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Revised Chronology of the Eastern Chalukya Kings *
R. V. KR1SHNA RAO, B.A, BL.

I

Roughly fifty years ago Dr. John Faithful Fleet published a
critical study of the ‘Chronology of the Eastern Chalukya kings” in
the pages of the Indian Antiquary.() The objects of his investigation,
to use his own words, were, “to determine the exact period within
which the starting-point of the Tastern Chalukya Chronology must be
placed to adjust the dates of successive .reigns from that time, and to
group together such historical details as aro furnished by the records
of the family and other documents.”

Fleet’s study does not, however, claim to be a regular account
of history of that dynasty like that of his monumental work, The
Dynasties of the Kanarese Districts(b) But it has nevertheless served

#  This paper forms the Introductory chapter of my work on the History of the
Eastern Chalukyas which is awaiting pullication. This has never been intended to
be published in any Journal, but the appearance of, my friend Mr, M, Somasekhara
Sarma’s article on the Chronology of the Eastern Chalukyas in the latest issue of the
Journal of Oriental Research {vol.1X part 1 pp. 17-45) has tempted me to alter my
decision and publish immediately my Revised Chronology. ,Ldn"g ‘before Mr. Sdrma
published his article 1 had occasion to discuss with him his theory and explain to him
mine. But by that time my present paper was already prepared and now I publish it
without altering it. I do not see any need now either to alter my views or criticise
Mr. Sarma’s theory. The reader will compare the two theories for himself and draw
his own conclusion.

a) LA., XX.pp. 1,193 and 266,

(b) Bombay Guzetteer, vol, 1. Part II,
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as a basis and guide for those who continued his work. His ‘Chrono-
logy’ is a bare structure, a skeleton of mere dates into which the
chronology of the Eastern Chalukya kings was adjusted with the help
of a few given dates which yielded to calculation and conversion into
the corresponding dates of the Christian era. His results were based
upon certain assumptions which he accepted *and final for his work,
and upon facts known to him from the records discovered in his own
time. Those assumptions primarily involved certain obviously funda-
mental misconceptions regarding Brahmanical ideas and religious
customs, and secondly, a strain upon facts, mentioned in the Eastern
Chalukya charters themselves, to suit his adjustment of some reigns.

In recent times many new records have been brought to light,
and consequently many new historical details have been discovered.
This discovery of fresh materials has wmade it necessary to examine
Fleet’'s Chronology of the Eastern Chalukya kings closely and to make
a systematic study of the history of that dynasty. But more than the
discovery of new material in recent times, certain assumptions made
by Fleet which appear at the very outset to be unwarranted and in-
accurate, have induced me to make a fresh study of the Chronology of
the Chalukya kings of V&figi and verify the results obtained by him
nearly half a century ago. In these pages the results of such investi-
gation and re-examination of the Iiastern Chilukya Chronology toge-
ther with a critical and exahaustive study of all the available materials
is presented for the first time; and this revised chronology is believed
to be closely accurate and even correct.

A feature of special interest in the grants of the Eastern
Chalukyas is the record, that each one of them from the time of the
thirteenth king Gunaga Vijayaditya IIL. gives, the length of each
successive reign, commoencing with that of the founder of the dynasty,
Kubja Vishnuvardhana or Vishnuvardhana 1., a younger brother of
the Western Chalukya king Pulikcsin II. There has been no difficulty
as Fleet rightly observes in deducing from these details the approxi-
mate historical period of each membher of the family. But the lengths

of the reigns are stated mostly in whole years and without fractions;

and the earliest case in which a specific date is given in the Saka era,
is that of the fourteenth king Vishpuvardhana Chalukya Bhima I,,
whose accession to the throne is recorded to have taken place in
S.S. 814, on Monday the 2nd ¢itht in the dark fortnight of the month
Mgasha-Chaitra.(c) And the thirteen reigns anterior to him covered

(c) C.P.No.14 of 1917-18, (A.R.E. 1918 p. 126). Fleet was not aware of this date as
this grant was not discovered in his time; he therefore took into account the date
of the coronation of Vijayaditya-Amma II,
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according to different records from two hundred and seventy-six to two
hundred and eighty-four years. Consequently, the limits within which
the commencement of the reign of Vishnuvardhana I. might be placed
are not far apart. Then deducting the period of 276 or 284 years from
8 S. 814 expired, we arrive approximately at the initial point of Vishpu-
vardhana's reign, which falls somewhere between S.S. 530 expired
corresponding to A.D. 608-09 and S.S. 538 expired equivalent to A.D.
616-17. But this cannot be taken as absolutely accurate, for not only a
good deal of uncertainity attends the dates and lengths of the reigns of
some of the intermediate kings, but also the lengths of most of the
reigns are given in complete years without fractions.

Dr. Hultzsch(d) placed the starting-point of the reign of
Vishnuvardhana I. in S.S. 526-27 expired, corresponding to A.D. 603-04,
roughly nineteen or twenty years before what I shall show to be really
the correct date. Dr. Burnell gave, in the first edition of his South
Indian Pulacography at page 21, the initial date in tha first instance as
S.8. 542 expired or A.D. 620 which is three years prior to, and in the
second instance, in the second edition of his work, as 8.8, 528 expired or
A.D. 606-07, which is seventesn or eightoen years before the proper
time. Fleet himself fixed the starting point of Kubja Vishpuvardhana’s
reign in S.S. 538 current or A.D. 615, roughly eight or nine years
before the correct date as shown below. "

Among these writers Fleet alone made a systematic and critical
study of the Chronology of the Eastern Chalukya kings; and yet he
erred in determining the precise period within which the starting-point
of the Eastern Chilukya Chronology had to be placed. As a matter of -
fact his error primarily arose out of his ignorance of the Brahmanical
ideas and religious customs and, secondly, on account of his incorrect
and unwarranted presumptions regarding the occasions for the public
and ceremonial acts of the ancient Hindu sovereigns. Thus he wrote,
“that whatever may be the strict custom of later times, other instances
are accumulating in which eclipses of the sun, at any rate which we
know to have been not visible in India, are quoted in genuine records
as occasions of ceremonies.”(e) 1t was this erroneous hypothesis that
led Fleet to accept certain dates when there were eclipses of the sun at
any rate, though not visible anywhere in or near India as the real and
proper occasions of public and ceremonial acts mentioned in the grants.
And the corresponding dates in the Christian era, too, which he consi-
dered as correct landmarks in the Eastern Chalukya Chronology, are
not really the correct ones as will be shown below. And therefore, his

(&) S.IIL Lp. 32
(e) LA. XXpZ
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entire adjustment of the lengths or durations of the reigns of the East-
ern Chalukya kings turus out to be faulty, incorrect and even confus-
ing; and thus his entire Chronology has to be totally rejected.

11

We shall now examine all the available materials and then
determine the precise period within which lay the starting-point of the
reign of Kubja Vishnuvardhana, the founder of the Eastern Chalukya
dynasty of V&iigi, and then reconstruct the Chronology of the family.
There is a record, a copper-plate grant from Haidarabad in the Dekhan
from which we can dotermine very closely the period of the commen-
cement of the reign of Satyasraya Prthivivallabha Pulikesin IL. the
conqueror of Veiigi.'f) There is another record, a coppor-plate grant
from Kopparam in Guntur district of the Andlira country, which helps
us to fix exactly the date of the conquest of Veénigi by Palikadin IL.(g)
And there is a third copper-plate grant from Cipurupalli in the Vizaga-
patam district which furnishes us materials for determining pro-
cisely the initial date of Vishnuvardhana 1. as paramount sovereign in
Venigi.h) These are obviously the preliminary points which must be
considered first in the study of the Eastern Chalukya Chronology.

The Haidarabad grant records that, while residing at his capital
Vatapi, (Badami in Bijapur district, Bombay Presidency) the Western
Chalukya king Pulikéiin granted the village of Makarappi to a
Brahmanv, (@tmanah pravardham@ne rajyabhiselka samvatsarg  trliye
Suka-nrpati samvatsara salesu chatustrims=adhikeyu paichasvatitosu
Bhadrapad = amavasyaytam Surya-yrahana nimitiasn), “on the occasion

" of an eclipse of the sun on the new-moon day of the mouth Bhadrapada,
in the third year of his own installation in the sovereignty, in S.S. 534
(expired).” It is this record that fixes the period of his coronation.
And it is also of importance in showing that Pulikdéin II. had esta-
blished himself at Vatipi firmly hefore the dite recorded in it; and
consequently, that the earlier expeditions and successes described in the
Aihole inscription(i) as preliminary to the consolidation of his power
were, at any rate, anterior to the date of this record. Fleet calculated
the eclipse equivalent of the one mentioned on the new-moon 2ithi of
the parnimanta Bhadrapada of S.S. 534 expired as that of the 2nd
August, A.D. 612. On this date there was a total eclipse of the sun,
but it was not visible anywhere in or near India.i) Fleet accepted

(f) I4,VI p. 7.
(gy E.IXVII, p. 257,
(h) LA, XX, p. 15
(i) E.L VLpp. 1,
() 1.4. XX.p.2,
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this equivalent as the genuine date of the grzmt, nc?t however, thf:k{%?s
an expression of doubt, whether this eclipse which was no :inslHe
anywhere in or near India could be the real df'a,te of the recor .t o
accepted this equivalent terely on the assumption, as hffxs been s a:)ﬁ

above, that eclipses not visible in India were also occasions qf ;}ud.xc
and ceremonial acts. And though the eclipse was not visible 1nd 1 t1a5
yet because there was really an eclipse of the §u11 on that day 1enl;) }ele
by the given details, Fleet felt himself cqnstrmned to dec.lare‘a( t.1a o
would not be justified in assuming the existence of any .mlstz'a, : 12 e
record. With this explanation he acceptgd thz.mt_t'}'le eclipse in 211 (gﬂxlx
the Haidarabad grant of the third year of Pul}’lfu'sn} IL was thz:? 0 .ble
2nd August, A.D. 612, corresponding to S.3. 534 expired, invisible

though it was.

But with due deference to Dr. Fleot, it must be said thatt khlS
equivalent of the eclipse of the Haidarabhad gr:mt' can‘notf be fta 611(1l
as the real and correct one. In the first place the II]S.CI.'lpt]f)n Ico(;l_
not record an cclipse of the sun which was not seen or v1§1b\e in nl_lta.
Eclipses not visible in India or even invisibie in the partxcu}nr lo[? 1dy
in which they reigned were not occasions.for the ancient Hin 1;
sovereigns for any public or ceremonial acts just as much as they art
not at the persent day. Brahmanical ideas and .customs ha\{? n<.)n
changed since time immemorial; and, therefore, ec!xpses not vxslh) e 1't
India were not eclipses to the ancient Hindu so-verelgns. And 't usltl“
becomes plain that Fleet's equivalent of the ﬂaldarabad grantllls a ?n
gether incorrect. In the second place, it might be that we ’ag95;4
this record a genuine mistake in respect of the year quoted, ;5 . b
expired for 8. 8. 535 expired. The coTnposer.of th'e‘ gra(rix or e
scribe might have unwittingly made a mlstake'a in writing c;wnl e
charter as the formality of inscribing the donation on the coppclalr-p a 1
usually took place long after it was made. I.f that be so,tt ef r:}.?
equivalent of the eclipse mentioned in the Haidarabad grant, o ; .:
new-moon tithi of the pérpimanta Bhadrapada of S.S.535 expxrfad, 1‘
that of the 23rd July, A.D. 613.() This date was under the consi er?d
tion of Fleet, but he finally rejected it on the ground that there cou

(k) The readet will bear in mind that, in the purnimanta arrangement of fortnights,

the luni-solar month ends with the purnima or the full moon and, in the amanta arran-

gement with the amavasya or new-moon tithi, _and that the: lpur_mmantaforxtn:in;)ht
Chaitra commences with the st tithi in the preceding dark fottrlug it 1. ;.no::a Chaig“a
or paksha earlier than in the ama nta.arrangement. Conselc);uf.rt A purnd. t:e a Chaitra
begins with the preceding dark fortonight of the arr.tanta lg;rgluna, an[ . lonsolac
year ends with _the full moon tithi of the [_)urnlmanta alguna. n1 o 1Ie ords
purnimanta months commence fifteen days earlier than the amanta months. It appears
that both the purnimanta and amanta arrangements of the fortnights \Xz{)e in vogue
simultaneously in the Dekhan til} about the end of the seventh century A.D.
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not be any mistake about the Saka year quoted and that A. D. 613 could
not be the equivalent of the year §.8. 534 expired. In §.8. 535 expired
Bhadrapada was an intercalary month; and on the new-moon tiths
which fell on Monday, there was a total or a almost total eclipse of
the sun, visible all over India. It was probably total at Vatapi or
certainly close to that place, and the totality occured when the sun
was at the very zenith of Vatapi. The eclipse for that reason was a
very marked and memorable event for that locality, Hence it is obvious
that the eclipse intended in the Haidarabad grant was that of Monday,
the 23rd July, A.D. 613 corresponding to S'S. 535 expired. There is no
doubt that this was at the real and correct equivalent of the date; and I
feel that there is ample justification for assuming the existence of a
genuine mistake in the record.

As the new-mooun ¢ithe of Bhadrapada of S.S. 535 expired fell
in the third of PulikTsin’s reign, it is plain that the new-moon (it of
Bhadrapada of 8.8. 532 lay in the first year of his reign. And conse-
quently, the coronation or r@jyablistha of Puliktsin I, may be assu-
med to have taken place on some day, still to be oxactly determined,
from the piarpiminta Aévayuja new-moon of §.8. 532 expired, up to the
parnimianta Karttika new-moon of §.3. 533 expired, the corresponding
English period being from the 23rd September, A. D. 610 to the 14th
August, A.D.6IL. If we assunte that thedate of the Haidarabad grant lay
towards the close of the third year, it is probable that the coronation
of Pulik&sin IL. took place cither in the purpimanta Aévayuja or plrne-
miania Karttika of §'S. 532 expired, corresponding to the English peri.od
September to October, A.D. 610, For the preseat, however, this date
need not be more closely determined; and this result is quite suflicient
for the purposes of our present enquiry.

The next record is the Koppiram copper-plate graut of Palis
kgéin II. It was first discovered by K. V. Lakshmanarao, and edited by
him in the dnnals of the Bhandurkar Institute()  Later it was edited
again in the Epigraplisd Indica by Dr.E. Hultzsch who hoped to improve
upon Lakshmana Rao's reading and the interpretation of the text.(m)
Consequently there are two interpretations of the grant which are
really very embarassing to the historian. *“The composer of the grant
knew so little Sanskrit”, as Dr. Hultzsch rightly observes, ‘that in
some places it is difficult to divine what he really wanted to express.”
The record registers the grant of a field of eight hundred nivartanas in
the village Irbuli in the Karmarashtra to a Brahmani named Vieda
Sarman of the Sundilya gitra. The grant was made af; an auspicious

(.1; Qv;].er. Pare 1, pp. 43-54.
(m) ol XVII, pp, 257 £,
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moment on Thursday, the Mah@navams in the month Karttika in the
‘augmenting twenty-first year of the prosperous reign.’ There has
been considerable amount of speculation as to the real meaning of the
expression, “in the augmenting twenty-first year of the prosperous
reign.” Lakshmanarao holds that the twenty-first year of the pro-
sperous reign referred to that of prince Dhruvaraja the ajiapts (exe-
cutor) of the grant, and thus computed the English equivalent of the
date denoted by the details, Karttika Mahtinavami, Thursday, as the 21st
October, A.D. 611 corresponding to the 8. 8. 533 expired. (0}  According
to him the charity was made in the immediate presence of the king
Satya@sraya Prthivivallabha Pulikesin IT. and apparently by him, though
the command was actually reduced to writing on the copper-plates and
oxecuted by the ijfiapti Prthivi Dhruvaraja somewhat later. Liakshma-
narao identifies this nobleman with Satyasraya Prithivi Dhruvaraja .
Indravarman of the Goa plates./©) Thischieftain was then a subordinate
of the Muhvraja Prthivivallabha meaning PulikSsin IL. and was stationed
in Revati-dvipa as the governor of the four wishayas and mandalas.
He granted a village named Karellika in the Khttahara dcsiz, to a
Brahmana with the permission of his sovereizn on the full-moon tsthi
of Magha of S.8.532 expired, corresponding to 5th January, A.D.611. (p)
The record is further dated in the twentieth year, apparently of the
reign of prince Satydsraya Dhruvarija Indravarman himself; and this
fact indicates the commencement of his government in or about S.S.
512 expired, corresponding to A.D. 590-91, in the reign of Kirtti-
varman I. T.akshmanarao believes that Duvarija or Dhruvaraja was
the proper name of the prince and that the appellation Prthive joined
to his personal name in the Kopparam grant was appropriated from
his sovereign’s full title Prthsvivallabha, just in the same manner, the
title Satyasraya was added to his name in the Goa plates. This appro-
priation of the titles Prthivi and Satyasraya, at any rate, indicates
Dhruvaraja’s great devotion and loyalty to his-sovereigns, Puliksin II
and his father Kirtivarman 1. Tt is thus plain that Dhruvaraja was a
powerful chieftain who could use his own regnal years in the charters
issued by him. Consequently, if the twentieth year of Prthivi Duvaraja
foll in 8.S. 532 expired, then the twenty-first year would naturally fall in
§.8.533 expired. Here, Thursday the Mah@navami of the month Kartika

(n) Lakshmanarao erred in holding $ §. 533 to be a current year. If it is to be taken as
a current year, then its equivalent is A. D. 610-11, and Lakshmanarao's calculation

fails. It ought to’be taken correctly therefore as an expired yewr corresponding
to A D, 611-12.

(o) Jour.of the Bom.Br. R, A. 8., X. p. 363.

(p) Fleet did not decide whether the Saka year 532 was an expired or a current year,
as it was unnecessary for his purpose,
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which has to be reckoned as the ninth tithé in the bright fortnight, it
being the synonym for the /ithi on which the Trtta Yuga commenced,
comes toour help and enables ustofix §.5. 533 expired, Vibhava semuva-
tsara as the requiredyear. In that year, the ninth {1thi in the bright fort~
night of the month Kartika falls exactly by computation on Thursday,
the corresponding English date being the 21st October, A.D. 611. And
this day, according to Lakshmanarao is the date of the Kopparam
plates; and it fixes the precise period of the conquest of V&figi by
Pulikesin I1.

Dr. Hultzsch on the other hand takes a contrary view. He
thinks that the twenty-first year of the prosperous reign belongs to
Pulik@sin II. and rejects Lakshmanarao’s interpretation of the dates as
incorrect and untenable. He holds Duvarija to be a Dravidian
tadbhava of the Sanskrit word Ywvarwja and, therefore, Prthivi Duva-
rdja a title like Prthivivallabha, the favourite appellation of Pulik@sin
11. He then identifies Prthivi-Duvaraja with Kuhbja Vishnuvar-
dhana, a younger brother of Pulik®&sin II and assumes that he continued
to be a subordinate of the latter till the twenty-first year of his reign.
Robert Sewell calculates the HEuglish equivalent of this date for
Dr. Hultzch on the assumption that the twenty-first year of the pro-
sperous reign of the Koppiiram grant belongs to the victorious reign of
Pulikesin. According to him, by Thursday, the Mahiinavami day of the
month Kartika, in the absence of any information as to whether this
ninth day was in the bright or dark fortnight, the ninth ¢¢ths of the
bright frotnight is meant; and it fell by both the Brahma and Arya-
Siddhantas, on Thursday, October 10, A. D. 631. (q).

We shall examine these two conflicting interpretatioﬁs of the
record. It is apparent from the edict that the actual donation was
made in the presence of Pulik@sin IT. and by his command, and that
the formal act of registering it on the copper-plates and executing it
was carried out sometime later by Prthivi Duvardja. “ Be it known
to you, " says the record, “ thatin the presence of the Vallabha was
given, in accordance with the sastric injunctions, by Prthivi Duva-
raja,”(t) Dr. Hultzsch translates the statement in a slightly different

" way. He thinks that the text has to be interpreted as meaning that
the * execution of the grant was formally bestowed on Prthivi-duva-
raja, (i. e. Prithiviyuvaraja.”) "This slight vuriation in the interpre-
tation of the text is quite negligible. But it is plain from this statement
that the charity was made by Prthivi Duvaraja himself on behalf of
his sovereign and probabaly under his express command in the same

(@) E.L XVII P. 261
(r) The translation is that of K. V. Lakshmuna Rao M. A.
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manner as his Goa grant was made in the previous year. And conse-
quently itis reasonable to assume that Prthivi-Duvaraja mentioned
the regnal of his own government and not that of his overlord. But
Dr. Hultzsch thinks that Prthivi Duavariaja has to be identified with
Prthivi Yuvaraja, meaning Kubja Vishnuvardhana and that the
regnal year, therefore, belongs to the reign of Pulikdin IT. This inter-
proetation, it is difficult to accept.

Vishnuvardhana I had never the appellation Pprthividuvarija
in all his records. The Satara grant calls him Prthivivallabha Srr
Vishpuvardhana Ywvarija Vishmasiddhiys) and it is thus clear
that he had the appellation Prthivivallabha even while he was the
Yuvardja or the heir-apparent to his elder brother Pulikdéin II, and
was not called Prthivi-Davargja or Prthivi-Yuvardja. That is not
all. - The achievements of Prthivi Duvaraja of the Kopparam grant
are exactly similar to those claimed by Saty@iraya Dhruvaraja Indra-
varman of the Goa plates with whom he has been correctly indentified
by Lakshmanarao. In the Goa plates Dhruvarija calls himself the
master of the four wishayas and mandalas, and in the Koppa-
ram grant he tells us that he had defeated a circle of enemies
by the strength of his arm, “which was a churning stick of
the wicked people of the Kali age (or the family of Kali ),
which was skilled in daring deeds in many battles, and which
was wielding a drawn sword, and that he had seizel the neigh-
bouring territories ( mandalns) and securel a kinzdom to the
lineage of his son” Both these grants whish wers issued within the
space of a vear or two, mention an era or reznal year, which in the
absence of the word ‘ mh4rajasyr’ before the phrase nravardhomiing
vijaya rdjya samva’snrd, as in the Satara plates of Vishnuvardhana,
renders the interpretation of Dr. Hultzsch utterly untenable. Tt is
also unreasonable to assume, as the learned Doctor does, that Kubja
Vishpuvardhana who still remained the yrwvargja till the twenty-first
year of his brother's reign, i. e. October A. D. 631, could have claimed
as having secured a kingdom to the lineage of his son, when the
canquest of V&ngi was the great exploit of his brother the king, and
when there was no prospect of his founding an independent kingdom of
his own. Dr. Hultzsch’s interpretation, therefore, is palpably wrong
and untenable. On the other hand it is easy to accept Lakshmanarao’s
view which is most reasonable that, Prthivi-Duvar&ja who was
an adept in conquering the kingdoms of the neighbouring hostile kings,
who had been governor of the four wvishayas and mandalas, and who
had acquired the right to mention his own regnal year in the charters

(s) I. A, Vol. XIX p. 309 .
F2
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fssued by him, had secured a kingdom to the lineage of his son. By
the date of the Goa grant, January 5 A.T. 611, this nohleman was
already the ruler of a small herditary kingdom with his capital in the
Rovatidvipa for twenty vears previously. He is stated to have
helonged to the Adi-Mahi-Banpiira-vamia, ‘the original great Bapnlira
familv’, which is olainly identical with the Bavopfira lineage from which
Pulikdsin T. and his younger son Mangalaéa successively obtained
their queens..(t) Dhruvaraia-Tndravarman had anparently served a long
time the Chalukva family from the days of Kirttivarman I. and was,
therefore, an old and powerful nobleman who was the mainstay of
Pulikasin IT'’s power.

