powerful to capture Kanauj.] eVidently to
rescue Rajyasri, who was imprisoned there. In the confusion caused by the invasion, however,
Rajyasri escaped from prison and fled to the Vindhya forest. So he was not successful in rescuing her;
but there is no doubt that it was his object in invading the capital of the Maukharis.

We identify this unnamed Gupta king with Madhavagupta, son of Mahasenagupta, mentioned
in the Aphsad inscription. His ancestors had, no doubt, fought with the Maukharis who were their
neighbours on the west. But the hostilities had evidently ended with the marriage of Maukhari
Grahavarman with Rajyasri; for the latter was Mahasenagupta’s sister’s grand-daughter.
Madhavagupta, the son and successor of Mahasenagupta, was thus closely related to Rajyasri. It is but
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natural that he should rush to her rescue when he heard of her brother Rajyavardhana’s treacherous
murder by Sasanka and her imprisonment by the Malava king.

This Madhavagupta, king of Magadha, cannot be identified with the Malava prince of that
name who was serving Harsha as his personal attendant. The reasons are obvious. Firstly, he was
much older than the latter; for he was a cousin of Harsha’s father Prabhakaravardhana, and, therefore,
much older than his namesake, the Malava prince who was about sixteen years old. Secondly, the
Malava prince Madhavagupta was all along an attendant of Harsha. Bana mentions that he
accompanied Harsha to the Vindhya forest, when he visited the hermitage of Divakaramitra in search
of his sister Rajyasri. [See Sldaw=g 9 foreTt g g <o o g HIYEH ... : He was probably the Malava prince dear to
Harsha, who was sitting behind him when Bana attended the Court for the first time. See MRCACG‘I US PLIENL fyuoRyg
AT RTSTIAR BT HEd Yore T gfd | 8¥aRkd.] So he cannot be identified with the homonymous Gupta
king of Magadha mentioned in the Aphsad inscription.

One of the reasons for identifying Madhavagupta of the Aphsad inscription with the Malava
prince of that name is the description in that inscription that he longed for the company of Harsha.

The passage is as follows :—

S INIEEICISES IS NIRFLRSE
H T ASTIR IR IR |
SR SIS Hassdl 9

e —mec e ———e————|

Unfortunately, the passage is fragmentary. The preserved portion states that Madhavagupta,
thinking that his mighty enemies had been vanquished and there was nothing left for him to achieve,
did some thing as he longed for the company of the illustrious Harshadeva. What exactly he did in the
circumstances is not known. But the description shows that he had not met the illustrious Harsha
before. He wanted to meet him and enjoy his company. This description does not suit the Malava
prince of that name who was a close associate of Harsha for a long time. The two Madhavaguptas
were evidently different—one was a young prince of Malava, being of the same age as Harsha, and the
other was a king of Magadha who was a cousin of Harsha’s father and, therefore. much older than he.
It seems that having heard of the brilliant victories of Harsha, which made him the lord of the whole
Uttarapatha, Madhavagupta of the Aphsad inscription longed to meet him. The last quarter of the
verse may have stated how he repaired to Harsha’s capital to meet him.

The foregoing discussion has shown that the Gupta kings mentioned in the Aphsad inscription
were ruling over Magadha, and not over Malava, and that one of them, viz., Madhavagupta, was the
unnamed Gupta king who invaded Kus$asthala (Kanauj), apparently with the object of rescuing

Réjyaéri. [Bana’s Harshacharita does not give sufficient information about the second invasion of Kus$asthala (Kanauj). The Kashmir
MSS. tell us that the invasion was by a person named Gupta, while some southern MSS. derived from one codex archetypes state that the
invasion was by the Gaudas. See the passage cited in n. 1, p. 154 above, and Dr. Fihrer’s preface to the edition in B.S.S. (1909). The second
relevant passage in n. 2, p. 161 above, also refers to the commotion caused by the Gaudas (Gauda-sambhrame), but states explicitly that
Rajyasri was released by a kula-putra (nobly born youth) named Gupta. In neither passage is the name of the person of the Gupta lineage
mentioned. If he himself captured Kanauj, he must have been sufficiently powerful to conquer and occupy the capital, and in that case, most
probably belonged to the Later Gupta family of Magadha. If the invasion was by the Gauda king Saganka after he treacherously murdered
Rajyavardhana, he may have been his associate in the campaign. There is, however, no doubt that he was instrumental in releasing Rajyasri
from prison and may have been related to her as suggested in the present article.]
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Section 1I has seven articles whichexamine critically several theories of the eminent
Epigraphist, Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar in his recently published Inscriptions of the Early Gupta Kings,
and show how they are untenable.

Section III contains six arlicles on miscellaneous subjects which discuss various problems of
ancient Indian history. Some of them such as that on the origin and spread of the Vikrama Era will
interest the general reader also.

Most of the articles in this Volume were originally published in research journals, but some
are new. They have been collected here for facility of reference.
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