Tt is thus evident that the identification of Tr. Hultzsch of
Prthividuvaraia with Kubja Vishnuvarhana is utterly wrone. There is
no doubt that he got into hopeless confusion. Tf the Kopparam grant
is to be taken as to belong to the twentv-first year of Pulikédin IT. it
means that the king held sway over Vefigi on the 10th Qctober., A.D.
631 and for sometime prior to it and, also certainly for sometime
beyond that date. But it is impossible to bhelieve that Kubja
Vishunvardhana remained still the yuvardia in the twenty-first year of
hig elder brother’s reign. The twenty-first year mentioned in the
Kopparam plates, therefore, doubtless belongs to the government of
Prthivi Duvaraia who has to be identified with Satyasraya-Dhruvardia-
Tndravarman of the Goa grant, and not to that of Pulikf&in TT. " Tt i8
no doubt true that the appellation Prthivl, mentioned in the Koppéram
record is not found in the Goa grant of this prince, but this simnle
omission in drafting the charter is not an unintelligible discrepancy. The
entire record on the Kopparam plates is so ocarelessly drafted that the
omission of the appellation Prthivi, is hardly a serious one. And that
being so, the real equivalent of the date of the Kopparam grant is
Thursday, October 21, A D. 811. This date is in perfect agreement with
the result we have obhtained in determining the probable date of the
coronation of Pulik@din II, by calculating the real equivalent of ‘the
Haidarabad grant. Consequently we are able to flx exactly the date of

the conquest of Veiigi by Pulikaséin TI. which may be rea.S(‘mnh]V taken

to have been accomplished by Qctober 10, A. . 611. And it Nwill be

presently seen that this result is fully supported by other facts. '
s

Some scholars have, however, raised a doubt as to how PulikssinTT.
who was crowned only in the latter part of A. D. 610 conld have
completely subdued al) his enemies and conquered the kings of distant
Kosala, XKalinga and Kafichi and even annexed Vafgi to his kingdom

(t) Dyn. Kan, Dstricts, p. 349.
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with the space of a single year.(W) But, as will be seen presently a
closer study of the events recorded in the inscriptions of this period

‘will easily dispel such a doubt. The Aihole inscription of A.D. 834-35,
‘makes it plain that Pulik@sin IL. crowned himself at Vatapi immediately

after he had become the undisputed lord of the threes Maharashirikas.
It-records also that Mangalsa had a son for whom he aimed to secure

-the succession after himself. The last known certain date for Manga-

18¢a is recorded in his Mahakuta Pillar inscription.(V) It is given as

‘the fullmoon day of the month Vaisikha in the Siddhartha samvatsara
‘in the fifth year of Mangalésa's reign, which coresponds to S.8S. 524
-expired, the English equivalent being April 12, A.D. 602.(w) It is not

known how long after this date Mangal8séa reigned in peace. Butit
is probable that soon after Mangalesa’s intentions become plain there
ensued discord and war between Mangaltsa and Kirtivarman’s son
Pulikgsin II. in the course of which the former lost his life. Itis
difficult at present to determine the exact time of Mangalésa’s death,
but it might have occured some time after his fifth year, roughly in or
about A. D. 604 circa. TFleet placed the death of Mangalésa in A.D. 608,
a year or so before the coronation of Pulikssin IL, to allow time for
all that was done by Pulikésin II. before his coronation, in quieting the
general confusion that ensued on the death of Mangal@a and the subju-
gation of the three Maharashtrikas.(x) But there is no reason why we
should not place the event earlier than this for the very same reasons
given by Fleet in the absence of any information to the contrary.
After tho death of Mangal@sa in A.D. 604 cireq, there followed a period
of anarchy, from A. D. 604 to 610 circa. During this period of more
or less six years of confusion, bloodshed and anarchy, and to use the
expression of the Aihole inscription, “ when the whole world was enve-
loped by the darkness of enemies », Satyasraya Pulikssin 1I. suocessfully_
fought his opponents and made himself the undisputed lord of Kuntala.
It was during this period that he conquered Appayika and made an
ally of Govinda when they invaded his country. Then Pulikssin IL
marched upon Banavasi, the Kadamba capital and reduced it. The
Gangas and the Allipas were then subdued. The Malavas of Konkana
were then conquered, and the city of Puri on the west coast was
invaded from the sea and captured. Then the Mauryas, the Latas and

Y

(u) Dr. N, V. Ramanayya: Mahendravarman I and Pulikesin IL in the Miscellany of
Papers published in commemoration of the Sevenntieth birthday of Rao Sahed

@G, V. Ramamurthi Pantulu, 1933,

(v) I A.vol. XIX.p. 7.

(w) Dyn. Kan. Dists. p, 349 n, 1,

(x) Ibid. p. 348,



12 Revised Chronology of the E. Chalukya Kings. [J.A.H.R.S.

the Ghirjaras were attacked and overwhelmed, It was at this june-
ture that the invasion of Harshavardhana of Kanauj was successfully
resisted and repulsed. And then the sovereignty of the three'countries
known by the name Maharashtrikas was completely secured. Thus
Pulikesin II. had finally established himself without opposition in his
own kingdom which extended from Banavasi on the south right up to
Latadésa or Gujerat in the north. At this point apparently, five or
six years after the death of Mangaltsa, and during the latter part of
A.D. 610, he was publicly crowned to the succession. It was then
at the head of the victorious army, after crushing the pride of
the king of Kanauj that he turned to Kosala, Kalinga and Vefigi for
conquest and expansion of his empire, proudly emulating the example of
the earlier Vakataka and Vishnukundin conquerors.  And, therefore,
it not impossible for the invasion of Véfigi to have taken place in
A. D. 611, shortly after Pulxsin L. had publicly annointed himself to
the succession.

We shall now turn to the third record, the Cipurupalli copper-
plate grant of Vishnuvardhana I. In this record Vishpuvardhuna
himself has the title Mahirja, and is, therefore, obviously a paramount
sovereign. The inscription records the grant of a village by Vishnu-
vardhana himself on the occasion of an eclipse of the moon in the
month Sravana, on the fifteenth day of the bright fortnight, in the
Jourth month and in the cightecnth year. Fleet calculates the date of
eclipse from the given details and accepts the eclipse of the moon of
the 7th July, A. D. 632, which occured on the full-moon day of Sravana
of 8. 8. 554 expired, as the proper equivalent of the date mentioned in
the grant. According to him S.8. 554 expired being the eighteenth
year, 8. S. 537 expired fell in the first year of the reign of Kubja
Vishnuvardhana, and, therefore, the first year of the king began in or
with the month Visikha of S.S. 537 expired, roughly five or six years
after the commencement of the reign of his elder brother Pulik@sin II,
Fleet assumes the month Vaifikha to be a paryiminta month ending
with the full-moon tsthi, and thus computes the corresponding English
period, from the 21st March to the 19th April, A. D, 615, He states that
this is the precise period within which lay the exact starting-point of
the Eastern Chalukya Chronology. But he adds that the historical
event which gave this starting-point was the installation of Kubja
Vishnuvardhana not as Makiirija or independent king of the separate
kingdom of V&figi, hut as yuvarija associated with the government of
his elder brother Pulikssn II.  Kvidently, lleet in advancing this theory,
had under his consideration a slightly later date of the Satara grant of
Vishnuvardhana I. which mentions the donor as the yuvaraja of Puli-
kesin II. at that time.
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Fleet then justifies this result by means of two other dates of
leading importance, as he calls them. The first of them is mentioned
in a charter found somewhere in the Nellore district. It records that
Vishnuvardhana 1I., grandson of Vishnuvardhana I. made a grantof the
village of ReéyuUru to a number of Brahmanas, pravardhamina r@jya
dvitiye samvatsaré Chatlra mas€ sulla pakshé dosvmyam Maghd naksha-
tré Budhavare, ‘“on Wednesday, under the Maghi nakshatra, on the
tenth tithi of the bright fortnight of Chaitra, in the augmenting second
year of the prosperous reign.”(¥) With the starting-point that has been
proposed for the reign of Kubja Vishnuvardhana by. himsglf, that of
Vaidakha, 8. S. 537 expired, corresponding to the Eughsh period March-
April, A. D. 615, Fleet computes the English equivalent of'the Réyur.u
grant as Wednesday, the 13th March A. D. 664, corresponding to Chai-
tra sulkla 10 of S. 8. 586 expired, on which day the moon wasin the
Maghs nakshatra by all the three systems, Suryasiddhiinta, Brahmasi-
ddhanta and Gargasaihetalyy) But it is to be noted that by all these three
systems the fsthe sukle 10 was not concurrent with the nakshatra
Magha at ail on Wednesday, the 13th March A. D. 664. According to
Fleet, the tiths Chaitra sukle 10 commenced at 6 ghatikas 48 palas on
Tuesday and ended on Wednesday the 13th March A, D. 664 at 1 ghatika
1 pala, i. e. 24 minutes 24 seconds after sunrise; and itis the tithi sukla
11 which, ending at 55 ghatikas 39 palas, i. e. 22 hours 156 minutes on
the same day, was the expunged tithi, on this Wednesday, though there
was the Magha nakshatra for the moon by all three systems. By the
equal space system the nakshatra Magha began at 29 glatikas on
Wednesday and continued during the rest of theday. By the Garga
system of unequal spaces it began at 45 palas on the Wednesday and
ended at 57 ghafikas 12 palas on the same day. And b){ the Brahma-
siddhdinta system of unequal spaces, it began at 55 ghatikas 5 palas on
the Tuesday and ended at 50 ghatikas 55 palas on the Wednesday, Thus
it is plain that Magh& nakshatra and the tenth #{¢ht were not concur-
rent at all in any part of that Wednesday. And yet Fleet accepted
this Wednesday, the 13th March A. D. 664, as the real equivalent of
date mentioned in the Réyfiru grant, because there was the moon for
the Magha nakshatra thougb the ¢i¢hi current was Chaitra éulfla 11 and
not Chaitra sukla 10 as it should have been. Consquently this compu-
tation is obviously wrong and has therefore to be rejected. It may also
be noted here that in order to equate the date as sllov‘.ru above, Fleat on
the slender authority of two records only allots a reign of thirty years
to the intervening king Jayasimha I. and rejects a period of thirty-
three years recorded by an overwhelming majority of Eastern Chalukya

grants.

(y) I A. VIL p. 189 ff,
(yy) I A XX.pp. 6-T.
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The second date is contained in another chartér of Vishnuvar-
dhana II. obtained apparently from Mattewada in the Kistna district.(2)
The inscription records a grant made by the king, @tmand vijaya r@jya
panchame samvatsare PhGlguna-mise amuvasydydm Sarya-grahana
nimittam, “in the year, which is the fifth year of my own victorious
reign, in the month Phalguna, on the new-moon ¢ith?, on account of an
-eclipse of the sun.” Fleet found an eclipse of the sun in Phalguna
which was in suitable accordance with his theory and with the details of
the earlier date of the second year of the same reign. According to his
computation, the eclipse of the sun occurred in S. S. 589 expired on thre
purnpimanta Phalguna krislna new-moon, corresponding to the 17th
February A. D.668. On this day, however, there was an annular
eclipse of the sun, but it was not visible anywhere in or near India.
Nevertheless, Fleet accepted this eclipse of the sun of the 17th February
A. D. 668 as the real equivalent of the date mentioned in the Mattewada
plates. And accordingly he indicated, putting these two results together
that the accession of Vishnivardhana [ took place in A. D. 663, on
some day between Phalguna suklo 1, of S. 8. 584 expired and Chaitra
éukla 10 of S. 8. 585 expired, the corresponding English period being,
from the 14th February to the 24th March A. D. 663.

11

I must reject all these results. A few words are, therefore,
necessary here to present the results which I put forward as the
correct ones in direct comparison with those of Dr. Fieet that I reject.
The Satara copper-plate grant describes Vishnuvardhana as yuvaraja of
his elder brother Pulikcsin [[. The charter was issued from Kuruma-
rathi or Kurumarathya vishay«; the village granted lay on the southern
bank of river Bhimarathi, in the Gulbarga district of the Nizams
Dominions. These facts aloue are sufficient to show that the locality
of the authority of Yuvar@ja Vishnuvardhana Vishamasilddhi atthat time
was in Kuntala on the west, where the river Bhima flowed into the
Krishna, and was therefore, within a short radius of the seat of the
Western Chilukya sovereignty. The grant was made on the full-moon
day of Karttika, in the eighth year of the victorious reign of the
Mahargja, meaning Pulikésin II. The eighth year of Pulik®in II.
corresponds to A. D. 617-618, corresponding to §.S. 539 in saccor:
dance with the results we have obtained regarding the starting-point ot
his reign. The full-moon day of the month Karttika of 8. 8. 539
expired, which may be taken to fall in the eighth year, corresponds to
Wednesday, the 19th October, A.D. 617, whon there was also an eclipse

(x) 1 4.vol. VL, p. 191 £,
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: te. (0 Tf then Vishnuvardhana T. was th.p
of the ‘mog);‘lisozldg;all;rg&); ruling over the Kurumarathya ?Jishayrz, it
er?t? Oq that he was not then in charge of the vast kingdom of
v d'“m} ei:ne east. It is therefore certain that by that time there had
yene! onactua,l geparation, formal or otherwise. of the two kingdoms
}\)f%?g'?:nd Kuntala and, that Pulikesin 1L was th(?n r.eigning ashthe
oaramount sovereign of the entire Chalukya empire in th.e Delg an.
})t ig also obvious that Vishnuvardhana 1. was f‘lot in exclusive (;] atrﬁe
of the distant Vofigi as Fleet without ADY b.a,s'ls, supposes, b}xttd at he
' isting his elder brother in the administration of the kingdom in
o aSS(;_S te capacity. The formal separation of the two br?mches of
9 sug;;:;aa fargily, therefore, took place apparently, sor}wtlme after
::e dat ' fythe Qatara grant; and thus the separate so‘.rerelgnty o.f the

o eg h under Kubja Vishnuvardhana in Veéiigi was established
E‘%tem ::n(:ﬁonth Vaiéﬁi(ha in §.S. 537 expired, corresponding to
;?t frl(:-r-r:&pr(ial A. D. 615, during the heir-apparentship of Vis.hnuva..r-
dh:.;(; as Fl’eet wrongly believes, bu}; fr(_)m some date ;v}tnohfs:;‘ll'
remains to be determined as closely as,‘possible after the date o e

Satara grant.

Thus two facts become plain and quite undisputed, firstly, the
sé oalled separation, formal or otherwise, of the two branches of thve.
Chajukya family took place sometime after the 19th October A. D.f G]i; .
the date of the Satara grant, and secondly the c:omr.nenc'e:n?nt of ¢ °
reign of Vishpuvardhana I. as paramount sovereigun in Veiigi synchr_o-
nisid with the formal separation of the two branches of the Chalukya
family. . e
) The materials for determining precisel’y t}'le Perlod' within
thoh the starting pointof Kubja Vishnuvardhana's reign in x»(x;x xlrlxde;eﬁ;
Jent, 6 ' ara;j found in his own Cipurupal

acity as Mahardja lay, are to be.a .
’3?:2: ?":nd- also in the other records of his grandson Vlsh?uvardhana'ﬂ.
already noticed. We chall examine these dates once again. .
. i i the date given, are the
the Cipurupalli plates the datails of :
ear 18 iﬁe mont}’; 4 and the date 15. But the actual month is Sravana,
.fv‘hi'cﬁ i; really the fifth month in the {uni-solar year; and the actual

date is mentioned as the full-moon day, which is the fifteenth tithi =

according to the amiinta arrangement and t‘he thirfhest'h day agorg}rég
to the \parpiminte arrangement of .fortmg.hts o ‘tm‘;)?&inte: Aith
month. But the details of the date in question are fo e thp ‘
+s meaning, which seems to be the real meaning, the elgv eenth year,
?f;ﬁ:th 1;lohth, and the fifteenth day andnot eightesn completed years,

(a) It-is Just possible that the words chandra-grahana nimittam werc omitted: by the
caceless scribe after the words Karttikapaurnamasyayam.
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four completed months and the fifteenth day of the fifth month. This
interpretation obviously involves two assumptions, viz, -
point of Kubja Vishnuvardhana’s reign was the amﬁn;
1, and that the luni-solar year in the Eastern Chalukya Chronology was
reckoned by the amdnte arrangement of fortﬁights. Furthery the
eclipse of the moon on the full moon day of Sravan, whioh s n.ch

nises with the fifteenth day of the fourth month of the eighteen{h o
connot be equated to the eclipse of the 7th July A.D, 632 as that Tear
plainly lies in the fourteenth year of Kubja Vishnuvardhang ea y':air-
be accepted that the formal separation of the two branches ,t;oof'ken ‘1 t
almost immediately after the date of the Satara grant. prace

that the starting-
a Vaisakha sukla

The eclipse of the moon of the 7th July A.D. 632 )
to the full-moon day of Sravanaof $.8.534, therefore
equivalent of the Cipurupalli grant, and consequentls"
There were no eclipses of the moon on the full-moon d
the succeeding years until wecome to S.S.563 expired,
ed an eclipse of the moon on the full-moon day of St
ponding English date being, Friday, the 27th Jul .D. i
was visible all over India and was, therefore, ansgmigtgilt.e’g:x‘iwﬁsi;
eolipse of the moon of 27th July A.D. 641 obviously stands in the
approximate period within which we have to look for the starting-point
of the reign of Kubja Vishnuvardhana. If Sravana jukla 15 (full-maon
day) of 8. 8. 563 expired corresponding to July 27, A D. 64t belongs to
the esghteenth year of Kubja Vishnuvardhana, then the full moon day
of the amanta Sravana of 8. S. 546 expired falls in the first year. Thua
it is plain that the initial year of the reign of Vishnuvardhana I. began
with the amanta Vaisakha dukla 1, i. e. the first {sthi of the bright fort-
night of amanta Vaisskha of 8.8. 548 eapired, the corresponding English
equivalent being Monday, March 26, A. D. 624. Consequently Kubja
Vishpuvardhana, as paramount severeign in Vatigi, began his reign in
A.D. 624, roughly fourteen years after the commencement of the reign

of his elder brother Pulikdsin II. and six years after the date of his
own Satara grant,

rresponding
cannot be the real
has to be rejected.
ay of Srivana in
when there ocour-
avana, the corres-

With this result as our basis and guide,
the two later dates of the time of Vishguvfrdh:n: gIﬁl::Siogo;e ?1(::'1::3;5
tedly of leading importance, and determine their real equivalents; and
then with these results test the correctness of the initial point of K'ubja.
Vishouvardhana'’s reign. The first date as has been stated above is regor-
ded in the R8ylru grant as Wednesday, the 10th tithi of the bright fort-
night of Chaitra with the moon under the Magh& nakshatra in the
augmenting second year of the victorious reign of Vishauvardhana Il
With the earliest starting-point that has been proposed for the years ot.'
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Kubja Vish\'u'uvarahana, that amanta Vaisskha sukle 1 of 8.s. 546
expired, and with the period recorded in a majority of charters for the

. Inteérvening reign of Jayasimha I. viz, thirty-three years(b) and one

full year for the reign of Vishpuvardhana IL. the year in which this
date falls has to be looked for ahout the year, §.S.546+18+33+

1=8.8. 596 expired. By the ordinary method of addition we get the
total §8. 598, but now the figure S-S. 596 is actually short of two years.
This méthod of reckoning is suggested, partly by the manner in which
the reigns are mostly stated only in even years without fractions,
and partly, by the results obtained below for the dates of Vishpuvar-
dhana I. and his grandson Vishnuvardhana II. This method obviously
involves an assumption that the reigns of Vishnuvardhana I. and his
dohh Jayasimha I. though stated in even years as eighteen and thirty-
thted years respectively, may have actually fallen short by several
months in 8ach onse. This involves further two suppositions, namely,
that, irrespective of the actual days or months of their accession or
cofonation in the Saka years, the Eastern Chalukya kings may have
possibly been in the habit of reckoning their regnal years that coin-
cided with the luni-solar Saka years commencing with Chaitra sukla 1;
and that, it happened in almost all cases that one reign ended and ax;dé
thefr dommenced in the same Saka year, which was reckoned as the
last réghal year of the deceased king and as the first regnal year of
Yis sucoessor. This method seems to be the real one we ought to apply
to the details given in all the grants and is the only manner to adiusf
the chronology of ‘the members of this dynasty. Thus if the year
8.8. 563 expired fell in the eighteenth year of Kubja Vishnuvardhana
it was also the first regnal year of his son and successor Jayasimha I,
Ftomi S.8. 546 to S-8. 563, both years inclusive, there were altogether
18 Saka years, and thus the duration of Kubja Vishpuvardhana's riegn
wiad oottiputed as 18 years, irrespective of its actual length. Similarly
the last year of Jayasimha I. was also reckoned as the first regnal
year of his &uccessor Vishpnuvardhana II. Between §. 8. 563 expired
and §.8. 595 expired, both years inclusive, there were 33 Saka years,
which were reckoned as the length of reign of the Jayasimha I. viz., 33
years, regardless of the actual length.

’

Thus if the yesr $.8.595 expirad fell in the first year then
8.8, 596 expired was plainly the second year of Vishpuvardhana 1t
In the lattér year, the tithi Chaitra sukla 10 fell on Wednesday, corres-
potditig to the English equivalent March 22, A.D. 674, There was
Chaitra sukla 10th tithi on that} day and the Magha nakshatra for the

('b) "Only two grants of Ammaraja I. and three of his younger step-brother Cﬁalukya
Bhima II., alone of all the Eastera Chalukya grants, tecord a reign of thirty years
to Jayasimha L.

Fi
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moon ‘by all the three systems. By the Suryasidihinta system of
equal spaces Chaitra §ukla 10 began on Wednesday, March 22, A.D. 674
at 7 ghatikas 18 palas after mean sunrise and lasted ill I;Iha'fika 24
palas on Thursday, March 23 and the moon entered the i\{agha
nakshatra at 50 ghatikas 34 palas on Wednesday. By the Zryasiddh& ta
system. of equal spaces Chaitra jukle 10 began -on the same daynat
8 ghatikas 21 palas and ended at 2 ghatikas 34 palas on Thursd
March 23; and the moon entered the Magha nakshatra on Wedn sday‘
at S1 ghatikas 36 palas after mean sunrise. By the Brahmm:idd;a (_mf;(!;
of une?qual spaces the tithi Chaitra §ukla 10 began on tha:t d tt t
9 ghatikas 2 palas and lasted till 1 ghatika 59 palas on Thursda E-L e:d
there was the Magha nakshutra for the moon at 12 ghatikas Si , :laﬂ
on V\.fednes'day after mean sunrise./c) Calculation for the qperiod fnder
G.S)DSId.el:atl—OH must be made either by the mean computation of the first
é{zgy((ﬁmdh(mta, or by the Brahmasiddh@nta which was compiledin A. D.
o hor l?y !)oth. B¥ computu.tion according to the Brakmasiddhinta,
etenth tithi of the bright fortnight of Chaitra and the Magha nakshatra
for the moon were concurrent on Wednesday, 22, A. D. 674 thrl-ou h ut
the whole day from about 12 noon onwards, That was a’lso tzheg gay
f’f the oceurrence c_;f Mesha Sumkrants, and even by computation aceord-
Ing to the First Aryasiddhiinta the time of the M@sha samlkrantt was at
12 hours 27 minutes 30 seconds after mean sunrise on that Wednesday
March 22, A.D.(¢) Vishpuvardhana IL. seems therefore, to have. mad;
the' ch_a_triiiy recorded in the R8yfru grant on the occasion of the Mesha
aam{crants, on the Wednesday, the tenth fthi of the bright fortnight of
Chaitra of §.8. 596 expired, the corresponding English equivalent being
March. 22, A.D. 674, which was the first Masha samkranti after his
accession, in the second year of his prosperous reign. Itis thus obvious
that this is the real equivalent of the -date mentioned in the Réytru
grant. If Chaitra dukla 10 of S.S. 596 expired fell in the second year
of.Vishnuvardhana IL then the starting-point of his reign may have
lain sometime in the preceding Saka year, i.e. S.S. 595 expired, as h
been shown above roughly in the latter part of A.D. 673. , *

Th'e details of the §econd date contained in the Mattewada plates

;rz:ler'xtlotl;led as, the eclipse of the sun on the new-moon {tgtht .of Phal-
una, in the augmenting fifth year of the vi i i

: Vi ictorious reign, There

were no facl_lpses of the sun on the new-moon tithi of Phulgunga either by

the pﬁrmmunta or the am@nta arrangement of fortnights from S.8. 573

expired (A.D. 651~52) to §.S. 598 expired (A. D. 676-77), which were

(c) I'am greately indebted to my friend Pandi \

v andit D, Viresw
for these and all other calculations which [ ;1 i
valuable suggestions, ve adopted in

(d) E. I XIX p. 261, (9 E.ZXVIp. 4,

ara Sastri of Rajahmundry
this paper and for several
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visible anywhere in or near India. Consequently the eclipse of the
new-moon, in the fifth year of Vishpuvardhana II. could not have
occured between these two limits, and should therefore be looked for,
beyond the year S.S. 598 expired. InS.S. 599 expired there was a
total eclipse of the sun on the new-moon {ithi of the parpimanta Phal-
guna, corresponding to Thursday, January 28, A.D.678. The first
contact of the sun was roughly at 16 hours 24 minutes after mean sun-

‘rise for Vefigipura or Vijayavada (Bezwada, which was then the capital,

and the totality occurred towards evening, approximately eighteen
minutes after sunset. It was visible all over India; and was doubtless
a very notable event for the Andhra country. This date and the
eclipse are within approximate period of five years or under, from the
starting-point we have determined for the period of Vishpuvardhana II.
If the new-moon Zithe of the parpiminta Phalguna of S. 8. 599 expired
lay in the fifth year, and the tenth t§thi of the bright fortnight of
Chaitra of S.S. 596 expired lay in the second year, then the starting
point of the reign of Vishpuvardhana IL doubtless might have lain
sometime in the latter part of saka year S.S. 595 expired, the corres-
ponding period in the Christian era being from September A.D. 673 to
January 28, A.D. 674. Thus obviously, the eclipse of the sun on the
new-moon {ithi of piarniminta Phalguna of S.8. 599, expired correspon-
ding to Thursday, January 28, A.D. 678 is the correct and the real
equivalent of the date of Mattewada plates of Vishpuvardhana II dated

in the fifth year of his reign.

This result is supported by two other important dates recorded
in the newly discovered grants belonging to the reign of Vishnuvar-
dhana IL himself.(f) The former two were found together at Pamidi-
mukkala of the Nuzwid Zamindari, in the Kistna distriet. One of
them (C.P. No. 15 of 1916-17) is dated in the third year of the king, and
records the grant of twelve khandikas of land in Pantimukku, appa-
rently the ancient name for Pamidimukku, to the brahman Bhava-
garman of the Vatsa gotra and a student of the Vajasangya-charana on
the occasion of an echipse of the moon. The month is not specified and
we are, therefore, left to conjecture. With the result that has been
obtained for the starting-point of the reign of Vishpuvardhana IIL., as
our basis, we get S.S. 597 expired as the third year of his victorious
reign. And in the latter part of §.8. 597 there was an eclipse of the
moon on the full-moon ¢thi of Aévina, the corresponding English date
being the 10th September, A. D. 675; and this seems to be really the
date of this record. The second record is also loosely dated: it records
the gift of a piece of land, twelve khandikas in extent, in the same

—_——

(fy C.Ps. Nos. 15 & 16 of 1016-17: See 4.R.E. 1917, P. 8.p. 115-16,
(tfy E.L vol. VI p. 232, text lines 39-40.
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village to a certain brahman Kutthisariman, a resident of Ok5du on the
occasion of an eclipse of the moon on the full-moon day of Kaurttika in
an unspecified regnal year. Vishnuvardhana II reigned only for nine
years; and during this period there were only two eclipses of the moon
on Karttika full-moon #ithi: one in 8. 8. 595 ewpsred, corresponding to
Sunday, October, 30, A. D. 673 and another in 8. S. 604 eapired, COFres-
ponding to Tuesday, October, 21, A.D. 682. With the result obtained

as regards the probable period of the commencement of the years:

of Vishpnuvardhana II., S.S. 604 and the eclipse of the moon of Karttika
full-moon tiths of that year lie evidently beyond the pale of the nine
years of Vishpuvardhana II. Consequently the lunar eclipse of the
Karttika full-moon ¢1ths of an unspeciefied regnal year seems to belong
to the first year of his reign, and to occur possibly a short time after
bis accession to the throne. It is possible, therefore, that the initial
point of Vishpuvardhana IL’s reign lay in or about the month
Aévayuja of §.8. 595 expired, corresponding to September, A D. 673.
And leaving aside for the present the consideration of the seven days’
reign of the third king Indraraja, the period of thirty-three years of
the intervening king Jayasimha I. may be assumed to have commenc-
ed roughly in the month of Asvayuja of S.8. 563 expired, correspouding
to September, A.D. 641, plainly before the close of the eighteenth year
of Kubja Vishnuvardhana. As the lengths of the successive reigns of
all kings of the Eastern Chalukya dynasty were recorded, as has been
stated above, only in even years witkout fractions, and by reckoning
the number of luni-solar §aka years that were covered by the reign,
we have to assume that the reigns of Kubja Vishgpuvardhana and his
son Jayasimha I. were corrected to full eighteen, and completed thirty-
three years, even though they were actually short by several months
in each case.

v

It is now necessary to test the several postulates advanced and

the results obtained by computing the astronomical details of dates of

the reigns of the early Eastern Chulukya kings, with the aid of other
dates of the succeeding reigns, namely of Sarvaldkasraya, Jaya-
simha II., Vishpuvardhana I{[. and Chalukya Bhima I., mentioned with
similar details which yield to computation and verification. B

The Chendaltir plates of Sarvaldkasraya record an eclipse on
the full-moon day of Vaidikha in the second year of the prosperous
reign./e) If S.8. 595 expired is reckoned as the first year of Vishpu-
vardhana II. then the ninth year of his reign would fall in S.8.603
expired: and if we assume further that his rei‘gng lasted till the end of

® B.1,Villp 20t
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the cyclic year and ended roughly in the last fornight of Phalguna,—
be it parpgmanta or amanta,—~then the first year of Mangi Yuvaraja
i.e., Sarvalok8siraya apparently commenced with the month Chaitray of
9.8, 604 expired. The second year of SarvalSkasraya then fell in S. 8.
605; and in that year curiously enough there occurred an eclipse of the
moon on the full-moon day of Vaisakha, the correspoding English date
for the day being Thursday, the 17th April, A. D. 683. It is therefore
plain that this date is the correct equivalent of the date recorded in the
Chendalur plates. According to the chronology proposed by Dr. Fleet
the reign of Sarvalokasraya falls between S.S. 595 current i.e. 594
expired and S.8. 619 current or S. 8. 618 expired, the corresponding
period in the Christian era being A.E. 672-73 to 696-97.'¢8) If §. 8. 595
current was the first year, the Saka year 596 current or A.D. 673-4
would the second year of Sarvalokiasraya; and in that year there was
no eclipse of the moon on the Vaisikha fullmoon day. Further there
were no eclipses of moon in Vaisakha in any of the years that intervene
between S. S. 587 expired and S. S. 604 expired. Thus it is obvious that
the reign of SarvalSkasraya did not lie in the period allotted to it by
Dr. Fleet, and that the latter’s chronology therefore which does not
accomodate any of the other leading dates of importance of the Eastern
Chalukya grants turns out to be utterly incorrect.(h)

Next in order comes the Penukaparru grant of Jayasimha II.
which gives details of the date that yield to calculation. The details
are the month JySshtha and the fullmoon day coupled with _the
Mithuna Samkranti. According to the three systems the Sarya, Arya
and Brahma Siddhiintas, the Mithuna Samkranti ocourred on the full-
moon day of JySshta in the Saka year 637 expired, the English equiva-
lent of the date being 22nd May A.D. 715 But according to the
Brahmasiddhanta alone the Mithuna Samkranti also occurred on the
Jyeshia fullmoon téths, of S.S. 629 corresponding to the English date, 21st
May A.D. 707. Astheregnal year of theking isnot mentioned, itis impos-
sible to determine which of these two dates was the real equivalent of
the Mithunsa Samkranti on the Jydshtha fullmoon tithi recorded in the
Penukapagzu grant. But since it appears that Brahmasiddhdnta was the
system that was in vogue in Andhra country in the sev_enth century
AD. from the calculation of the dates mentioned in Reyﬁru and the

1A, XX. p. 13. . i
((g) Mr. Somagekhara Sarma also is not able to find an equivalent for the eclipse of the

moon on Vaigakha fullmoon day in the second year of Satvalokiérayg‘s reign even
according to his scheme of Chronology which he recently propounded. Itis regrettable
that he easily brushes aside the details of the date as unworkable, and of_fers no expla=
pation either for this glaring discrepancy in his scheme of arrangement. It is also unfortu-~
nate that his adjustment of the earlier reigns up to Chalukya Bhima L does not also

admit of any of the four given dates of Vishpuvardhana II's charters,
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Mattewada grant of Vishnuvardhana II. it is probable that the earlier
date may have been the real equivalent of the date of the Penukapa l;
grant of Jayasimha IL., though both easily fall within the period of th
reign a}lotted to the king in the scheme of chronology proposed by mee
Accordingly, it appears that the Penukaparru grant was m de i th.
second year of the reign of Jayasimha II. Ao m e
But the adjustment of reigns
of two dates, mentioned below,
vardhana ITI. One of them is a

proposed by me does not seem to admit
Izit'pm.rently of the reign of Vishnu-
: of orded by the chronogram ‘Svidita’
rvgcirded md }tlhe Musx(qlkouda grant (now Madras Museum plfit):s?tgf
ishpuvardhana IIL(1) T believe the readin
, g of the word as Svadsta t
b}(: untenable, and a careful examination of! the record pla.inly( s'hoW:
that the composer of the grant knew so little Sanskrit that he commit-

ted innumerable orthographical mij
. Al mistakes. H i
which contains the chronogram, ere 1sthe relovant passage

TR |fE(f)a ahihime aga o)
LR st le @) . .

I have not personally exami iti
hajre conside}'ed the transcris;t of mzdgt'}fn;vr»::}l:;fhont}f:?} pl:t;: l')Ut I
Phxst for India had kindly lent me for the purpose, and the bOV Pfgm’
is quoted ‘from .that. It seems to me that the re’ading ofa t(})ve pﬁbsage
‘g:;_?;’z:ia 'svﬁ{‘i;fa' 1its untenable and that the phrase oaght to )le)ei'ef:in:;
ita ' 1 e alteration in the reading is of minor or no i
from the point of epigraphy. T i 3 ° Eﬂpf)l'tfmce
chronogram yields the ﬁguxl')e 244 (.::;2 ::“t;;:;lf 1fstga : ((i))l;‘d ‘:;:a(;”ulta ont
S. S. .644 curr.ent corresponding to A. D. 72[;22 fa’lls in the f] tt:e hod
of reign of Vishpuvardhana III. according to the chronolo o ore Yea';
by me. The grant in question was made in the forenoon ofgts;xsl;gvi(:?:h

(i) C.2.No.9of 1916-17, A.R.E. 1917 p. 116, parageaph 21
* See D.r. Butnell:s South India Palaeography,
of notation by which numericals are expressed

Chronogram system commonly used in South I

to this system all the 33 co i
nsonants have their respective i
» numerieal wval
below when they are used in phrases or chronograms to express date es 38 shown

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
ka kha ga gha na ca cha Jt';a 'h9 ~0
ta tha da dha nu ta tha d .¢71ha iy
pa pha ba bha ma * *
yu ra la va sa sa s
But when double letters occur in an i
cal value of the second letter alone is to

p. 76 for a full explanation of the system
Oqc of the systems of notation is the
ndia for expressing dates. According

ha .-

y chmnogrfnm as in the present case the - numeri-
be taken into consideration,
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tithi in the dark fortnight of Margasirsha, in Saka Samvat 644 current,
and the corresponding English date was 21st November, A.D. 721 Tt
is very curious that according to the Brahmasiddhanta, which was evi-
dently the system that wasin vogue at that time in Andhrad@sa, the Dha-
nus Samkrianti took placeon that day, and the actual samkrants moment
was ahout 9 ghatikas and 6 palas after mean sunrise. It was on that
auspicious occasion that queen Ayyana Mahadévi made a grant of the
whole village of Musinikonda as a d@vabhdga to the Jaina temple
Nadumba-vasati at Bijavada (Bezwada) for the speedy recovery of the
king Vishnuvardhana I1L., her grandson’s grandson, who perhaps lay
then dangerously ill, and apparently with his permission. () This date
seems to be reasonably the correct equivalent of the date recorded in the
Musinikonda grant, for if the chronogram is taken to be ‘sviidita’, the
12th tithi of the dark fortnight of Margasirgsha of S.S. 684, does not
yield the samkranti equivalent as in the year S.S. 644. Further the year
S.S. 684 falls in the reign of Vijayaditya Bhattaraka I., son and sue-
cessor of Vishnuvardhana III., according to the scheme of adjustment
of the reigns adopted both by me and Dr. Fleet as well.

The other date, which seems to be incompatible with the
adjustment of the chronology proposed below, is found in a stone record
in archaic Telugu characters, set up in the temple of Siddhedvara at
Terala, near Polepalli in Palnad taluk, Guntur district. It belongs to
the reign of a certain Sarvalokasraya Vishnuvardhana Maharaja.
The details of the date are: the cyclic year Bahudhinya samwvatsara,
fifth tiths of the bright fortnight of Karttika, Sunday, in the fifth year
victorious year of reign.(i)) This is the earliest record since the reign
of Vishpuvardhana II. which gives complete astronomical details
together with the regnal year. The record is still unpublished; and I
have not had an opportunity of examining either the stone record or
its estampage. With due deference to the Government Epigraphist who
discovered, and read the inscription ¢n situ, T feel I should express a
strong doubt as to the correctness of the reading of the numerieal
figure denoting the regnal year. From the point of view of the Eastern
Chalukya chonology, the date of this record is very important: in the
whole range of three centuries between the reign of Vishpnuvardhana
IL. and that of Chalukya Bhima I. the years A. D. 679-80, 739-40,
799-800, 859~60 and 919-20 alone coincide with the c¢yclic year Bahu-
dhanya; and further during these five years, only in A. D. 739 and 859,
does the fifth {2k of the bright fortnight of Karttika equate with the
week-day Sunday. As the characters of the record are said to be very

(i) C. P.No, 9 of 1916-17, text line 24,
(ij) Ep. Colin. No, 80 of 1929-30; A.R.E. 1930.
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archaic Telugu, it is not unreasonable to prefer the earlier date A D,
739 to the later one. The corresponding English date for this Karttika
dukla 5, Sunday, in Bahudhanya samvatsara is, 11th October, A. D. 739
and the corresponding Saka year is 661 expired This date falls in the
reign of Vishpuvardhana III. according to the scheme proposed below;
but the year happens to be not the 5th year of victorious reign, but the
21st year. It seems for more than one reason that this record and date
belong to the reign of Vishnuvardhana ITI, The other year, A.D. 859
falls in the reign of Gupag@mka Vijayaditya, who is not anywhere
described with the epithet Sarvalokdsraya and the secondary name
Vishpuvardhana in the Eastern Chalukya records. The epithet that is
found constantly attached to his name is Smnastabhuvan?iiraya in the
records of his time and family. Thus the only way in which the regnal
years of the date of this record can be reconciled seems to be to inter-
pret the two strokes of the numerical figure read now as 5 as 21; and

there is no other way than this in which the numerical figure can be
interpreted.(k)

Now there remain twomore dates for considera tion which serve
as important land-marks’in the Eastern Chalukya Chronology. These
dates seem as it were to circumscribe the limits within which the
reigns of the intervening kings up to Vijayaditya-Ammar‘aja II. have
to be allotted. The first is the date of the coronation of Chalukya
~ Bhima L recorded in his Attili grant.(kk, The record was brought to
light by the late Mr. K. V. Lakshmana Rao, M.A., in 1916 and published

.in the Journal of the Bihar and Orissa Research Soclety.(1) This date
was not known to Dr. Fleet when he published the Chronology of the
Eastern Chalukyas. The second date is that of the coronation of
Vijayaditya-Ammaraja II. recorded in the Padamkaltru granted of the
king edited by Dr. Fleet,(m) and found also in the Maliyampundi(m
and Vamdram plates(®) of the same monarch.

In the Attili plates, the date of Chaluk
is recorded in the following passage: “Manuvasusarhprﬁpte (shu*
Chaitrd cha Maitré Sasine Sasiding krshr_zapaksa-dvit{ye yugm arkshasy =
ddyamedhat pattam =dchandra-taram” : ie Saka Samivat 814 Masha-
Chaitra, ba. di. dvittye, Monday, when the moon was in the nakshatra
Maitra (Antradha) If we mistake Mesha-Chaitrq to be the ordinary

(k) 1have proceeded on the assumption that the numerical 5 i expreseed by a figure,
(kk) C.P.No.140f 1917-18: Jour.of the Tel. Academy. V] Pp. 246, §F.

(1) VIII, p. 82 ff.

(m) IL4.XIX, p. 102 f.; Ibid, XX, p. 271.f.

(n) E.LIX, p. 551,

(o) 1Ibid, IX, p. 134 f.

ya Bhima's coronation
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luni-solar month Chaitra, we do not obtai\ the equivalent of the date
in question; therefore Masha-Chuitra has to be understood to mean - the
solar month Masha or Masha-Chaitra, which commences with the
Mesha- samkrants or the Sun’s entrance into the sign M#&sha, i.e. Aries,
The date then corresponds to the 2nd day of the dark fortnight (krishna-
paksha-dvittya) of the luni-solar month Vaisakha, when the week-day
happens to be Monday and the nakshatra Maitra (Anuradha) in 8.8 814
expired, and the corresponding English date is Monday, April 17 A.D.
892.(0)  And as we shall presently notice all the reigns of the thirteen
preceding kings beginning with Kubja Vishpuvardhana can be easily
adjusted within this date; and the chronology proposed below is, not in

the least incompatible with this date of the accession of Chalukya
Bhima 1.

The second date is that of the coronation of Ammaraja II. that
is given in the following passage which occurs in the Padamkaldru and
other charters of the king: S uikhydhde sakasmaye Margasirshamase =
smin krishnapaksa trayodasi ding Bhrguviird Maitra nakshatra Dhanushi
ravaw (Ghafalagng; i.e.Saka Samvat 867 (expired), the month Margasirsha,
the thirteenth day in the dark fortnight, Bhrguvara or Friday, when
the moon was in the Antradha naksatra, when the Sun was in Dhanus,
‘and during the rising sign of Kumbha. The gorresponding English
date for these details is Friday, 5th December, A.D. 945.(3)

The dates of coronation of Vimaladitya, Rajaraja, Vijayaditya
VIII and Saktivarman IL are not importantfrom the point of view of
the scheme of the Eastern Chalukya Chronology now adopted. Further,
these dates, like that of the coronation of Ammaraja I, are not at all
incompatible with the adjustment of reigus shown below, but what is
remarkable, is that they fall in line exactly with the assumptions
adopted by me, in this revision of the Eastern Chalukya Chronology.
They are:—(1). The Ranastipindi grant of Vimaladitya gives the date
of the king’g coronation in the following passage: Anal =anala ran-
dhra-gate Sakavarshe Vyshabhamise sitapakshe; yash-shthyam Gru-
pushye Simhelagne prasiddhasm; abhishiktalh; Saka Samvat 933, in the
‘month Vrishabha, on Thursday the 6th #ithi of the bright fortnight,
‘when the moon was in Pushya nakshatra, and in the rising sign Simha,
According to Prof. Kielhory, these details with a slight variation in the
tithi as panchami«(5th), correspond to Thursday, 10th May, A.D. 1011.(r)
(2). Rajaraja’s coronation according to his Korumilli plates took

(p) ARE, 1918, App. E.p. 126,
{qQ) I 4.XIX. p.102¢.
(ry E. I, VI p. 348 ff,

F4
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‘placein §.8. 944, when the Sun wasin Simha, i.e., thesolar month Bhadra-
pada, oh the second Zithi in the dark fortnight, Guruvara or Thursday
when the moeon was in the Uttara-Bhadrd nakshaira, and during thi;
rising of the sign Tula; and the ocorresponding English date which
‘Dr. Fleet had calculated was Thursday, the 16th August, A.D. 10229
(3). The date of Vijay&ditya VIII's coronation is mentioned in the
king’s P&mulavéka grant, in the following passage: Saks samaughe
drgishu-nidhimite Karkige Karkasimdau...... suddha-panchamy- Aditisutn
din2 Saryabhe ... Kanyalagné: 'Saka Sarivat 953, (if the word drik be
taken torepresent 3 instead of 2), in the solar month Karkatdka, when the
-Bun was in the sign Kark&taka on the 5th tithi in the bright fortnight,
on Aditisutadina or Sunday, when the nakshatra was Hast&, and during
the rising of the sign Kanya; and the correspording English date is
Sunday, June 27, A. D. 1031.(t)  (4). The Telugu Academy plates of
Saktivarman II. record the date of the coronation of the king and the
details are as follows: Gunavasu nidhi samlchyiin yati sakabdavarge
divasakrts Tultsthe... Anmr@dha suklopaksha dvittydyuji Suroguruvar?
Kumbhalagn@ = bhiskihtah ™ ; S.8. 983 in the Solar month Tula, when
tl‘le Sun was in the sign Tula, on Suruguruvira or Thursday, the second
tiths ?t' the bright fortnight, when the nakshatra was Anuradha, during
‘the rising of the sign Kumbha: and the corressponding English date
according to my calculation is Thursday, 18th October, A. D, 1061.(u)

\'4

‘ With the leading dates down to the accession of Chaluky;a
Bhima I. correctly determined, and with the dates which have been
shown above to be the days of the coronation of Vijayaditya-Amma-
raja II, Vimaladitya and Vishpuvardhana-Rajaraja and the rest, we
shall now adjust the beginning and the end of each successive reign.
But here we are confronted in the task with two seeming discrepanciesin
the statement of the regnal years of some of the intervening rulers.
Anterior to the reign of Chalukya Bhima I the only difficulty, apart
from the fact that some of the periods are stated only in even years
lwitbout fractions, is in respect of the reign of Naréndramrgarija-
Vijayaditya II. And likewise, anterior to the reign of Ammaraja II,

(s) I A XIX,p. 129f.

{t) J.‘A. H RS, V. pp.33ff. The date had been wrongly equated in the first
mstan'ce to Thursday, 9th July, A.D. 1030 by me, on the assumption that Aditi-
sutadina meant Thursday ; but later, | felt a doubt and requested the Bpigraphist
Mr. C. R. Krishnamacharly, who kindly verified the details and correctly equated
them to the date given above, . .

(v) S 4. H RS,V.pp 38ff; (40).
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there seems to be some diffizulty in respeot of the short reigns of.
Bsta Vijayaditya, Tadapa, Vikramaditya II., Bhima III. and lastly
Yuddhamalla II. :

‘ The records of the family are not unanimous as to the length
of the reign of Vijayaditya 1I. Whilst all the earlier charters from the
time of Gunpaga Vijayaditya ILI. to Ammaraja I, record a reign of forty
years, the later records give a period of forty-eight years; and a soli-
tary grant of Ammaraja I gives a reign of forty-four years. These
discrepancies areindeed curious; and doubtless are the result of mistakes
made by the careless and confused writers. They are not, however,
inexplicable. It would be easy enough to make a mistake between
forty and forty-four years; thus owing to the recurrance of the letter
icha, the stupid scribe might very unwittingly write on the plate,
“ Vijayadityas-chatus-chatvarimiatam,” (forty-four) for “ Vijayadityas--
chutvarimsatam (forty). In the same manner, the sceribe might well
make a mistake in copying the expression by inserting ‘ashfa’ between
the words, as \“ Vijayadity.1-Nar2ndramrgirajas-ch =ashta-chatvarim-
satam”, V) or “Vijayadityas-s=ashta-chatvarimsatam (W)  But the
Masulipatam grant of Ammaraja ., which stands alone by itself,
instead of using a formal expression like others, states in verse that
Vijayaditya-Nardndramyrgaraja reigned for forty years increased by
four, as ‘‘sa chatvariméat-saman-chaturutiara samkhydtam.(x)  This
cannot obviously be a literal mistake of a careless scribe. Neverthe- -
less, the statement cannot be accepted as the correct one. The only
possible explanation for this error is that, in addition to actually
reigning forty years, Vijayaditya 1L had previously ruled as the heir-
apparent for four years during the closing years of his father. And
the mistake in the later charters from the time of Chalukya Bhima II.

~ arose apparently out of the scribe’s ignorance and erroneous adding of

the four years' heir-apparentship or Yauvarajdjya to the forty-faq_;.
years of his reign. I am, therefore, strongly inclined to think that' in
spite of these discrepanoies, which orept into the records from the time
of Ammaraja 1., the statements of the earlier charters up to the time of
the Masulipatam plates of Ammaraja L. referred to above, are correot,
ond that the length of tho reign of Vijayaditya 1L is but forty years.
nd assumptions as have been considered in

If we look to such details a . .
the arrangement of reigns, forty years is the only period that fits in at

all, most naturally in this Chronology. A reign of forty-eight years

(v) I A.VILp. 15 lines 11-12.
(w) E.LV.p. 134, 1L, 11~-12.
(x) 8.1 I1,No.36p. 36 Ilines 14-15
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cannot be allowed without making such reductions in the reigns of the
successors of Vishnuvardhana Il,, as practically to shorten some of
them by at least a full year. Thus a period of forty-four or forty-
eight years seems to be an impossible length, following in a new gene-
ration of Vijayaditya II. after the reigns of thirty-seven, sighteen and
thirty-six years, in three successive generations. And even by the
rough and ready method of making the last year of one reign and the
first year of the next following coincide (which we have adopted,) it is
difficult to admit forty-four or forty-eight years as the duration of the
reign of Naréndrampgardja-Vijayaditya II. without reducing the periods
of some of the earlier reigns. On the contrary this manner of count-
ing the regnal years makes it easy as has been shown above, to admit
thirty-three years to Jayasimha I.; and this does not also entail what-
soever, any strain upon the facts mentioned in the records. More than
that, this conclusion is supported by other charters. The first king of
the family to givea complete list of the kings that preceded him,
beginning with Kubja Vishpuvardhana, in a chronological order with
the duration of their reigns and an account of their exploits in the
form of a statement in the formal preamble, which was merely copied
by the writers of the later charters, was Gunagamka Vijayaditya IIL(2)
He was a grandson of Nar8ndramrgardja-Vijayaditya 11, and he
ascended the throne within eighteen months after the latter’s death.
And this illustrious prince, who commanded the preamble of his formal
charters to be recast with a high historic sense and noble pride, by the
inclusion of all the available traditional history of his ancestors, gives
only a period of forly years to Nar3ndramrgardja Vijayaditya Il. Thus
it is evident, that forty years is the correct and real length of the reign
of Vijayaditya II.

The second apparent difficulty is in respect of the short reigns,
commencing from that of Kanthika B3ta-Vijayalitya or Vijayalitya V.
to Yuddhamalla II. Some records of the dynasty assign in the succed-
ing generations after Ammaraja 1., a reign of fortnight to B&ta Vija-
yaditya, one month to Tadapa, one year or eleven months to Vikramadi-
tya IL, eight months to Bhima III. and seven years to Yuddhamalla II.
As regards the first two reigns, of Vijayaditya V. and Tad \pa, there is no
discrepancy at all, as all the records are unanimous in tileir statements.
In respect of the reign of Vikramaditya II, the Kaluchumbarzu grant
of Amma 1I. alone states that he reigned for nine months, (b) while

AN

(3) Dr. Fleet was not aware of this fact. See the Sataliru grant of Vijayalitya Il
(JAHRS, V. pp 100-18),

(b) E. I VILp. L77ff text lines 30-31,
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the Paganavaram, (¢) and the Masulipatam plates of Chalukya Bhima
1I. (d) and all the later charters, allota period of eleven months, and the
Kolavennu grant of Chalukya Bhima II. (¢) and one or two other
records of Ammaraja II. assign a full year. (f) Dr. Fleet correctly
took the statement of the majority,—eleven months,—for these slight
discrepancies are trivial, and only show the existence of some difficulty
or confusion in correctly estimating the length of this king's reign, .
probably on account of the wars of succession betwen the several clai-
mants at the time. The next disputed reign is that of Bhima III. the
younger son of Ammaraja L., of eight months, mentioned in a solitary
grant of Chalukya Bhima II. (8) In all the other charters of the family
this reign is altogether omitted; and the statement of eleven months’
reign of Vikramaditya II. is followed by another, which omitted
entirely the reigas of BhimaIIl. and Yuddhamalla IL in some records.(h)
These records state that after the death of Vikramaditya II, “all
the rival kinsmen who were intent upon causing distress to the people
and who were desirous of the kingdom, w»iz. Yuddhamalla JI., Raja-
martanda, Kanthika-Beta Vijayaditya and others fought for supremacy,
oppressing the subjects like Rakshasas at the setting of the sun.
Thus in mere war five years passed away. Then arose Raja Bhima,
i.e, Chalukya Bhima II. who slew Rajamartdnds and made Yuddha-
malla II. and Kanthika-B8ta flee to a foreign couatry. () But
some of the later records of Ammaraja II. omit the above statement
and say that “Vikramaditya Il. protected the kingdom for eleven .
months; and that after him Yuddhamalla II. ruled the earth for seven
years.” It is thus apparent from these statements which seem like dis-
crepancies that, Bhima III. did not hold the sovereignty exclusively,
but that his short and uneventful reign was completely eclipsed by that.
of his slayer and successor Yuddhamalla IT. And it is also obvious.
that Yuddhamalla II. successfully held the succession to the complete
exclusion of all his opponents for full five years or even more. It is
reasonable therefore, to assume that the reign of the boy king Bhima
III. was actually overlapped by that of his rival Yuddhamalla II. and
that the latter’s period of seven years was probably reckoned from

) Ind. 4nt. XIIL. p 213 ff, text lines 27-23.

(d) E. I V.p. 134 ff, text line 17,

(¢ 8.II I No. 37, text line 16.

(f) I A. XL p 248, text lines 17,; S, L. L, 1. No. 38,

(@ I 4 XIHI 213,

(h) E. LIX. p. 45 {f. Ibid. XVIIL, p. 224 ff, lines 20-24, )

(i) To convert the Saka years into the years A D. the quantity to be added s 77 it
they are current and 73 if they are expired years,
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the time of the death of his father Tadipa :in the month of Pausha,
S.S. 849 expired, cerresponding to December, A.D. 927.

Vi

 We accordingly obtain the results stated below, Puartly to
show the manner in which the details have been arranged, and partly
to explain where there is apparently not always a uniform difference
between the years in the Christian era and the Saka years, I have
inserted English months with the years A. D. These months are not
merely hypothetical but are closely the real dates for the successive
kings of the Eastern Chalukya dynasty. This arrangement, however,
it may be noted, involves the assumptions stated already. But for the
sake of clearness I shall repeat them here. The Eastern Chalukya kings
adopted the amanta Chaitra sukla 1,1i. e., the first day in the bright
fortnight of the amdnia Chaitra, which is the New Year's Day
for Andhradééa, as the first day of each ragnal year, and the whole
of the luni-solar year in which the accession or at any rate the coro-
nation of any particular king took place, was aoctually counted as the
first year of his reign, even though it coincided with last year of the
preceding reign, and that his second year was so reckonei as to com-
mence with the Chaitra jukla 1, coming next after his coronation or
accession. Consequently, from time to timme, one and the same luni-solar
Saka year was counted twice over, as the last regnal year of one kihg:
and the first regnal year of his successor, especially when a change in
the rulers took place about the middle of the luni-solar Saka year.
And, there were also exceptions in the case of short reigns which were*
merely recorded as such.. But then, it was the usual custom and prac-
tice of the Eastern Chalukya kings of Vefigi to be associated in the
administration of the kingdom with their heir-apparents, who towards
the close of the reign of the king assuned the role of the Mahar@ja, and .
then formally succeeded to the soversigaty on the death of the king.
Thus it invariably occured that, the first regnal year of a king coincided
or rather synchronised with that of the last regnal of the preceding
king, and they were accordingly reckoned.

Before this paper is concluded it is necessary to offer an expla-.
nation about the periods of the kings, from D&aarnava to Kuldttunga
Chdla D3va L All the records of the family from the time of Saktivar-
man L. are unanimous about two facts, relating to the veriods of Dana-
roava and after. They are firstly, that Danaroava reigned for three
years and secondly, that thereafter the kingdom of Viéngl was without
a ruler (andyaka ) for a period of twenty seven years, and then, Sakti-
varman L seized the kingdom and orowned himself king. This period
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of fan@yakal or ‘without a king' or ¢nlerregrum as described by Dr. Fleet
which had been for a long time supposed to be a period of anarchy in
Andhra country, is now found to be not really interregnum but actually
the period of Badapa's reign. This fact has been satisfactorily establi-
shed by the discovery of the Arambaka plates of Adhirdja Bidapa, son
of Yudhamalla IL. and of the Stipundi plates of Badapa's younger brother
Talaraja II. ) Saktivarman I. who succeeded Badapa on the throne
by crushing his power, jgnored in contempt the reign of his bitter
enemy who had for a quarter of a century kepthim away from his
rightful throne, and called it the period of andayrka or without king. .
This description of the period of Badapa was afterwards adopted by the
writers of the royal charters from the reign of Vimalalitya. k)

There appears to be a seeming discrepancy with regard to the
period of Vimaldditya. The later records of the time of Rajargja and
the succeeding reigns, assign a reign of seven years to him, while the
record of Vimaladitya’s reign states that he was anointed to the crown
on 11th May A. D. 101}, (1) and thus apparently reignedfor eleven years
or more. This seeming discrepancy may be easily reconciled by assu-
ming that though Vimaladitya was crowned immediately on the death
of his elder brother, he did not commence in reality to enjoy the sove-
reignty for a long time afterwards, and that he was Kkept out of the
realm for four or five years by some unknown usurper.

It should be noted that Rajsndra Chdda succeeded his father
Rajaraja or Rajaraja-Nargndra in Ootober 1061 A.D.as the de jure
sovereign of Vaiigi, for he was already anointed as the heir-apparent
(yuvaraja ) to the throne; but the usurpation of the throne by his unole
Vijayaditya VIII., just at that juncture, during his absence from the
ocapital and the subsequent events, compelled him ( Rajéndra Chdda)
to leave the usurper in peaceful enjoyment of the kingdom of V&igi till

the latter’s death in June or July of 1076 A. D.

r strange to show that Rajsndra Choda after-
ssumed the sovereignty of Veiigl
But the Téki plates of Rajaraja
t of Vira Chdda () plainly indi-
s death by his son Yuvardja

It may seem rathe
wards Kuldttunga Chola D3va L. a
goon after th2 death of his father.
Chddaganga (m) gnd the CheliUr gran
cate that Rajaraja L was succeeded on hi

(j) E.I XIXpp 137 £, and 148 {fF.

(k) For further remarks see E. L XIX p. 140.
() E.I,Vip 38 f.

(m) E. I VI pp 3343417,

(n) I A XIX. p 423 £,
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Rajsndra Chdda but that the latter desirous of the Chola kingdom
bestowed the rulership of Véfigi upon his uncle Vijayaditya VIII. and
then departed for the south. Kuldttunga Chdla Dsva assumed the
sovereignty of Véfigi for a second time after the death of his uncle ;
and that event would appear to have taken place some time about the
middle of A. D. 1076, for according to a copper plate grant recently
discovered in the neighbourhood of Ellore () and now preserved in the
Madras Museum, Rajaraja II., thefirstroyal vicegerent after the assum-
ption of the sovereignty of Vengi by the emperor KulSttunga Chala
Dsva I, was annointed to the kingdomn of Veiigi in the Tula lagna (i. e
during the rising of sign Tula) on Welnesday, the 10th day in the dark'
fortnight of Kulira ( Karkataka) month, Saka Samvat 998 oxpired, the
corresponding English date being 27th July, A, D, 1076. (p) ’

(o) C. P.No, 3of 1921-22.
‘p) A, R' E, 1922| para 6, pPp. 97"98.

THE RAJA GURU OF THE FOUNDERS OF VIJAYANAGARA
AND THE PONTIFFS OF SRINGERI MATHA.

DR. B. A. SALETORE

The wide celebrity which Vidyaranya Sripada attained in
intellectual as well as in spiritual spheres is, among other things, res-
ponsible for the association of his name with the foundation of Vijaya-
nagara Empire. Scholars have been to some extent led on the side-
track of the controversy of the identity of Vidyaranya with Madhava-
ciarya.' We are not concerned here with this question at all.-But we may
give a few more details concerning the rdja-gurus of the founders of
Vijayanagara and the Sringeri gurus, in addition to those we have al-
ready mentioned elsewhere. We have conclusively shown, on the basis
of epigraphical and literary evidence, that Kasivilasa XKriyasakti
Acarya was the riija-guru of the rulers of what is known as the First
Dynasty of Vijayanagara.’

11

A rapid survey of the epigraphs ranging from the middle of
the eleventh century A.D. till the end of the thirteenth century A. D.

1 Read the Indian Historical Quarterly, VI, pp. 611, seq; ibid, IX. pp, 801-810;
Journal of Indtan History XII, P, II, pp. 241, seq. Mr. Rama Rao’s arguments
especially those relating to the rlations of Vidyiranaya with Harihara I (vide
LH.Q.1X, p. 805 seq.) collapse when he 1dentities the Hatihara Raya mentioned in
two later stone records dated respectively A.D.1538 and A. D. 1559 ( Epigraphia
Carnatica, X1, Cd. 54, Cl. 54, pp. 12,103) with Harihara I. Such an identification 1s
historically wrong. As regards the opinion that Madhava and Vidyaranaya were
two different persons, it was expressed long ago by Messrs. Srinivasa Rao and
Krishnaswami Ayyar in their edition of Panchadasi of Vidyarapya, Intr, p. XL.
B.A.8)

2 Read Saletore, Social and Political Lifeinthe Vijayanagara Empire, 1. pp. 14, 17
26, 95, 108-9, 110 (n), 257-8, 262-3; II, pp. 130, 235. The following may also be read
in thts connectton : Epigraphical Report for the Southern Circle for 1913, p 119,
seq; ibid for 1924-5, pp. 83-9; No.1 of Appendix 1987-8; 467 of 1928-9; Mysore
Archl, Rep. for 1911, p. 47; ibid for 1918, p. 51 where Kriyasakti Acarya is 1denti-
fied with Candrabhishana Odeyar, Kasivilasa Kriyasakti Acarya was, we may
also note here, the spiritual guide of Madhava, who was the great minister of Mara-
pa, one of the five famous brothers, This is related in A.D. 1347 and again in A.D,
1368, E.C. VI, 8b. 375, pp. 65-6; Mys. Archl. Rep. for 1929, p, 168, seq.; E.C. VIL
8k, 281, p. 146 In the light of these documents my statement (vide 8. P, Life, 1.
p. 110 n. (2) that Kagivilasa Kriyasakti Acarya belonged to the Srikanthagama is to
be rectified. B.AS.

F 5-a
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reveals the fact that the spiritual teachers of some of the most promi
nent reigning families in the Karnataka belonged to the famous pKal]“I:
mukha sect, and that they were selected either from Balligame or f a

,K__u'ppatur, or from other centres of the Karnataka., The history Ofr;;m
raja-gurus is essential in our solution of the problem cot;cern' N t}]e
spiritual guides of the founders of Vijayanagara. ing the

The Western Calukya records, for i

to'th.e raja~gurus who belonged to the Kﬁlnixlercnhrieér(ziooj:a":& r:tf::en‘ceﬂ
cription c%ated A.D. 1039 relates that Puvatavaliye Kilamulkha G? i
(along with other fficles, some of which are effaced) Kriyasakti Pa a«?ig:d
]q?}o;va was the r?xjcf-guru of the Western Calukya (Jaya)singa D‘;\'m?
1:,‘ e;act that Jayasinga Deva after “ washing the feet” of Kriyis’nkii
Ban‘ ;{tu Deva made so.me specified grants to the god Siddhesvara of

enakanakola, conclusively shows that KriyGsakti Dova was the riija-
gury of thfxt _‘_Nestern Calukya ruler. In A.D. 1070 the A/clcr‘»ti-wnzﬂ
'C'akravart_t-,’ Actrya of the seventy-seven temples Sarveévsmrnéakt.i II) i
1‘s called r@j«-guru, evidently of the Western Calukya monarch. S o
sfvarfm Deva.! We may observe here that the titles given to Sm‘;re" e
sakti l)fava in the above record were not identical with those bor:‘;m‘la-
th.e rija-gury of king Jayasinga Deva. Moreover the fa.ct that tl)y
epigraph opens with a lengthy eulogy of the beauties of Kupoatar ]3
the assertion that Sarvesvarasakti Deva is said to have heen xtq [‘)ri‘:qlt

prove that the rGja-guru of the West - : !
hailed from Kuppattr. ern Calukya king in A.D. 1070

But half a century later the han i 7
passed to the celebrated city of Balligime.o u;i::esiu: plg;;gl;gg z;:.gl{gur:
ern Calukya monarch Somesvara Deva Bhniokamalla himself on-
firmed a grant made to the famous teacher Vamasakti Pagditlx lvm:lr: .
Kadamba viceroy Taila, after “washing his (the priest’s ):' y
*“with pouring of water".’ | priestis) foet” and

o Vamasak.ti Parpf_lim Deva was one of the greatest of the Kala-
::illll 08; ﬁz;utaj;i:upmlsﬁtis sung in a record of A.D. 1193 when he was
S -guru. may nof i .
gr?atness of this most rema.rkaile of :)sj(z(iz;r;:i :vl}?ge b:;)onde::lmtbe e
Mivara-koneya-santati of the Parvatavali line, and who was fh d'o 'tha
of Gautama Pandita Deva. The record in question praises ‘ hi:l t;;qo;?le
Hfa wa_s possessed of all the ascetic virtues (named): he \;orz;.q su us:l.-_
with disciples devoted to the asi@iigu-yoga which 'hla expoulnd‘edr: Ol’:.;x] ed'
his lotus feet were covered with clusters of bees the large sa;phii::

3 E.C. VI Sk, 153, pp, 109, 260,
4 E.C. VI Sb, 276, p. 47,
5 bid. VIfl, Sk. 100, p. 70.
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set in the crowns of friendly kings bowing hefore him; a portable tree
of plenty for giving joy to poets, declaimers, orators, conversationalists
and other manner of learned men; able in giving decisions on the
meaning of the vedanta, siddhanta, agama, the six systems of logic, all
hranches of grammar, pure dharma-sastras, and all other sciences; ...
devoted to gifts of food, gold, virgins, cows, lands, and the gifts of free-
dom from fear, of medicine, and all other benefactions;...beloved by

his dependants ;... master of all kinds of spells-was Vamasakti Deva.’

He seems to have had uncommon influence over the Kalacuriya
kings as well. It may at first sight seem strange that the rGju-guru of
the Calukyas should also have been the raja-guru of the Kalacuriyas.
But the reasons are not far to seek. The Kalacuriya king Bijjana Deva
was a vassal of the Western Calukya monarch Trailokyamalla Devas
This is proved by a record dated A. D. 1156 which relates that when
Trailokyamalia Deva was ruling a victorious kingdom, the Mah@man-
daledvara Bijjana Devarasa was ruling all the countries (under him).
A grant to the rdja-guru Vamasakti Pandita Deva of the Muvara-
Limeya-suntati of the Parvataivali was made evidently by the great
minister Mayi Devarasa, of lands and money (specified in detail).”

That Bijjala (or Bijjana himself, on his assuming independent
status as Bhujabala Cakravarti Tribhuvanamalla Bijjala Deva, in A.D.
1162 showed the same Kalamukha guru the highest veneration is proved
by another inscription of that date which, among other things, narrateg
that the great ministers led by Ravi Deva, on Bijjala Deva encamping
at Balliggme, ‘‘havinglcome there to subdue a southern kingdom®,
dwelt on the greatness of Balligame and on that of its chief priest, the
head of the Kodiya matha, Vamadakti Deva. When tlre great minister

entreated the Emperor to “perform in that matha some work c?f
» ¢ washing the feet of Gautamicarya’s

merit”, he * taking it to mind”’, :
disciple Vamssakti Pandita Deva”, granted very many places (named in
8

detail * with enjoyment for three generations .

Vamasakti Pandita Deva continued to be the raja-guru of king
st) son Raya Murdari Soyi Deva. This is proved by
D. 1168 which informs us that Raya Murari Soyi
d general Byalike Keéimayya, while inspecting
e to the beautiful Balligme where
mple-Vamasakti Deva, the rdja-guru-
(Vamaéakti Deva’s) pre-eminence in

Bijjala Deva's (elde
a record dated A.
Deva's great minister an
his own country, happened to com
«“ gpproaching the gciarya of the te
deva, he noted for a long time his

all learning ™'
I

6 E.C. VII, Sk. 105, p. 71.
7 Ipid, Sk. 105, pp. 77-8.
s Ibid, Sk. 104, pp, 75-76.
9 Ihd, VIL 5k, 42, pp. 59-00,
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This inseription again gives us a f
ew more detai
the 'vers?tility. of that great teacher, thus:—*“Ip "gt:;il; lc neerning
pa.gc}\ta; in poht.y and discernment Sribhtsapacirya: in dr 1281' Panini
science of music, Bharata-muni; in poetry, S“t')%mdhuah‘u and t}.m
siddhanta, Lakuligvara: in Siva devotion, Skanda..."" imself; in

oncerning

" Vamasakti Pandita Deva was also the 7Gja- -
Soyi Deva's younger brother Nigianka Malla gﬁa S(’I:::a?; R%rn Murari
infer this from an epigraph dated A.D. 1179 in which i:' eva. We
that ruler together with all his ministers (named), came (;8 said thfxt
Balligame. And once again by the “natural ’virtue o Comped in
gury”, Vamasakti Pandita Deva, king Sankama Dev 8
feet of the temple @cdrya, the rGja~gnru ", made a f,
(specified) in the Jiddulige kampapa.” ’

lof) that rijja-
washing the
grant of a village

The Western Calukyas and th

. e Kalacuriyas had, wi
exceptions, honoured Balligdme by their presence becf‘;q‘:\tg very Et?w
guru had belonged to that centre. But the Y&dava or~ S reir ritju-
reverted to Kuppatlr from where they selected their spj iiuna Palers
Kuppatir was in the beautiful Nagarakanda. piritual gurus,
of -Kotinatha. also called Kotesvara, wh i

i . ! , ere lived the
Chakravarti of the Ekbii-samaya, priest of the 3”09"'”‘se:;,lzltknown
Rudrasakti Deva, SimhapaRaya, as is related in A.D. 1231, havin en}:ple.q.
a.‘tlout the gret}tness of Anants Kotingtha, directed his g;nem‘ Kv_ean!
Niyaka to give to the temple a “large village” (specified).* “Sl?l’::

about A.D. 1245 the same priest 18 g
e i priest of Kotiévara Rudrasakti is called

Turning to the Hoysalas we fi i

. nd that in A. D. 1191 iyasakii

Deva is called the rja-guru in an epigraph describing the l:l:a,yi'\:alklu

fly)ndowments of g.enerz'xl Yaijarasa, when the Hoyasala ruler Nur;:ill:\l)le
‘eva was can?pmg in Asandi-nad. It cannot be made out t whi N
lineage the rija-guru belonged.” © which

10 E.C.VIL Sk. 92, pp. 58-60, B

11 1bid, Sk, 95, pp. 62-3, In about A.D. 11
b, D, 1181 the raja-
disciple Jiianasakti Deva are mentioned Eg: :;l'.;as!i-f"gl\’:m;iaku Deva and hua
12 Irid, Vl‘ll » Sb, 275, p, 46. It may be noted here that Rudr aker
bro.thcr Saryesvaragakti Deva may have belonged to th
which Sarveavara Deva, mentioned in A D. 1070 of the
kya _rulc}' Somesvara Deva, belonged. For both are
wam,‘ priest ?f the ‘aeventy-aavan temples, There is 4 Rudragkei Papdi
of Kny.iéak.n Papdita, promoter of the Kalamukbya samaya grtf t1 Pandita, discipie
Parvafavall and A’...l.::\—santati. mentioned in A, D, 1147 in,t(\)\ t?n Suktiparidhi of
, ern Calukya ruler Tribhuvanamalla Deva, E.C. V.ll Sk. 316, ;‘;?:‘ of the Weat.
132 EC. VIIL Sb. 272, p. 45. His preceptor was Sarbbesvara De‘ . h. : .
in a record dated AD. 1241, Ibid, Sb, 272, p. 45 V4 Who is mentioned
13 EC. VL Kd. 1%, p, 31, T

asaket’s spiritual ynunger
€ same spiritual lineage to
times of the Western Caly.
styled Ekoti-Sumaya-cakra-

Here too was the temple -
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But the renowned Vamasakti Pandita Deva continued to exer-
cise great influence over the geuerals of the Hoysalas even in A.D
1193. For in that year the great general of the Hoysala king Vira.
Ballala, Epeyanga, ‘‘washing the feet of the raju-guru Vamasakti
Dova”, granted a village (named with details) in Balligdme, for the
worship of the god Kedaresvara. It must be confessed that the epi-
graph does not expressly state that Vamasakti Deva was the rdja-guru
of the Hoysala monarch.

8oon afterwards, however, we come across another name. It
is that of the r@ja-guru Kriyadakti Acarya of the Agastyesvara matha
of Sriparvata. This was in about A. D. 1200.® Wae do not know whe-
ther he is to be identified with the raja-guru Kriyasakti Deva to whom
in A.D. 1206 Maralu Markandeya Deva, ruler of Asandi-nad. made some
specified grant.”

For it appears that Asandi-nad, was also a district which sup-
plied rdja-gurus to the Karnataka rulers. Here in Asandi-nid too there
were five mathas, the priests of which had the general designation of
Kampanacaryas.” We infer that the Hoysala kings had their riija-
gurus from Asandi-nad from a record dated A.D. 1214 which speaks of
one of the officers of the Hoysala king Narasimha Deva, by name
Mudugere Rama Gauda, making specified grants to the rdja-guru Kri-
yasakti Deva and the Tkoti ascetics of Asandi-nad.”

In A. D. 1255, however, Rudrasakti Deva is mentioned as the
raja-guru of Dorosamudra.”

The viceroys and provincial officials of the Karnataka monarchs
imitated their royal masters in receiving spiritual guidance from the
priests of the famous places which we have mentioned above. A few
examples will suffice. The Mahamandlesvara Kundamarasa in A.D. 1019
made some specified grants, after washing the feet of his guru Muliga

- Sivadakti Pandita of the Mulasthana Nandikesvara temple of Balli-

game.” Govinda, the younger brother of Krsna Raja, after revering
the feet of the Ornament of the Mavara-koneya-santati of the Parvata-
vali, Somesvara Pandita Deva, made some specified endowments." In
the same city of Kedaresvara (i.e., Balligame) was Vadi Vidyabharana
Pandita Deva, the guru of Jagadevarasa and Bammarasa. These two

14 E.C.VIIL Sk. 105, pp. 77-8.
15  Ibid, XL Ch. 35, pp. 81-3,
16, VI Xd. 134,p. 30.
17 , Kd. 143, p. 27,
18 ., VILCi 64, pp. 190-191.-
19 ,, V.Ak,108.p. 159,
20 ,, VI, Sk. 125, p.97.
21 ,, Sk, 98,p. 64
F 5-b
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made some endowments to him in A. D, 1149, Mahadeva Dapnayaka
in about A. D..1184 “washing the feet of Vamagakti Pandita Deva
of the Kidoya matha, and of the Mvara-koneys santati, made a grant
given in detail” In about A.D. 1178 Canda of the village of Sivapura
Bharangi “washing the feet of Kalyanasakti Pandita Deva ", disciple
of Kriyasakti Pandita Deva of the god Gramesvara of ~Cikka Kereytru,
made specified grants for the god Mallikarjuna of Bharangi®

From the above it is clear th
as their viceroys from the middle of
end of the thirteenth century A.D,
that of selecting their rija-gurus

at the Karnaaka kings as well
the elaventh century A, D, till the
had set one greal precedent, viz.,

'us from one of the four well known
places—Balligame, Kuppatlr, Asandi and Sriparvata. Of these the

first two were more famous than the other ones, Balligame being one

of the most celebrated spots in the Karnatika. The Vijayanagara

monarchs, promoters of the Purvade maryiide as they certainly were,
—a fact which we have amply pro

ved elsewhere—, must undoubtedly
have been influenced by the precedent which their predecessors had set

concerning the selection of ridja-gurus from one of the centres men-
tioned above.

This precedent was not the only factor that determined their choice
of their r@ja-gurus. There is also another consideration to be noticed
in this connection. The Kalamukha leaders of the various sects, espe-
cially those of Ba|]ligame, had one feature in common with the founders
of Vijayanagara. Their patron deity was the same as that of the
latter. But it belonged to K&diya matha and not to Pampa-ksetra.
This was Virdpaksa. In A. D. 1215 Viamasakti Deva, of the Kodiya,
matha, *praising Virtpaksa, dwelling in the Koti matha 7, " did groat
penance like Upamanyu of old”.»

‘ But here wo are confronted with some difficulties.
Acarya was the name of the guru of the foun
Was a name which was borne by more than one head of the mathas in
the Karnataka. Thus we fing that the Kalamukhi Brahmacaristhana
of Balligame, as it is called in A.D. 1036, had five mathas, four of
which are thus enumerated in A. D. 1098:—the senior (hiriya)l matha of
Bherundesvara, the acarya of which wag called Gaula Pandita Deva;
the Pafica Linga matha, over which therd was the Ec'a;ryz'x. Srikantha
Pandita Deva; the Tripurantaka matha with Caturanang Pandita as its

acarya; and the Mulasthana matha which wag presided over by the
—_—

Kriyadakti
ders of Vijayanagara, Tt

22 EC.S$k. 103, p. 75,

23 Ibid, Sk. 108, pp. 80-1,
24, VILSb. 325, p. 56,
25, VI, Sk. 95, pp. 61-2.
26, Sk.126,p. 98,
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@carya Muliga Honneya Jiya™ In A.D. 1113, .howezer, thei:an;:
KriyEs’akti whs borne by the heads .of two mz?i_:has in the s?.me cmitha
Ba]ligme:—the acarya of the hiriya (senior) ?hert{pdesvaratha he
was called Santasiva Pandita; the he—ad of the P'anczi Linga ma\il was
known as Kriyasikti Deva; the &dcarya of Tripurantaka matha
riyasakti Pandita.’® o
el KTfle similarity in the names borne by mor'e thz.m one prx.es.:; oi;
Balligame and the absence of any referer}ce to the identity fo{h sp;;iu:-
line;age of the Kriyasaktis we have .rr.lentloned abo.ve tz]md ome:ous e;;)i-
gakti gurus of the early rulers of V}Ja_yana,ge.xra, m‘;tﬂel nuresent -
graphs concerning the latter, make it impossible, a' ;a. pbetween a8
f our investigations, to determine exactly the relations n;.) otwoon the
:arlioqt riija-guru of the founders and others who bore similar
in thehtim‘es preceding those of the sons of Sangama.

I

Nevertheless we have related already, s-lx})ple evidgnce t? pzov:
that Kriyadakti Pandita was the nam-e of the‘ruja-guru loi)thi fé)gu;a eir”
of Vijayanagara, and even :;-f H;;rl:ll;a;a;ogag;»s}lll;;r:;lati:r;e By (.)f

time we have undispu ! ]
SA;nt;‘:niZl::ere gradually coming under the inﬂuence' of ;ht?, é;;:;;;z

This was in the very first year of the founda‘tlon of the :
fogar kingdom A. D. 1346, In that year the five brothe.rs led by
III{B;]Srlil}!']i;m Ogeya made a piligrimage to th?i S’riggeri mai:?fe;? ;::Z;

.the festival of his victory, and made an ex
;.(l)o(:le;evl;?tl}tlehis other brothers. The reason why the foxlndoefrsthv:erelz r:ﬁ
Sringeri to commemorate the victory (z.e., .the f:ont%ues of the carth
from the eastern to the western ocean), xs.glven in te;m;t) e B oo
on Vidyatirtha guru. It was tp do 'obelsance ;o y 'sghad Liose

iendship gained is never lost™." Ev1de’n'tly t.h'e oun erh. ad receved

22:12 sort of tangible support from }t]he S:mge::l ;vf”:;; :1: 11: WZS more
: iri idance. We have to as !

:Eia:gnv:giz;ptl;gi:a;vg: guru Kriyasakti Pandita, inspite of the high

?2.; fl;c; sbkk 1‘;)96 ,pp.();9 The name of the fifth maﬁhn is supplied in a record dated
id, . + P .

D. 1159 which styles the priest of the hiriga m?tha 'of Bherugdes.vafra;hzdgll;gii
AD. k' svara Pandita; of the Paficalinga magha, baryesvara Pandlta‘, 0, the Tri-
Ma(_ihu g ‘ha Jxl’lina'éakti Pandita; and of the Kodiya matha, Vamasakti Pap
p.umntnka m\n/tll ék 123, p. 94. The Kodiya matha, thereforg, was the fifth mat..ha
A .E'._U- Hich'cont;nned many other mathas, Brnhm{tpun.s,and even a BUddgluf
m'hi:;}clzlga'r;;ewgreatness of the Kodiya matha is described in detail in a record o
vi .

jd, Sk, 102, p. 73, .
e 11162. ceI::i(inbii an A.pD, 1396 when Khandeya Raya Khalesyara Dezl)ayya is
29 The only except uru. EC.VIL HI 7L, p. 173, In A.D.1403 Vitthanpa Odeya is.
ca:::g t: e‘rs:’:ng:go .at t.he lotus feet of Kriyasakti guru munidvara®™. 1bid, VI.
ca :

Kp. 52, p. 87.
30 EC VI Sg.1.p 92
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veneration in which he may have been held i

w'z:, financial support just when they were ’inc;)l?eldg::zfteive t?l ther'n,
T}.us a,_ccounts for two things—the stress laid on the fri::g h'OE‘ o
Vidyatirtha) which once gained was never lost; and the ass 'St'lp fof
th'e name of another most remarkable figure of Sringe o'c;?‘ gy
Vidyaranya Sripada—with the story of the shower of golg rl'd ;story-—-—
been caused by him for about 3% ghatikas, as is related in t::c]!iti;)n }:ﬂve

That Vidyatirtha-svami was alive i i

stone record found in Sringeri. This in:clr[ilpft\i.o]?\. lrisi(tielrltprov;d o
conﬁde?nce w_rhich the founders had in their friendship witlest}: heaat
th? S’Ell.lgerl matha, by praising him thus—that the lord oflth ° head‘Of
(Vidyatirtha) surpasses the sun by his abiltity to remove bothe't,h%'cetlcs
na'l and external darkness of men both day and night. The M I‘e o
les.varfl.. Lord of both the Oceans, Vira Bukka Odeya on' th . m".m’."f”'
this visit, made in the customary manner a gi.ft <;f m xe 0009'310? "
and of land (also specified), in A. D. 1356. The inlpc(:r]tiicfaspr?fmf:ﬁ('l)

3 is

stone inscription lies ulso in the fact that it proves that Vidyatirth
rtha- -

svami was alive in that year, thus dis i
' . ' . s sproving the traditi
of the Stingeri matha itself which places his doath ix:ﬂilii)origéa?gcount

pura of t];l)zlgrgphs ?utsid}ia Sringeri also confirm the statement that the
ringeri matha, who was a contem
f the i m , : porary of Bukka Od
. A h H A0y ¢ N
U;ms \.fbldyatx.rtha svami. A stone epigraph found in the Siva tem .I Y"t
th,aty} ett}tlu in the Mangalore taluka, South Kanar oty
al in the reign of the Maliinandalejva Kas
; nandalesvare Bukkanna Odeya, a gi

Er;i (spgclﬁefi). was mac.ie by Pandarideva Odeya, the vic.ers(')s; ovilrftt}?:
M tga) lru-x;&]_ya, Eo dey.‘&tirtha..,éripada for conducting the worship in
12886;21{9 ) O_m:'mjul-uy in Tuluva. This inscription is dated S’rx)xk

» Raksasa, Adadha, Su, 15 Thursday which works out ¢ .
Thursday the 14th June A.D. 1375.% errectly to

Thus till June 14th A. D. 13 idya

- D 1375 Vidyatirtha-svami conti

o 1 : b ont
gzttl:lezz];)ru of the Sringeri matha. This explains why ili ::u:'ed tz
ited A.D. 12?77 Bukka Odeya is spoken of having becomo * 0001'"
vzx“thihevasswtzmce of Vidyatirtha-muni.” very great
31 Cf Saletore, 8 P_Zi‘};_-i 2
) : . 1.p. 142
32 Mys. Arch. Rept for 1916, p. 56
33 475 of 1928-9; Ed. Rept. for 1918-9, p. 54,

34 EC.1V.Yd. 46, p. 5
. - 1d. 46, p. 58. Rel
A.D. 1376, )

a district, narrates

(3.P. Life, | y‘?“ the Rice’s interpretation, | took the year to be
e + I p. 103) But this needs correction, for the original runs

. thus:— gst;tt(zm-navatz-a(t}u/ca-dvz’-édt(“u.lhi/cai/c(z-sahrzsm-snn/chyam
a_a-varsa.gu ghtesu tad anantarasya Na{:z-sumvatsara.; (
Phcilg}zza-m'ase Krsna-pakse pratipati tithau Bhany _?/l
Uittr@- Phalguni-naksatre. (E. C.1V. Y, 46, p, 152). Thisv;:(:es-

ponds to A. D. 1377, Feb .
0. 356) ebruary the 24th "Cuesday. (Swami Kannu, Ind. Epi. 1V,
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This demolishes the contention of all those who have erro-
neously maintained Vidyaranya Stipada was instrumental in the foun-
dation of the Empire of Vijayanagara. Asto when exactly Vidyaranya
Sripada became the head of the Stingeri matha, we have some interest-
ing information also from Tuluva. A stone inscription found in the
Ananta Padmaniabha temple at Kudupu in the Mangalore taluka,
relates that at the instance of the king Bukka Raya, his viceroy Punda-
rideva, who was placed over the Mangaliru-rajya, made a gift of the
income of the paddy from the villages of Kudupu and Muluru in the
Nandalikeya-nadu, to Vidyarapya Sripgia of Sringeri, for feeding Brah-
mans and for offerings to the temple of dankara-deva. The record is
dated Saka 1297 Raksasa, Kartika, Su. 1 Thursday which correctly
corresponds to Thursday the 25th October A.D. 1375 %

There can be no mistake about the evidence supplied by the
above record. It was issued by the same viceroy who on June 14th-
1375 had given certain endowments, not “to a Vidyatirtha Sripala”,

 as the Madras Govornment Iipigraphist would have it* but to the

famous Vidyatirtha-svami of Sringeri. He now issues another grant on
October 25th of the same year when Vidyaranya Sripada had become
the head of the Sringeri m: tha.

But so sure were the people of the material aid which the son’
of Sangama had received from the predecessor of Vidyaranya Sripada,
that even after the latter's accession to the pontificate of the matha,
they connected the name of his illustrious predecessor Vidyatirtha- -
gvami with the rise of the sons of Sangama. This is proved by a cop-
per plate dated A. D. 1377 found in the Krsmarajapet taluka treasury
Mysore State. After giving the reason why Bukka Odeya was born—to
free the land of the Mlecchas,—the grant relates that he *“became the

18T

gole lord of the'earth by the grace of Vidyatirtha muni . .
Indeed, in a copper plate grant dated A,D. 1380 which gives us

the details of former grants, the fact of the five brothers first in A. D.
1346, and then of Bukka Odeya in A.D. 1353 having gone to the senior
Sripada (Vidyatirtha) is givep together with some more details which
geem to confirm the evidonce of the Kudupu stone inscription cited
above. For in this copper-plate of A.D. 1380, it is said that Bukka
Raya wrote a letter to Vidyaranya §-ipada, who was then in Varanasi
(Benares), enclosing an order from the senior Sripada (Vidyatictha)
requesting him to return to Virdpaksa (i.e., Hampe). Soon after Vidya-
rapya’s return to Virlpaksa, he was taken to Sringeri and the king
directed Madarasa to grant specified lands in Kikundanad for the main-
tenance of Vidydranya Sripada. Harihara Raya’s son Cikka Raya,

35 460 of 1928-9, Ep. Rept. for 1928-9, p. 54.
36 475 of 1928 9, Ep. Rept. ibid.
37 Mysore Archl, Rept. for 1914, p. 57,

F 6



42 The Raja Guru of the Founders of Vijayanagara., [J.A.H.R.S.

viceroy over Araga, also granted to Vidyarapya Sripada lands in the
same nadu as well as in Hiriya Kodanadu. Then Harihara Réya II

confirmed all the previous grants in A, D. 1380 to Vidyaranya Sripada
(details given).'®

Further, in A.D. 1384 Harihara Raya II is described as having
“acquired the empire of knowledge unattained by other kings,” “by

the grace of Vidyaranya muni”® thus confirming the evidence of the

above that it was in the reign of Harihara Raya IT that Vidyaranya-
svami figured conspicuously in Vijayanagara history.

Vidyaranya Sripada continued to be the he
matha till A.D. 1386 when he died. In th
had given a copper-plate grant to Narg
Somayaji, and Pandari Diksita, who were Promoters of the Commentary
on the Four Vedas, in the presence of Vidyaranya Sripada.” But in the

" same year A. D. 1386 Vidy&rapya Sripada died. Tt was on the death of
that celebrated guru (on Saturday the 13th lunar day of the dark fort-
night of Jydstha  in the cyeclic year Ksaya=May the 26th Saturday)
that Harihara Raya II granted specified lands in Kikunda-nigu which
were christened Vidyaranyapura to the mahdjanas of Sringeri. This
date agrees with the traditional one given in Sringeri concerning his
death. The famous guru died in Hampe and his samddhi was construc-
ted just behind the Virtipgkga temple.

To sum up:—(1) The Karnatak

of the eleventh century onwards had a set the precedent of selecting
their rdja-gurus from one or the other o

f the famous Ka&lamukha orders
of the great centres of Karn‘ataka-—Bal!igume, Kuppatnr, Asandi, and
Sriparvata.

ad of the Sringeri
@ same year Harihara Raya II
yana Vajapeya-yati, Narahari

a monarchs from the middle

(2) The Vijayanagara, monarchs,
Karnataka tradition and culture, merely continued this custom and
selected their rd@ja-guru from the same Kalamukha sect, although it is
uncert_ain from which branch of the Kalamukha samaya their Kriya-
sakti Acarya hailed,

. (g) While they continued to be under the spiritual guidance of
Kriyasakti Pandita, political necessity compelled them to seek the aid

he very first year of their political career
(A D, 1346). P !

4. Vidyarapya S ripada, his Successor, came to Sringeri in October
1375, and was the head of the great mathy till A.D. 1386 when he died,

who were but heirs to the rich

38 Mys. Arcl. Rept. for 1916

t Vidyarapya, guru of Sringeri
be.tweer.l AD, }328—1380 13 to be noted, Epigraphical evidence runs counter to the
Sringeri tradition, Mys, Rept. ibid pp, 57-8. :

39 Idbdd, p. 58,

40 Ibid, for 1908, para 34; ibid for 1914-5, p. 59; Swami Kanau, fnd, Eph,IV p. 374,

Campaigns of Sri Krishna-devaraya.
K. ISWARA DUTT, B.A. (Cocanada)

Accession of Krishna-devaraya to the.throne.

Nuniz, the Portuguese chronicler de::;ézgdt;ntt?;ihgxg :fm%}l::
ic we ishnadevaraya- suc ‘
an‘(-i. grapf}::cE\:;grl;Oav.‘:fthrntsl?e death of his brother Viranarasun}'la. . ’fhre-
X;i.l?r::;?i; of Nuniz’merits a complete quota'tion; .as .the' story ;Z zgtzi-
in it was a conglomeration of intrepid intrigue a Intui-
e.Stm.g' becau:ieon on the part of a sagacious satesman and a 'fars1gde:i |
tl‘.’e-lzterg‘:lr:m Timmarasu, who was convinced that the. E@plre n:e 'es‘
n??l:i:iimé a strong personality at the centre to guldfa 1t:‘hd§s inie
;Ie foﬁnd in’KrislmarEya such a person and he wanted him then,

: Nuniz
We crave the indulgence of our readers to peruse what .

8% _ . .
- “The king (Viranarasimha) died of s.xcknesshinsl r::;eis:;:yasg
Bisnaga, and before he died he sent:. for Sals{a-'l:l;nayra:, o years, e
commandéd to be brought to ?im hlzn(;lsxehl::viss d::d e
:"]: si)nr:d tio i:lvt?u;r ll?i}:?g,' tR%oﬁzso he was not of an age fox('j t?u:t, 3313
tliough the kingdom ought perhaps to belong to h(lls bro?giingrltsilzg o
nd that he must put out the eyes of the latter an mui g them 1o
. him: in order that after his death there should be no Toren e
éhow ll;l : lom. Salvatima said that he would do so and depar ed, and
oy lnlgl(f 'Cristna Rao and took him aside to a stable, a}rll' N
Be.ﬂt " cuh' o;rother had bade to put out his eyes anfi make lst S?D
h'lm ho'vv‘;/'h 1?1 he heard this, Cristna Rao said that he dld_ not seek to be
ktng' fe be anything in the kingdom, even though it .shouldl come
klng, ll;))l‘ ‘oi ht: that his desire was to pass through thlS. world a,sha
to h.lm d trlcg) ar’ld that he should not put his eyes out: seeing th:t e
Josl (asile erved that of his brother. Salvatima, hearing this and see-
?md not i tna Rao was a man of over twenty years, and therefore
ing that Cr;)s king as you will see further on, than the gon of Busbal
more fit 10 0 only eight years old, and commanded 1:,0 bring a she-goat
Rao who wa:.t its eyes and took them to show the king, for.already he
and ho put1o st hour of his life; and he presented them' to him, and' as
anskait];h:vﬁz dead. his brother Cristna Rao was raised to be king,
3 1]

(181

whose eyes the late king had ordered to be torn out ™.

1 Forg»tten Empire, p. 314-315.
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What "one considered to be an i
. obnoxious obstac)
succession to the Vijianagar Ewpire, the other thouglfl)t 9&2;0 ?)bji(:atﬂ;?
arnament and fate ordained that Krishnaraya should wield the sceptre

The date of Krishnaraya’s accession to the throne.

‘ ’:[‘he date of accession of Krishnadevar: i
:;;Taéy 1‘mportance 'to the historian who clnro:lsir:ie,;o ttl?: c:i:;;?gr:: gtt:
tha mperor. Krishnadevaraya was said to have been crowned

I ;)‘eror on the fourteenth day of the bright fortnight of Magha in th
'(;'?e;: Zvear Slukla <.)f g 1f131 according to the Hampi Inic:ti;:ion(:
pere mizhae:?-li :rplgtr'lz‘ml?;u;;lii szidfar}ce to show that he ascended th‘e

. atri inscription® Sa i ‘
:}t::,tisi :hgt Vi.ra Narasimha, the brother ofE{r?slhnozfdejrzlr\;;a’rv::smr!:fl?zu
Krishnfd::;:;yzd;i’ 1509 A. D., and.Pulivendla record® informs thagt
as on the throne in October, 1509 A.D.

Political condition of the Empire.

. A fateful succession of fesble monarchs ts th

g?txg;ee?fter tllle Prau.(_lhadévaraya, rendered the cenzrgfglr;::er?linz::
o formigaxzaf, efla‘)llllg an a‘rray of rebellious viceroys and a host
hioh pote 2183' t; encroach lfp:on tha frontiers of the kingdom
e Degan | ee; 1trm from th.e original and extensive dimensions The
porth and the s;lem E)ounda‘rles of the Empire were surroundéd b
fell into the hif;d:-of rltl}lxee [z::xcl:]aol;emd:;b’ ; O;?CkDit i pval powerz.
oLl 1r . ‘ dans. Yus i
l;;:‘l:sleial?i;):e%eg{den-t Sultfm of Bijapur in 148;fAﬁ)(T”§23n; d:iﬂ:lred
petmoen 13&3 .asxr?{band, the Sultan of Ahamadnagar, soonaft?;
o v;ho o r;:;g nghe sgccar of the usurper Saluva Narasinga-
o ¥ Tﬁe su‘f; y }us muhammadan ally to cede Mudgal
montionad oo ‘an 9f Bijapur was defeated and the two above
But (g Ofpasgfafi into the possession of Vijianagar Empire
s Dot aan 1Jz}pur‘cou1d not bruok the defeat and a.fte1:
b Do o t'Years Le, in 1493 A D. he marched against the
bvo Blaces ! elt)x loned above, and gained possoession of them and
onoe mor Eser:.sa oi contention fell into the hands of the Muhr;-
determin.ed e 1f1tceh hat fateful event, the Vijiianagar monarchs were
cotoerm .re.a the two .places from the hangs of the Sult Th

was said to have invaded the territories of the Empai:t.a ang

. 2 Epigraphia Indica Vol 1. p. 362,
3 No. 342 of Epigraphical Collection, 1392,

4 do. for 1906,
5 Forgotten Cmpire, p, 113~114,
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advanced so far as to lay seige to Milur (Kolar District) which was one
of the greatest forts of that country. Narasinga took to flight and
afterwards tendered his submission, but the Sultan ‘marched on to
Kanchi, and also plundered the town and the temples which were the
wonder of the age® In this connection Nuniz narrates a story. He
says “ Amongst these (testaments) he (Krishnadevaraya) found one of
king Narsymga, whose minister his father Narasanayque had been in
which that king desired that his sons, or whoover should inherit the
kingdom of Narsymga which had been gained by force of arms, should
capture three fortresses that at his doath remained in revolt against
him, the which he had not himself taken because time failed him; one
of them was called Racholl and another Modezalla ™! This fact had
always an important bearing on the foreign policy of the Emperor,
who was through out his reign quite hostile towards the Muhammadan
and who stood like a formidable rock against which the billows of the
muhammadan invasions broke in vain. :

The Gajapathis.

The Emperor had to face on the eastern and the north-eastern
frontiers of the kingdom, an equally formidable but less fierce foe, in
the kings of the Kalings, popularly known as the Gajapathis, The
policy of the Gajapathis towards their muhammadan neighbour was
always oo-operative and his actions complementary, unlike that of
their Vijianagar contemporaries, which was always competitive and
conflictive towards the banner of the crescent. But the Gajapathi was a
less dangerous and destructive enomy than the Muhammadm and
Krishnadevaraya, was quite sagacious, in successfully inflicting a crush-
ing defeat first on this unwholesome ally of the Muhammadan.

The conquest of the Andbra and Tamil country by the
Kings of Orissa.

a King into the Andhra and the Tamil
alf of the fifteenth century. Kapile-
Kalinga country from 1435-1470 A. D.
was one of the powerful monarchs who attempted a successful invasion
of the Deccan. It was stated that he conquered the Karnata kingdom
and went as far as Kanchi and beseiged it! The terrible shock and

The inroads of the Oriy
countries date back to the last h
swara Gajapathi who ruled the

6 Indian Antiquaty, Vol. XX VI, p. 134. Major King's account of the Burhani Musir.

7 Forgotten Empire p. 316.

8 The Jagannadha Inscription of Kapileswara.
gal, Vol, LXIX, Part I, p. 173-190.
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great havoo wrought by the Gajapathi invasion into the southern con
n-

try, was amply demonstrated b

' A y & few epigraphical
a:\ tmscnptxon dat‘ed 1472-73 AD. from the South Arcolt:.(;gc‘)rtdsf als.o. "
stated that the daily worship of God Jambinatha w g 1 s

caused by the Gajapathi invasion. Likewise. ;
1470- " i ewlise, in anoth
sﬁZivil ﬁgﬁgoﬁ 'Illlrutkm!uru, we learn that the repa;rs !'ticotr:e dste.d
This must have ha . Vllla,g.e were neglected for the same reasoal-
But in Gangadasa Dptened _durmg.the end of Mailikharjuna's rej ns"
and the ‘Gaja ath'p'm Epawlasam., it was stated that the ‘Yavana 91%::'
foron Werepdef;a‘::?ri)};redﬂ?fa;wt Mallié(harjuna Raya, and th::thL
. . ; rowess of the Viiji
3;223 G;Jk?iiil\lth\wwas zmd to have fled for hisV]]ilflZL.I‘]"ME?II:wi3 fiT:]perc?r.
Keapileswarn wergml zfxted 1.464-65 A. D. of the Gajapathi SE}"D'
Arcot District 'I'ha so found in the village of Munnur in the 8 mg;
the king of Ox:issa, VEZZ l;le::ﬁslyeztnal;lni:: th.at': the southern invasio:uof
. rprisin iti
gfsl;r;f;s.colrgu;st into the heart of th?e Taﬁj::epei::lon:l‘g‘;;'mso v
was statad ir; iozlswtira-kumara-mahapatro. as the chief was‘noﬁoly
Kondapalli, Addanki yieopro: that he was the viceroy of Kond?z.avigg"
pathuvasavadi, Tiru ' mukm.]daf Dandapada, Padavidu, V'eludilan’
the earliodt ins;ripn;anllru,'Trxch{nopoly and Chandragiri." Perha :
over the Andhra co nts 1owing the domination of the Gajapathi K'p.
deva, 8 subordinat ntry w.as that of the Kondavidu record of G: e
nate of Kapileswara ruling the Kondavidu pri(:wipa‘;?t;.

cription we learn that Raghudevanarer ini
was rulineo ot ghudevana Wdra, a minister api
prese:t }g;s:t(}Rogic:’l;x:‘liuxlgi‘r‘y.‘.‘ Similarly from the Gunt(i)frelj::)g(lll?iw?]m
granted to a certain nu llnbtrwt’ aliming o that the e .le
e, 300 ot i 1 mber of Bra?unins during the reign of P"U ‘\V(xs
tama, o0 Andhmd(;:'ara. From it, it wasg plain that the n‘;“:}«:ho‘
e Deat i an\dadna% under llle political sway of the Gaia . I 'er'l:
also demonstrate the } ‘16 s insoriptions of Furusi ]'plt“&
10ld of the Gajapathi kings ov::l?}:?n}\a(:ﬁm’
s udhra

9 Epigraphical report for 1906, p. 56,
10 Page 6.5 of the Sources of Vijayanagar Histosy
11—((}) iplgraphical teport for 1919, para 47 .
?) J:nltliv;;arlr: mscript.ic_)n dated 1500 A D of Purash i
L _Mr. Trabhakarasastri in the Annual Supplement of Aottnmadeya P aened by
2 Indian Antiguary. Vol. XX, page 390 Mdbragatrka, 1.
13 South Indian Inscriptions, Vol, V, No, 101 |

14 Epigraphical Report fop 1900, p. 65.

Vol. IX, P. 4] K. Iswara Dutt, B.A. - A7

country.® From the Aunantavaram record, of which mention- was
already made, we know that Purushottama invaded the Vijianagar
Empire and captured Saluva Narasingaraya (the usurper), who seceded
the Udaigiri principality to the Orissa king. But the contemporary
Telugu and Sanskrit Literature present us a different picture of the
story. In the Telugu poem ‘Jaiminibharatam’ which was dedicated to
Saluva Narasimha, it was stated that he deprjved Oddiya (the sovereign)
of Orissa) who invaded his kingdom of his strength.® In the ‘Rama-
bhyudayam’, written by Saluva Narasimha, it was stated that he ruled
over Katak,' and in the ‘Saluvabhyudayam’, it was narrated in great
detril how Narasimha marched against the Kalinga ruler and beseiged
his city.® The Anantavaram inscription of Purushottamadeva, and
the ‘Saraswativilisam' written by him, also furnish suflicient material
towards his relations with the Vijianagar Empire and his hold on the
Andhra country. It was known, therefrom, that Prataparudra invaded
the Southern country and encamped on the banks of the Kristnaveni;
and granted Anantavaram, in the present Tenali Taluk of the Guntur
District. The Udayagiri and the Kondavidu principalities passed into
the hands of the Gajapathis, )

From the contemporary Telugu literature and lithic records,
we know that the Udayagiri principality was ruled by subordinate
chiefs of the King of Orissa Basavabhtpala, son of Timmaraya was
ruling at Udayagiri as a viceroy of Gajapathi. This was stated by
Narayauakavi, in his Panchatantram,” by Dugganakavi in his Nachi-
ketopakyanam,” and Nandi Mallagya and Ghanta Singayya in their
joint work ‘Prabhodhachandrodayam’* There is an inscription of
Timmaraya, the father of Basavabhupala in Ranganayakaswami’s

“temple in the Udayagiri fort.”

The stage of the Southern Country.

We discussed the political relations of the Empire with the
Kalinga Rulers and had now to ‘divert our attention to the state of
affairs in the Tamil country, which formed the southern frontier of the
Empire. This also presents a powerful picture and narrates a doleful
story and in short it is a tale of trouble and turmoil. There was always
trouble from the Chola and the Pandyan principalities in the south.

15 South lndian Inscriptions Nos, 659, 1362. Vol. IV,
16 Sources of Vijianagar History, p. 86.

17 do, do. p. 83,

18 do. do. p. 91,

19 Panchatantram, Canto 1, Introductory verses.

20 Nachiketopakyanam, Canto 1 do.

21 Prabhodhachandrodayam,Canto 1 do.

22 Nos. 208 and 209 Epigraphical Collections for 1892,
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Ever since the expedition of Kamparaya into the Pandyan
kingdom, and the restaration of that ruler to the throne, the allegiance

of the southern chiefs, was lukewarm to the oentral government and
during! the time of Saluva Narasimha, we find that several expeditions

were made by the usurper and his trusted generalisimo, Narasanayaka, -

the father of Krishnadevaraya. The Telugu poems Jaiminibharatam,
Varahapuranam, and Parijatapaharanam and the Sankrit.works of
‘S8aluvabhyudayam, Ramabhyudayam, Varadambikapariniyam and
Achyutarayabhyudayam, amply demonstrate the above facts. In Jaimi-
nibharatam, it was stated that Salva Narasimha conquered the Tamil
country.® In the Var&hapuranam, the exploits of the usurper were
narrated and it was described how he conquered the following forts
viz., Bangalore, Bagur, Nargonda, Namur and Srirangapatam.* [n
Ramabhyudayam, Narasimha was stated to have ruled over the terri-
tory comprising the ‘Kalyana, Kanchi, Katak, Kuntala, Chola and
Pundraka'® In Parijatapaharanam, it was desoribed that Narasa-
nayaka, the famous general captured the town of Madura after

the Chola ruler and exhibited the swordsmanship to the Henn
of Srirangapatam.®

killing
‘ a ruler
Similarly the exploits of Narasanayaka were des-
cribed in Achyutarayabhyudayam. He laid a bridge acorss.the Kaveri,
and captured the town of Srirangapatam. He then marched against
Madura and defeating and killing its Marava ruler in a battle, captured

the place. He then defeated in battle g chief ecalled Konetiraja who
opposed him his elephants.

All the above facts, were more or 1
porary inscriptions Narasa was stated t
across the Kaveri, orossed it, and beseigel
a pillar of victory there. He was said to h
ruler and possessed a title ‘Gajapathiraye
ed the Muhammadans, and Manabhusha,
the rulers of Pandya, Chola and Chera co
to him.® Thus we understand that the s
was also quite unsettled at the time of th

ess confirmed by oontem-
o have constructed a bridge
Srirangapatam. He erected
ave conquered the Gajapathi
bhagandabherunda ', conguer-
the ruler of Madura, and that
untries were paying tributes
tate of the southern country
e accession of Krishnaraya.

23 Bources Vijianagar Empire page 86,

24 do, 88,
25 do. 83,
26 do. 106,
27 do. 108

There was 2 Pandyan King called *Arikesari Pacakrama Pandya who was aleo
named Manabhusha, Manabharana or Manakavachi, This may be the person
the Tuluva general said to have conquered at this time also there was 2 Konetiraja
ruling Kanchi. (No. 259 of 1911; 149091 A,

D.)
28~(1) Epigraphia Carnatica Vol. 1V, Part 11,

! | [ Gundalpeta No, 10,
{2) Epigraphia Indica Vol. XIV, Jan, 1913, Kudiyntandal grant of Viranarasimha.
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Preparations for the Campaigus. .

Nuniz states that Krishnaddvaraya stayed at Vijianaggrlf::n:
period of one and a half years after he was crown?d kin'g‘ at.;n szluva
the affairs of the state probably under Igis g:e:iatb ;rgy glancl;az:am uva
Timmarasu. This fact was also corroborated r
Krishnarayavijayam, the two later day ‘chronmles. about the reign of
the Emperor Krishnadevaraya.

The Conquest of Sivasamudra.

The first expedition of Krishnadevaraya soon aftzr 1h:v ::cesxgze
the throne was against the Ummattur chiefs. Their cf.pl afalls i
samudra. It is an island city, situated between th? w}? T o ne
Kaveri, nine miles north-east of modern Kollegal in the tod patere
District. The Ummattur chiefs were turbulent and atfter?{pighnadeva-
oome independent during the time of the pre?decessors'o : rt T
raya. We have had ample contemporary evidence to‘ illus rtz S the oé
From the Portuguese authorities, we are informed tha: t;e n(ll g2000
Narasinga was getting himself ready wi@h 5'000 men on (;10 da. o
on horse, for an expedition against one of his vassals who had ri on 1
in rebellion and seized the city of Penugongz:: the' rebel dec }z:n %
that “‘to himself helonged the kingdom by right”.”® That the RajaPs 0
Ummattur asserted their independence and became the lords of :nll;;
gonda was instanced by an inscription dated 1494 A.D., a.t Hon.ai!l;an zja i
in the Gundlupeta Taluk, wherein it was statefi that ‘the Chi dargha; h
Odeyar, the lord of Ummattur was given the t}tle of ‘Penugon ?-S ha-
kreswara’® Krishnadevaraya defeated the chief at the battle o e
samudra and gave pardon to the rebellious rajah. After_ the conq .y
of Sivasamudra, the king visited Srirangapatam and paid homfage'v 0
the God there and returned back to the oapital: The conque::t % i a.-
samudra, was graphically describei in Parijatapaharam, ayava
chakam® and Krishnarayavijayam. -

From the Amaravati insoription dated the 8-7-1515 A. D.,. of
Krishnadevaraya, we learn also that Krishnade:varaya oorf)queredL :‘11::
samudra, the stronghold of the Ummatur chiefs. ?ro essofr Ludors
who ably edited the inscription quotes confirmatary e;x.dt:nc'e ! ;3 the
acoounts .of foreign travellers and muhammadan historia: }

- 29 Porgotten Empire, p. 126.

i i .
30 Epigraphia Carnatica, Vol. I\.f'. page 77.
3 P:gi 138 of the Sources of Vijianagar History,
22 do. 111 go.
33 do, 130 o,
34 Bpigraphia Indica, Vol, VI, p. 17-22,

F?
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Bukkapatnam insoription of Krignadévaraya is another record which
mentions Krignaraya's sojourn to Sivasamudra. The later record states
that the king who had gone to Sivasamudra on state business, ordered
from there, that the ceremony of ‘Lakshadahana’ might be performed
at Penugonda, and that on the closing occasion when the Purnmhuti
was offered in the time, the assessment on the Devadaya and Brahma-
daya lands below the tank of ‘Kottacheruvu’, which having been tax
free from the time of Chokkaodayalu, had been assessed during subse-
quent political disturbances in the country, might be oompl?tely exem:
pted from paying any taxes both in kind or coin. The state affair
and ‘subsequent political disturbance’ evidently r‘el-ate to the rebellion
of the Ummattur chiefs and the subsequgnt expedxtu::) of Krishnadeva-
T8¥a, whose presence was called for at Sivasamudra.

After the Conquest of Sivasamudra, the King appointed Saluva
Govindarajah, the brother of the prime minister, as the viceroy of that
country.”

The Kalinga Wars,

First expedition.

The Udayagiri fort was an impregnable citadel and as the two
inscriptions at Kandukur clearly state, it was the strongest fort in the
domain of Krishnadevardya. The fort was under the command of
Pusapati Tammarayanimgaru and afterwards his son Basavaraju,
about the end of the fifteenth century.® Subsequently, it was ruled by
Tirumalakantar@ya, the uncle of Prataparuda Gajapathi. Krishna-
devaraya, with his mighty army started from Vijianagar and proceed-
ing via. Gutti and (andikdta, seiged Udayagiri. Udayagiri fell and
with it, the whole of the Eastern Andhra country which was under the
sway of the Gajapathis was annexed to the Karnata Empire, which
was extended to the Bay of Bengal. The banner of the Boar was
floated on the fortified walls of the stronghold of Udayagiri on 9-6-1514
A.D., according to an Udayagiri record.® From that inseription, we
learn that Krishnaraya captured alive Tirumala Raghavaraya or
Kantaraya.” Nuniz stated that the Emperor laid seige to the fort for a

k1] Epigraghical report 1914, Para 30, S 1435,
36(1) No. 340 of Bpigraphical Collections for 1892,
() * Epigraphia Carfatica Vol, IV. Introduction Page25 and BEpigraphia Carnatica
“Mysore, Part 1. N.j.- 195,
37- Nellore Inscriptions Vol, I K. R. 27 and 30,
38 do. Vol, 1. No. 29.
39 do. Vol. 1il No. 40,
48, do Vol, 1L Udayagiri Nos. 37, 38, 40, and 41,

i \ by 4t
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,\r(ljalf, with an army of thirty-thousand foot and eight tho.u_-
ants and that he captured an aunt of Prataparudra Gaja-
nd took her off to Vijianagaram, where he showed her all the

.

\\' Rayasam "Kondamarasu, was appointed as the governor of

"« ayagiri principality, after it was annexed to the Empire. He gave

a grant on the 20-8-1514, after he was appointed to the Viceroyalty of

Udayagiri principality.®

The king visited the Tirupathi temple on his way back to the
capital and presented to the God VenkatS§wara 30,000 gadyanams. The
Tirupathi records were inscribed in three languages; the Canarese,
Telugu and Tamil. These records recount how Krishnadevaraya at- .
tacked Pratiparudragajapathi and how he pursued him as far as Kon-
davidu, after hig capture of Udayagiri.*®

After taking the fortress of Udayagiri, the Em?eror brO}xght
from there the beautiful image of Sree Balakrishna and installed it in

a Jewelled mantapa in the Krishnaswami temple at Hampi,* . L\

Second expedition. Vv S b N 24
Capture of Kondavidu. w2 S‘ X a) ‘

The next important fortress of the Gajapathi was Kondavidu,
Krishnarﬁya, as Nuniz stated, thought that his conquest of Udayagiri
was only a trivial one, and he determined to penetrate into the domairfs
of the King of Oriya.* As soon as he returned from the first expedi-
tion, he did not rest content with his success in that quarter. He
ordered his prime minister to make preparations for the second expe-
dition. |

Woe had already stated, that the viceroyalty of Kondavidu, was
held by Gandena, and afterwards by Kumara Hammira Mahipt;'itro’, thg
famous Oriya general who was sent against Kanchi by Kapileswara. v
Subsequently after the death of Hammira Patro, Virf,bhadra, son of
Prat@parudra Gajapathi, was the viceroy of Kondavidu a:nd h.e v:le:.s
assisted by some Oriya chieftains. and muhammaclan wa.rrxors.dmed 1:e
government of the same. The viceroy of Kondavidu was considered to
be the principal Raja of Telingana.

#1 Forgotten Empire, p. 316-37.

42 Nellore Inscriptions No, 1197,

43 South Indian Inscriptions, Vol. IV, No. 282,
4 do. do. No. 255.

45 Forgotten Empire, p, 317.
46 Indian Antiquary, Vol, XX, p, 390-393,
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: Lot us turn to Nuniz, who gave a graphio account of the con-
quest of Kondavidu. .

“He (Krishnarfya) departed and went against Comdovy which
was one of the principal cities of the kingdom of Oriya and beseiged it,
andlearning this, the king of Oriya came against him todefend his terri-
tories, and brought with him 1300 elephants, and 20,000 hotsemen and he
brought 5,00,000 footsoldiers. Crisnarao, being awsare of the approach of
the king of Oriya, left the city without assaulting it, saying that he pre-
ferred to fight the king in person, and his army, rather than to attack the
oity and that there would be plenty of time afterwards to take it, and
he went forward four leagues from it, leaving a force to prevent the
escape of the people from the city and if they shou!d seek to flee to the
coast. And he arrived at a large river of salt water crossed by a ford
and on the otherside of the river was the king of Oriya with his
army. King, Crisnarao halted his army on the side of the river and
sent the king a message that if he desired to fight with him, he would
retire from the river two leaguss, so that he (the king of Oriya) might
pass the river unmolested. and as soon as he had passed he would join

. battle; to which message the king of Oriya gave no reply, but on the
contrary made ready to give battle. And king Crisnarao, seeing his
-deterfnination crossed the river with all his forces and elephants, and in
crossing the river there were heavy encounters on both sides, and many
were slain. Notwithstanding this, king Crisnarao crossed the river,
ahd on the bank fought so bravely that he defeated the king ’of Oriya

and put him to flight in which dofeat he t
elephants, ook many horses qnd

And after the king had done this, he told S&]vatinea
that he purposed to turn back to the fortress, ,
enoed his strength, and he went azainst i
. months beseiging it; and he took it.

. his minister
which had not yet experi-

t, and stopped there two

And he gave the comm
from his army, for captain one
himself might go forward
Orya”.¥

and gf it to Salvatinea, who left in it,
.of his brothers, in order that he may
w:xth ‘the king through the kingdom of

From the Mangalagiri lnserip tio
Tasy, ttie prime minister of Krishnad
qundavxdu, and captured the ‘swan
:.gz?dg.f}tl . The date_qf the cap

1, We learn that Salva Timmas-
nadevaraya oconquered the fort of
-like kings appointed by Gajapathi
ture of Kondavidu is the 23-1-1515

47 '?orgbtten Empire, pages 317-13, ' —
48 Epigraphia Indica, Val. VI, p, 109-133,
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Nadindla Appa, the nephew of the prime minister obtained the
post of Commander-in-chief of an army, of superintendent of Vinu- .
konda, Gutti, and Amaravati. Nadindla GOpa, another nephew of the
prime minister, was appointed governor of Kondavidu, Nadindla Gdpa
was the governor of Kondavidu as per his Kondavidu inscription dated
the 2-5-1520 A. D.*

The Amaravati inscription of Krishnaraya records that after
the conquest of Udayagiri, he captured the forts of Addanki, Vinu-
konda, Bellamkonda, Nagarjunakonda, Tangedu and Ketavaram, laid
geige to Kondavidu, and captured alive Virabhadra, the son of Pratapa-
rudra, Viramahapatra, the son of Kumara Hammira Mahapatra, Malla-
khan and Uddankhan of Raichfiru, Pusapati Rashiraju, Srinatharajw
Lakshmipathiraju, Janyamalaka Sanapitra, Pacchima Bilaohendrq—
mahapatra, and similar subordinate chiefs and he gave them amnesty.
The Ahobilam inscription of Krishnaraya substuntiates the same faots
with a slight difference. The name of Pasapati Rachir@ju was not
mentioned. This chief was the son-in-law of Pratiparudra and married
his daughter Akkamanbadsvi. He was appointed as the chief of Keta-
varam.® After the capture of Ketavaram, this warrior might have
rushed to the rescue of his brother-in-law, Virabhadra, who was be-
seiged at Kondavidu.

Nuniz states, that soon after the fall of Kondavidu, the Raya
marched against Kondapalli and captured the same. Kristnadevaraya,
also mentions that he conqusred Kondapalli and captured alive Prahe-
swara Patra.® Nuniz describes that Kristnaraya found many people of
high rank whom he made captive, amongst whom was the wife of the
king, and one of his sons who was a prince and seven principal captains
of the kingdom, all whom he sent by road to Vijianagar.”

Soon after the campaign, Kristnadevaraya returned back to
the oapital via Amaravati, and Srisailam. At Amaravati, he parformed
the Tulkpurusha ceremony at the temple of Amareswara, and from
thence he went straight to Srisailam, and built the row of stone mafl-
dapas on either side of the car-street and remitted tolls on K_avadls,
Packponies, Pack-bullocks, and donkeys ete. He was at Srisailam on

the 25—7—1515 A.D.* '

49 Bpigraphia Indica, Vol. VL p. 231-33, .

50 Vide Kri tnavijayam—Meationed in the Lives of the Telugu Poets,
raya—by M1, Sriramamuathi.

50-a Porgotten Empire, page 318,

51 Colophon of Canto Il of Amuktamalyada,

52 Forgotten Empire, p. 319.

53 Epigraphical collections Nos. 13 and 19 of 1915,
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Chronicle of Nuniz not an Oracle of Facts.

Nuniz can not be accepted as a ¢h
tude, but can be stated only as a com
was not a contemporary of Krishnad
the events he described, and hence w
tude of small particulars. He could
memojors or uncertain echo of tradi

ronioler of the greatest exacti-
piler of both fact and fiction. He
evaraya, but a little posterior to
as necessarily ignorant of & multi-
ot but trust to some unconneocted

tion; which is but afterall, a trans-
lation of transiation. Below we show how Nuniz was mislead. He

stated that Kristnadevardya made caplive many people of high raunk,
amongst whom was a wife of the king, and one of his sons who was
a prince and seven principal captains of the kingdom, when he cap-
tured Kondapalli. It wags not known whether a wife of the king was
captured alive or not, but it was known that Virabhadra, the son of
Pratiparudra Gajapathi, together with some other Oriya nobles, were
captured alive by Kristnadevar&ya at Kondavidu. That fact was fully
borne out by insoriptions, which he had mentioned already. Nuniz was
- Dot rest content with it. The treatment that Kristnaraya gave to the
captured Prince, was described by Nuniz at s latter stage as follows.

. e son of the king of Oriya (after the
Simhachalam expedition was over ang after he returned home) who

was taken captive in the first fortress, and told him that as people said

that he was very active man, and was very dexterous with both sword
and dagger, he would be pleased to see him fence,

The young man said that since
he would do what he could, an

day. And when the next day came,
sent for one of his own men who at
art, that he would fence with him.
Oriya saw him, being offended with
with him, who was not the son of a
birth, he cried out to the king:—
by touching a man not of the
himself "%

His Highness summoned him

that time was very expert in the
And when the son of the king of
the king for sending a man to fight
king but only a man of humble
“Qod forbid that T should soil my hands
blood royal,” and saying this he slew

The contemporary insoriptions relate a different story. We
know that Virabhadra, the prince, was treated kindly by Kristnadeya-
raya. He was appointed as a governor of a province® From the very
date of the inscription, which was after a few monthg after the date of
the capture of Kondavidu, we understand, that the prince was set at
liberty and he was appointed to & suitable position befitting his status

——

34 Porgotten Empire, p. 319~320,

38 Epigraphia Carnatica, Vol, X[, D-G. 107, 19-10-1515 AD.

d asked that this might be put off till next ’
the king sent to'oall him, and also

Vol. IX, P, 4) K. Iswara Dutt, B.A, 55

‘in life, We know from the above |Devangari _record that nhem\;vlzsia;l::
‘ruler of Malege Bennur Sima and that he remitted taxes o

there,

The Third Kalinga Expedition.

The first mention of this exped.ition was maie dm :E:tA:;lc;blll_;ﬁ
inscription of Krishnadevaraya. In.it 1!5 was élarx; ﬁ a’mkonda Nan.
peror, after the capture of Udayagiri, Ymukon ]Z’ ; ) 2 and, vl
rjunakonda, Addanki, Ammanabrolu, Tangedu, Ae avzswa;a and por.
vidu, etc.,, went to Dharanikota, visited the God (rina{)r ik ‘Vijianaga.r
formed Tuldpurushadanam and that he returnet tad o ¥ ilianagar
after the above ceremony was over and that ‘1:;1 sb ;: Ifatha,. W b
Kalingadigvijaya, made obeisance to C?od o e A D ot
that the date of the Amaravathi record is the' 8-. -1ol e Rl 1e1518
date of the above mentioned Ahdbilam .mscrlptlo;l 115815 e AL
A.D* The date of Srisailam record is the .25- - oL t}; t'the o
the above dates of the inscriptions, we can definitely s ta ebe: e nt
was at Vijianagar during the months of August, Sep e;). 1exteneiv¢;
November and early week of December of_ 1.515 A.D, ma “;geived n
preparations for one of the greatest expeditions, he ever conc .

The Date of Parijathapaharanam.

Incidentally, it is quite interesting to know, that lf’rorél tl:.:
available information given above, that Timmlimz?,_t(lnehoi :me:n (::, !
i a sed his poem Parijatapahara )
f Kristnadevaraya, composed . : .
g:;it:a:ed to the Emperor during the abov;: pemo;i. Tlon;m:é,::d i;?;i::g
aigns of the Emperor upto the capture
%:n%ir:aﬁliF and also stated that the Tulap\;rusl:aélax:)amthv:a; $:f:v:tyi
., These events were also corroborate y
:1;:01::1& He also adds, that the Emperor was e.age.tly exgectgf t&:l aic;
against the Gajapathi. Therefore, we can unhesntatmglylsxA . e
of Parijatapaharanam, between the 25-7-1515 and 21-12-15 .D.

The Route of the Expedition.

Peddana, the Poet-laureate of the Emperor desocr :;Pl(l’dhtherel;;llllﬁ
by which the expedition was conducted by th‘e tliglfero;é ; owehe ot
Simhachalam in the present Vizagapatam Dis l‘ms;.’eda Jemmiloya, and
on erected a pillar of victory at Potnuru. He cross !

56 No. 64 of 1915, )
57 Para 45 of the Epigraphical report for 1914-15,
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reduced successively the districts of Végi, Kona and Kottam, Kanaka-
giri, Potouru, Mademulu, Oddadi, and burnt Cuttack, so that the
QGajapathi fled from there. Nuniz also states, that there was no one
to bar the progress till he got to Symamdary. Sewell identified Symam-
dary with Rajahmundry,but it is a mistake. Symamdary is but Simhadri
or Simhachalam. The Simhachalam insoription of Kristnadevaraya
states that Kristnadevaraya, followed by his two queens Tirumaladevi
and Chinnadevi, after conquring Udaigiri, Kondavidu, Kondapalli and
Rajahmundry, visited Simhachalam and presented jewels to the God
Varaha Narasimha® Peddana states that the king planted a pillar of
victory, as high as a palm-tree, on which was inseribed the story of
his victory over the king of Kalinga. The same is confirmed by
Kristnadevaraya in the colophon of canto, the fourth of the Amukta-
malyada® The date of the Simhachalam inscription is Saka 1438,
. oyclic year Dhatri, the twelfth day of dark fortnight of Chaitra, which
is according to the English calendar, the 30-3-1516 A.D.

Krishnadevaraya’s Encounter with Chitaphkhan.

Both Rayavachakam and Kristnarayavijayam narrate how
Kristnadevariya met with a formidable attack by Chitaphkan, just at
the place where the Raya crossed the Hastern Ghats into the territory
of Kalinga. This Chitaphkhan was an independent chief ruling a small
domain in Telingana with his capital at Warrangal. The chief was de-
feated by Kristnadevaraya. There is a lengthy epigraph of this ohief-
tain at Warrangal describing his indomitable courage and indescriba-
ble valour. He belonged to Bhogikula.,”

Krishnadevaraya’s Return March.

After erecting a pillar of victory at Potntiru, he returned back
the capital, and visited the following places on his way— Bezawada,

58 No. 694 of the South Indian Inscriptions, Vol, 1V,

5 Vizagapatam Gazetteer, p. 230. “Potnuru is twelve miles {rom Bbimilipatam, on
the bank of the Chittivalasa river. The pillar has now disappeared, but frequent
discoveries in Potnuru of fragments of sculptured stones and gold coins bearing bull
upon them strengthen the traditions regarding its departed importance.

60 Pages 113 and 1320f A Forgotten Empire. South Indian Inscriptions, Vol, VII,
No. 731, From the inscription, we learn -that he belonged to Bhagi-kula and that
herrestored one Panchala-raya to the throne. His genealogy is given below,

Naga
ana = Gauramba
“ L e 1Y -
Chitaphkhan
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Kalahasti, Tiruvannamalai, Chidambaram, and Conjeevaram and made
munificent gifts to the temples in the southern country. Asvper a
Mysore record, we know that the Bmperor was on the banks of the
Kistna on the 29-6-1516 A, D. ‘when he was returning home’ after hissuo-
cesges in his war against the king of Orissa.™ There are other instances
where the Emperor granted remission of taxes from the banks of the
Kristnaveni after his victorious march from the east™ He is also
stated to have visited Kalahasti, worshipped the God there, and caused
1o be built the hundred-pillared mandapa, and the big gopuram on the
east gate.® In the same year important additions like the thousand-
pillared mandapam etc. were made o the temple at Tiruvannama]a}.
The inscription engraved on the north gopuram of the temple at Ch\-
dambaram, mentions that after setting up a pillar of victory at Sim-
hadri-Pottunur, the king returned from that place and visited Ohidamf
baram and built the northern gopuram of that temple, perhaps as an
act of gratitude for the victories he achieved.™

From & Conjeevaram record, we also learn that the Emnperor

returned back to the capital via Rajahmundry. The date of the record
is the 18-10-1516 A,DMa

Land of Catuir—Identification of

Nuniz states that after Krishnadevaraya made peace with the
king of Kalinga, he made a large army and prepared to attack ‘Catuir’
which was the land of a lord who had been in revolt for fifty years and
that land was on Charamaodel "side, and that he went against it, and
laid siege to one of the principal cities where the lord of the land was.
The name of the city mentioned by Nuniz was lost to us, but it was
stated that the city was surrounded by a river. The geographical de-
tails so far furnished by the Portuguese Chronicler gave to the South
Indian Historians, much food for thought and play of their in-
genuity, and each in his own way tried to identify the land and the
town mentioned by the chronicler. So far the attempts made, in our
opinion, seem to be not at all satisfactory.

Sewéll thought that the description of the place answers to Vel-
lore in the North Arcot District.*b Rev. Heras opined that Catuir might

61 Epigraphia Carnatica, Vol, V, H.N, 13,
62 Para 53 of the Epigraphical Report for 1910-11,
63 Para 30 of Epigraphical Report for 1914,
64 No, 196 of 1903.
64-a Para 44 of the Epigraphical report for 1919-20.
64-b Forgotten Empire, p. 321,
i 8
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be the corruption of Chittoor.® Mpr. Krishnasastri identified ‘Catuir’
with Cuttack the capital of the Orissa king® and this identification was
called in question by Dr. Krishnaswami Ayyangar. Dr. Ayyangar
equated ‘Catuir’ with the Tamil ‘Kadavar’ and asserted as follows.”
“As there is little doubt that the land of Catuir refers to a province
rather than to a oity, it is clear we have to look Yor the equivalent of
‘Catuir’ in the name of a province or a district. It seems open to little
doubt that Catuir is Nuniz's modification of Kadavar, a name originally
given to the Pallavas in Tamil literature and which survives yet in the
Karvetinagar Zamindari, in the modern Chittoor District of the Madras
Presidency”. This historian presumes that the first campaign of Kri-
shnar@ya against the chief of Ummattur is what seems to be referred
to by Nuniz in the war against Catuir. In addition to these specula-
tions, we have had a recent one by Dr. Venkataramaniah.® He idonti-
fied Catuir with Kayattar, the capital of oneo of the branches of Pan-
dyan royal family. The principal city was said to be Kayal. There
was a good deal of confusion by the author, in stating that Kayattar
as both a principality and also as a capital. The date of conquest of
this place was placed in 1519 A.D. i.e. after the final expedition against
Kalinga. But Nuniz put it soon after his return from Simhadri. This
discrepancy was not explained by this writer.

We think that, the above scholars did not make any serious

attempt to understand what Nuniz means by stating that the land of
* ‘Catuir’ was on the Charamaodel side. In the narrative of Paes, we
have a clue to what Charamaodel side is. Paes entered the Vijianagar
Kingdom by west coast. The route he mentioned was from Bhatkal to
Sandur.® He arrived at Ballagate and Charamaode! which belonged ta
Vijianagar kingdom,” The word Ballagate is no other than Balaghat
(above Ghats) which is the name given by the Musalmans of Bijapur
to a region in Southern India conquered by them from Vijianagar in
the 17th century. It comprised the north-east part of Mysore and the
Bellary, Anantapur, Kurnool and Cuddappah Districts of the modern
Madras Presidency.™ Sewoll stated that the word ‘Charamaodel’
was applied by Portugese to the eastern Tamil and southern Telugu
Districts and it had no well defined limits and often was held to extend

65 The Aravidu Dynasty, p. 112,
66 Archaeological Survey Report for India 1908-09, .page 180.
67 “Yet Remembered Ruler of a Long Forgotten Empire™ pages 8-9,

68 Studies in the Third Vijayanagar Dynasty, Appendix A,
69 A Forgotten Empire, p. 237.

70 A Forgotten Empire, p, 239,
T Imperial Gazetteer, Madras Presidency, page 182,
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even as far as to the Kristna river and even to Orissa, Nuniz men-
tioned ‘all the country of Charamamdell'® and ‘the Charamaodel coun-
try’™ From the above references, we can safely infer that the Chara- -
maodel country canbe equated with the country lying between the
western ghats and the east coast, with the Kristna river in the noFth.
The Charamaodel country as mentioned by Paes and Nuuiz, comprised
more than Cholamandalam and also included some part of Charaman-
dalam also, and not exactly the Southern Tamil and the Eastern Telugu
Districts, and Sewell is right, when he says it is something more. -

Krishnadevaraya'’s Conquest of Tulu country
and the Land of Catuir.

We have a great testimony of an inscription to show, that soon
after the expedition of the Emperor upto Simhachalam and the erection

 of the pillar of victory at Potnur, he proceeded against the Tulu coun-

try on the west coast. "An important inscription dated the 13-7-1516
A.D. in the Mudgere Talug of the Kadur District in the Mysore state
reveals the fact that Kristnadevaraya, marched against the Tulu coun-
try. It was recounted therein, that the Emperor having gone against
Tulu kingdom with an army and being encamped on the Bhuvanna
Channel of Mangalur (the modern Mangalore in the south Canara
District) Bairasa Odeyar escaped from that country and made a vow that
if the army should go back and if he would returnin peaceto hiscountry,
he would repair the temple of God Kalasanatha. So the events came
about and one of his ministers was entrusted with the work Nuni~
stated that the city was surrounded with a river and that the Emperor
was actually at the place and captured it after a great difficulty. From
the inseription, we learn that the king came, with 'his great army and
encamped on the Bhuvanna channel of Mangalore. The city of Man-
galore, then, as now, should have stretched itself ulong the back water
formed by the Netravati and Gunpur rivers and we are fortunate to
identify a place which exactly answered the description of Nuniz, by
the testimony of a contemporary lithic record, which narrates an expe-
dition of the Emperor, soon after the third Kalinga expedition. The
expedition of the Emperor to Mangalore or Tuluva country was through
KatUrsima in the Tarikena Taluk, in the Kodur District of the Mysore

72 A Forgotten Empire, page 301,
3 : do. page 9 of the Introduction,

74 Bpigraphia Carnatica, Vol. VI, M.G. Nos. 39 and 41 and also ‘Mysore and Coorg
from Inscriptions' page 141.
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state, The Katursima is also mentioned in later day inscriptions dur-
ing the time of Sada@sivaraya.,” The Bhairasa Odeyars were the most
powerful of Jaina Rajahs of Tulu country and perhaps they might
have showed signs of insubordination, though they owead allegiance to
- Krishnuddvaraya. The province of Mangalore—Barakuru Rajya was
ruled by Ratnappa Odeya in § 1434 and § 1437 (Nos. 54 and 42 of 1901).
Later on the office was held by Vittarasa Odeya (No. 150 of 1901). The
Mahamandaleswara Sajuva Immadi Davaraya Odeya was ruling in
8 1445 the province in which were included Huma, Tulu, and Konkana
from his capital at Gerosoppe.” A long [ist of the Governors of Bara-
kuru and Mangaluru was given in the latest epigraphical report of the
Southern India; mentioning the above governors.™

A Fourth Kalinga Expedition.

The South Indian Historian knew, that there were only three
expeditions against the Kalinga ruler —~the first expedition ending with
the capture of Udayagiri fort, the second culminating with the fall of
the Kondavidu Durga, and the third with the setting up a pillar of vic~
tory at Potnur. There is ample epigraphical and literary evidence to
demonstrate, that there was a fourth campaign against the Kalinga
ruler. The Emperor was frequently on the banks of the Kristnaveni
during the years 1518-1519 A.D, encamped there with his generals and
ministers. Amuktamalyda, the Telugu poem composed by the Emperor
corroborates the epigraphical evidence. The reasons for the fourth

‘ expedition, are a matter of conjecture, but the grounds to substantiate
that there was such an expedition, are set forth below: —

(1) There was the Kokatam inscription dated the 25-4-1518 A.D,
granted by KristnadSvaraya to Allasani Peddans, his post-laursate from
the banks of the Krishnaveni.

{?) There was a lengthy inscription of the same date of Singa-
13ja, & commeander of KristnadSvaraya’s army.

(3) The next important evidence is that stated by Kristnadsva-
rays himself- “In-his introduction to his poem (Amuktamalyada) he
says that while on his expedition against Xalinga he stayed for a few
days at Vijayavati (Bezawada) went to Srikakulam to worship the God
Andhra Vishnu of the place and spent the ‘Ekadasi’ fast, at that place.
On that night in the fourth watch (Yama) the God appeared to him,

75 Epigraphia Carnatica, Vol, VI, LK, 21, 22, 23 and 24,
76 P, 183, Acchacological Survey of India for 1908-09,
77 Para 43 of the Epigraphical Report for 1931-32,
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and recounting several works which he wrote in Sanskrit, Madadlasa
Charitra, Satyavadhupripanam, Sakalakathasarasangraham, Suktinai-
punignana Chintamani and Rasamanjari, directed him to conipose the
story of Goda (Andal, the daughter of Vishnuchitta Periyalwar, one of

-the twelve STi Vaishnava Saints) in Telugu. Telugu according to the

God was the best of the Desabhashas and could alone be understood by all
those assembled in his court. He exhorted the king to dedicate it to God
Venkatsswara.” This statement of Krishnardya is supported by a
Srikakulam record of the Emperor, wherein, it was stated, that the
Emperor visited the God on the Kumbhasamkranti day of the oyclic
year Bahudhanya, in § 1449 and presented to God certain villages in
the Kondaviti Sima. As itis already shown by us in our article on
the date of Amuktamalyada in one of the previous issues of this journal
the Kumbhasamkranti day coincided with an Ekddasi day also. Thdt
day according to our calculation fell on the 27-1-1519 A.D. There is
no other record of Kristnadévaraya signifying his visit to that sacred
shrine. Therefore, it is quite evident, that the date mentioned by the
Emperor in his poem, should be, that which was mentioned in the ins-
cription. Therefore, according to the statement of the Emperor, his
visit to the temple must be shortly after an expedition ;against the
Kalinga ruler. :

(4) A fourth evidence, in support of our contention, that
there is a fourth Kalinga expedition, is that-afforded by the second
Simhachalam inscription. This inscription is dated —'S 1441 of the
oyclic year Pramadi, on Monday the 13th day of the bright fortnight
of the month of Sravana.’™ This is equivalent to the 8-8-1519 A D.

There is vast difference betwoen the first Simhachalam inscrip-
tion aund this one. The foriner mention the visit of the Emperor with
his two consorts and their munificent gifts to the God. '[he second,
of which we are just speaking, specially states, that the Emperor guve
away certasn villages from * Kulingadandapata’ taken from Prataparu-
dragujapathi. The grant might have been made from Vijianagar, after
he returned to the Capital. This makes us believe that the Emperor,
for reasons we are not aware, had to wage a war against the Kalinga
ruler and went so far to Vijayavati and returned back to the capital via
Srikakulam, after a definite understanding with the Kalinga ruler.

The Battle of Raichur or Nairamanam.

Dr. Krishnaswami Ayyangar writes “Readers of the two Portu-
guese Chronicles, which form the appandjces to the Forgotten Empire

78 South Indian Inscriptions, Vol. VL No. 695,
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of Vijayanagar of Mr. Sewell, can hardly resist the feeling that the
campaign against Raichur is the third act of g great tragedy, and that
all the events preceding merely lead up to this; while those that follow
from the great event as of necessary consequence....But Indian litera
ture and even the inscriptions of Kristnadsva give
such importance was attached to this new famous battle of Raichur,
great as it was from the military point of view and important in the
consequences that ultimately flowed from it".» Apart from the des-
criptive narrative of Nuniz of the battle of Raichur, we have had an
epigraphical evidence of the famous battle. The Government epigea-
phist was of opinion that the inscription mentions the battle referred
to* There is no reason to disbslieve the graphic accouat of Nuniz,
since he wrote the narrative only about sixtesn or seventeen years
after the war took place. Now, we are fortunate to have literary evi.
dence of this important battle. Kristnad3varaya, in the Colophon of
Canto VI of his work ‘Amuktamalyada’, describad the fall of ‘Naira-
manam’, and how he captured it from the ‘Yuvanas’ or the Muhamma-
dans, It is unfortunate, the Editor of the Sources of Vijianagar His-
tory, did not quote this Colophon, probably. on account of his not
understanding the meaning of the word ‘Nairamanam'® In the
‘Addenda et Corrigenda’ of the above compilation, the learned Editor
presumed that the battle of ‘Kembavi’ mentioned in the Colophon to
Canto V of ‘Amuktamalyada’ referred to the battle generally spoken of
as the battle of Raichur. We are definitely of opinion that the achieve-
ment of Kristnad8varaya mentioned by him at the end of Canto V of
his work will not refer to the Battle of Raichur, but the oolophon at
.. the end of canto VI, which mention the success of Kristnadivaraya at
‘Najramanam®' suggests the battle of Raichur. This ‘Nairamanam’
is the modern ‘Niramanury’, a small village now situated about seven
miles N.E. of Manvi, near the north bank of the Tungabhadra river,
in the Raichur Doab. We are much indebted the information furnished
by Mr. Yazdani Sahib, the Director of Archaeology of the Hyderabad
State.” This village is also very near to Raichur, (between Manvi and
Raichur). Itis to the great credit of Kristhadivariya, who united in
his postic skill, the instinct fur historical precision, The engagement
against the muhammadans at a place called ‘Kembavi' and the destruc-
tion of its fortifications, will be referred to by us later on, but suffice

79" The Yet-Remembered Ruler of a Long-Rorgotten Empire, page 19,
80 Annual Report on Epigraphy, 1907. Para %),

81 Page 1337138 of the Sources of Vijayanagar History, The Rditor made rmention

upto the Colophon of Canto V, withyut refering to the Colophon of Canto VL
82 Letter received from the Director of Archaeology~Hyderabad State,

*“Ihe modern name of ‘Nairamanam' is ‘Niraminury’ 2 small village aboyt
seven miles N.E, of Manvi in the Raichyr Disteice,”

no hint that any -
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it to say, thatthe Emperor-poet, is also a great historiz?.n, who depiots
his achievements with chronological precision. In this respect., the
colophons of the cantos of his monumental work, are veritable
goldmines.

Colophon of Canto I Capture of Udayagiri.

do. do., 1II do. Kondavidu.
do. do. III do. Kondapalli.
do. do. IV ..  Worship of the God at Simha-

chalam and the erection of the
pillar of victory at Potnur.

do. do. V Destruction of the fortification
- at Kembavi.
do. do. VI Battle of Nairamanam.

' It may also be known that Kembavi, is nearly 70 or 80 miles
from Raichur, and whereas ‘Nairamanam’® only a few miles fx;om the
latter place. This Kembavi expedition mentioned, Kristnaddvarayas
may refer to the expedition against Gulberga and might have been
achieved along with the conquest of the latter place.

We have also epigraphical record mentioning the battle of
Raichur. From the two tamil verses engraved on the third gopura of
the Amritaghateswara Temple at Tirukkadaiyur in the Tanjore District,
which register an endow:ment by a Brahmana named Apatsahayam, it
is understood, that the donor is said to have pleased Krishnaraya by his
warlike deeds at Irachchur and Vijayanagar and the date is the cyolie

year Vishaiya, which probably stands for Vrisha, corresponding to
A.D. 1521-22.%

The battle of Raichur was graphically deseribed by Nuniz' and
it is not necessary to repeat the lengthy and descriptive nar.ratlve of
that chronicler. The date of the battle, has almost satisfactorily been
settled by the father of Vijayanagar History, Mr. Sewell, ar'ld .stated
to be the (9-5-1520 A.D. We have already Statec.l that. Numz. is n}:)(;
correct in depicting certain minor facts and especially in stating the
date he erred, as Mr. Sewel] proved.

83 Para 59 of the Epigraphical Report for 1906-07,
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‘The Wild Tribes
Published by Motilal Banar
not mentioned.

in Indian History’ D- B. 4. Seletore:
st Das, Punjab Book Depot, 1935. Price

‘ “The aim of the book” the author writes “ is to. give a short
history of such of the tribes whi

ch so far as the available nformation
about them §s concerned have added 1o the annals of history with special
reference to western and south

of the 18th century A, D.

The Sources from which the work is written are (1) Litera-

ture both Hindu and Buddhist (?) The accounts of Foreign travellers
(8) Traditional accounts and Epigraphioal records. ‘

In writing the first oha
towards the Wild Tribes, the au

show that ‘free friendship exist
rulers.,” Then he shows how
and conciliation because he o
be counted for the internal

pter on the Policy of the Hindu Rulers
thor brings in the evidence of Kteslas to
ed between the wild tribes and the Indian
Koutilya advooated a polioy of protection
onsidered the wild tribes as an element to
peace and external conquest. He then
refers to Sukraniti and the maxims given by that Law giver. Asokan
Ediots and his moral propaganda were dwelt at length to show
that he attempted to uplift the wild tribes. We fail to agree with the
author in his inference that the Andhras were '
. tribes that received the Emperor’'s magnanimou
we have the evidence of Megasthenes to show t
. and civilised race by that time.
Vinayaditya and Krishnadevara

8 treatment, (P.9) for
hem &s a well organised
Then the policy of the Hoyasala king

ya towards the wild tribes was dis-
oussed. The author concludes * The Non-observance of these mnoble

maxims of Krishnadevaraya the Great by his successors had a pro-

found effect on the life of the powerful Medieval Hindu Empire, " P, 19.

In our opinion, the Empire suffered more by dynastio disputes, the ocon-

federacy of Bahamani rulers, and the lack of loyalty among the Nayaks
of the Empire, than by an unwise policy towards the wild tribes.

The history of the Kiratas is dealt with in the Second Chapter.
Prominence is given to the Kiratas because

“interesting details both
in the accounts of foreign travellers and Hindu writers are available”
The original eastern extraction of the Kirgt&s and the probability of

their colonising Himalayas, the Punjab and also the Vindhyan forests
by the 6th cent. A.D. was discussed from the evidences in Markandeya
and Vishgu Puranas, Brihat .8ambhita, Mahabharata ete, Then their
coniribution to India, i.e., by the adddition of new diety to the Hindu

ern India from earliest timgs to the end -

one of the ‘many wild -
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Pantheon in the conception of Chandika, is discussed :t leunig}tll:;i ig
historical times, the author points out, they were Vf nqthis it
Alexander and later by Samudragupta” but the evxde?c:h oa Mo kings
nient seems to us rather slender. From the records.f, o e ngn Hinee
Sivamara I and Dharma Maharaja, he infers thgt in the an:h o e
ancient Karnata kingdom, of the South and the Y\;ecs;, ;oo,a M ) s
had figured. In the 17th ocentury A.. D. the Ksladi dynasty

Mysore rulers had to deal with the Kiratas.

The history of the Sabaras is deal.t wit.h in the ne;t. :l;;p;(:;i
The learned author hints at the probable identity betw;c‘an hau' as an
Sabaras on the evidence and testimony 'of Amaxf'ia dlm ,as some: |
Aietareya Brahmana etc. Then their habitat was geG up 28 some-
where near the Indus in the time of Megasthenes, an . an?erences i
in the age of Ptolemy, and this statement he cor}ﬁrms y re o o
Indian sources like Ramayana, Brihat Samhita, Mark;n ey:ju o
Matsyapurangs. “Under the name Sabar, Saur, Suirs, Savar .

~they inhabit the wild tracts of Damoh, Saugor, Singhbhum, Orissa,

Chota Nagpur, the Ganjam and Vizagapatam dls.tnctls. . Thg}; :}x“:
today a wild nomadic race, wandering over the hills, ivu.lgd "
fruits of the forests and acknowledging the rule (_)f no recognise " s;;
P. 42. Aococording to Cunningham the Parpa Babaris were t e;n mgis
powerful of these wild tribes. The desoription of them by Banpa
Kudambari, and by Brahtham Kavi (circa A.D. 1600) is given.

Their influence on Indian History is to be seen, ifx their aid
being requisitioned in the troublesome times of the foundatlon; ‘::f ::::
Mauryan Empire. The author assumes that the help .rendereb A ythere
wild tribes to Chandragupta was not merely adveatitious, bu i
may have been a common origin between Chandraguytakaz P
Mleccha tribes. This he justifies on the ground that Chm::)i sym. oalle
him Vysala Maurya and ‘Vysala in law codes denotes ;nar;; e t’o and
adds that his selection to the Nanda t.hrona by (?hzneé hyz:,1 ;ragupta e
‘sterner and wilder nature of .th‘e ?riignl:i é:z;zlr;h:i(i}scussez D o

’ o Gupta origin is .
isilz)srulrilriag? ::‘)9 :vhild trx':bes. The Karna’ca.lfa. kingdom was the region
which suffered most by the Sabara depredations.

The Bedars were located primax_-ily in wei;er:s aéx:liﬂ::u:li:::: |
India, though their traditions are met with as n%:" a8 Butler piver,
“The whole of Karpataka, the Tondaimandalam, ynad, nd the north
and south Arcot districts, may be said to k.:e the reglon_s;d ot sulfered
most from the Bedar incursions.” No §eotlon of t;heh w1B . r 'I;Sheir
such infinite trouble to the Hindu kmgdoms as the Bedars.

F9
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depredations increased during the times of the Rashtrakttas and the
Western Chalukyas but the latter chastised them. They as a pro-
gressive people contributed to the strength of the Indian armies.

The last chapter also is an exhaustive one dealing with the
miscellaneous tribes like the Pulindas, Matangas, Pundras, Yakshas,
Kinnaras sto.

Though one may not agree with the author in all his conclusions,
one must accept that the author has contributed a much needed buook
for the History of India. We congratulate the author for this excel-
lent book, which exhibits scholarship and industry, Itis a detailed and
exhaustive study.

We also congratulate the Publishers Messrs Motilal Banarsidas
for the excellent get up of the book and for securing the scholarly
world a thought-prevoking treatise. The notes would have been more
useful had they been added as footnotes.

V.S R.

Archaeology in Gwalior. M. B.Garde, B. 4, Superintendeht
of Archaeology, Gwalior State, ‘

This interesting little book describes in brief, the activities of
the Department of Archaeology in Gwalior since its inception in 1913
by His late Highness Sir Madhava Rao. The book is divided into two
sections and the first part deals with a description of the monu-
mental antiquities, sites of ancient places, Epigraphy, Numismatics,
the excavations, and the conservation work and the second part gives a
brief Directory of important places of archaeological interest in Gwalior

Sj:.ate. This little book is a precursor of theforthcoming Archaeological
Directory of the Gwalior Statoe, ' ‘

Since the department is started it is working very actively

under the able guidance of Mr. Garde who underwent his training under

Sir Marshal. He spared no pains to bring the department to an equal

status, with that of any other state,

S "He des.erves the thanks of all interested in the archaeological
remains of India. We also congratulate the Gwalior State for maintain-
ng their department in an excellent condition.

-Vr S‘ RO
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Some aspects of the Vayu Purana—by V. R. Rumachendra.
Dikshitar, M.A. Publication of the University of Madras.

The Department of Indian History and Archaeology have rightly
begun their publication with a Study of the Vayu Purana. The
Purana is very valuable in our study of the dynasties of the Kali age
and more especially those beginning with the Nandas and Mauryas
and ending with the Imperial Guptas. The period between the exfinoc-
tion of the Andhra Kings and the rise of the Guptas has till now been
designated as a dark period of early Indian History but thanks to the
labours of K. P, Jayaswal utilising the Puranas and Buddhistic works,
we are able to construct a history of the Vakatakas and Bharasivas.
The last word however has not been said on the subject and the views
of Prof. Jayaswal are seriously challenged and oriticised. As we
pointed out with reference to the Bulletin on the Matsya Purana
the bulletin is silent on the historical material in the Vayupurana.
A paragraph on P. 46 gives a categorical list of the dynasties. Their
chronology and the versions given in the various Puranas are scarcely
touched upon. Had the author intended the reservation of the his-
torical study of these Puranas, he should have so prefaced his studies.

As regards the antiquity of the Purana, it is conceded by all
scholars to be & very old if not the oldest Purina. The confusion bet-
ween the Vayaviya Samhita of the Siva Purana has, as observed by
the writer, led to its exclusion from the list given in some Puranas,
But in the inclusion of the Brahmanda in all Puranic lists is inconclu-
sive by itself to establish its priority to the Vayupurana. Pargiter
would even have the original identity of the Vayu and Brahmanda
Puranas but he was only dealing with the chapters on the dynastic lists.
Winternitz points out (Indian Literature=Vol, I-p. 578) that the Brah-
manda is called in the Kurma Purana, the Vayaviya Brahmanda and
that it was an earlier version of the Vayu Purana. This requires fur-
ther consideration.

The extant Vayu Purans is only one half in extent when we
compare the number of Slokas contained in it to the number attributed
to it in the other Puranas. The writer's views as regards the extent to
which it has been tampered with are conflicting (p. 4, 6, 7). In the
chapter on the literature known to the Purana, the author shows its
indebtedness to the Brahmanas, Samhitas, Upanishads, Bhagavad-gita
and Sutras. This is instructive from the literary standpoint but does
not advance the chronology of the Vayu Purana to any considerable
extent, The reference to the word 'Puratan®’ with respect to a Dharma-
sastra does not in our opinion, lead to the theory of Buhler on the
existence of & Manaviya Dharmasastra. In sec. X[ of the work, the
author deals with the factors which fix the date of the Purana and as
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usual many of them do not help us. The refe ' -
torine.s, the absence of the reference to ’Buddhi::::czsr t?]':,}il:isrzo?r d:lfe
Tantrio system and the archaic style lend colour to the view that it
should .h?.ve bqen one of the oldest Puranas in existence. The reference
to Adhisimakrishna does not carry us any further for such an antigquity
us 1100 B.C. cannot be assigned to the Purana. But the references to the
Vayu Pursna in the Mahabharata, Harivamsa and the Harshacharitra
are more positive. The Epic Mahabharata has been assigned in its pre
sent form‘ to the Ist cent. A.D. at'the latest, and the Vayupurana reg:r:
f'ed therein must be of an earlier date. The Harivamsa not only refers
1t.as the author points out but its text ‘agrees in many places literally
with the Yayu Purana.) The astronomical data are inconclusive. We
can onlty in the presnt state of our knowledge, assign the centuries
before the Christian Era to its composition,

Sec. V deals with the Indian Cosmogony and divisions of India
Z:g writer accgpts t.he Philosophical interpretation of the Seven worlds
A 0ceans as given in Purana and rejects their being geographioal divi-
sions pf t!'xe world.- According to this, even the term Jambu Dwipa
occ':urx\ng. In our daily Samkalpa is merely philesophical nomenclature
With th.ls view we cannot agree, It might be, we are not able at pre:
ls,ent to identify .the geographical divisions referred to in our ancient
: ;:kt;' Tl_)e phllosoplixical'interpretation is only an after-thought, The
och; n ;(;:t;on of th.e nine divisions of India and the islands of the Indian
e E .D g)irequlres further research and careful study. Presumably
and oL ouf?n wg.s used by our agcestors a8 a territorial division only
PRI odern sense of an.lslgnd. The identification of Nagu-
ipty Ia gastim;.n and S8aumys is Dot satisfactory.
o n 8. V1, the author has eluborately shown that Yoga doce
:;i!ilte: gﬁ;m;::ttle in the work. The Purana is not purely sgctariaix
tdentioy g o ednufnerous quotations culled by the author as to the
oy Lakuliya.sa an 1 Vishnu, would show. Thae references to Pasupatas
AD. fired by Bv}v)::dd liad usto a later date presumably the lst cent.
has doalt with them in Sec. VILL of thy wene ool 14 the author
_ : . work. Sec.
g::zsp:;:i t?a A:tronomioal.information in the i’lffcﬁn‘:ry'l?::‘ Ii?I?;ilr’:
P ye:ra:sclo b:l,] noted in this connection are the Saptarshi Era,
oo v yoar ¢ ge S{VisfonSgi'a:h ey;:: rcc-m:mencing with the asterism of
'fu}ler treg.tment. The other details asu:oo Lt};:v:;zz:: e'tl;hey refquir;
in all ancient works and are of very little value. We a e'e a::itho:;
avthor that the Purana containg very valusble informa%irbn on ms.n;

matters and the more we study it, *
he I y 1t, ‘the mor i
oulture and civilisation of Anoie;xt India'. are we intraduaed fa the

T K'Rt
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The Matsya Purana—A study by V. R. Ramachendra Dikshitar,
M.A. Publication of the University o‘f Madras.

This bulletin of the Department of Indian History and Archaeo-
logy of the University of Madras is intended to be a companion volume
to Bulletin No. 1. Some aspects of the Vayu Purana by the same
author. Valuable services have been rendered to the public by scholars
like Vans Kennedy, Wilson, Bouruouf, Sir R. G. Bhandarkar, Pargiter,
Smith & others in the investigation of the Purana literature and the
writer though he has not mentioned the names of many of these
pioneers and referred to some only on rare occasions, has yet in many
places adopted the conolusions arrived at by them. Of the Puranas,
the Vayu, and Matsya are very old and of these the Vayu has claimed
precedence. As regards their origin, the Veteran scholar Sir R G.
Bbandarkar has in his ‘Peeps into the Early History of India’ P. 68 &
69 come to the indisputable conclusion that the Puranas, though they
were known to the Upanishads and the Srauta Sutras, assumed their
present form during the Brahmanic revival after the decay of Buddhism
and that they were begun to be recast from about the time'of Wema
Kadphises and through the Gupta period. The traunsition from the
elemental worship of the Vedas to the pantheism and sectarian nature
of the Puranas is in his opinion as also in that of Wilson indicative of

a date later than the composition of the Epics.

All scholars are equally agreed as to the nature of the extant
Puranas that they, as now existing, contain a framework very old, but
with new matter introduced on vvery occasion. The writer in chapter 11
of the work attempted an analysis of the contents of the Matsya Purana
with a view to arrive at the precise date and has fixed the limits bet~
ween 3rd or 4th cent. B.C. and 3rd cent. A. D, This is in consonance
with the views of scholars like Bhandarkar. Orientalists have no
doubt given very late dates for some of the Puranas but.the opinion is
now gaining ground that the Puranas in some shape or. other were in
existence in the beginning of the Christian Era. Vincent Smith would
even assign them to the 4th cent. B.C. on the authority of the Kautilya's
Arthasastra. The reference to the Puranas in the Milinda Panha
Bana’s Harsha Charitra and by Kumarila, Sankara and Ramanuja has
dispelled the erroneous notion of their being modern productions.
Alberuni in 1030 A.D. had before him a list of the eighteen Puranas.

The writer had taken pains to show that the Matsya Purana
was posterior to the Satapatha Brahmana, Panini, Patanjali and

Katyayana. He has tried to prove also that the work was later to thé

Epios and the Sutras and shows clearly in many places acquainfande
with the Epic Literature. This is superfluous a8 no body in the pre-
sent state' of our knowledge -would contend that the Furanas as now
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existing are anterior to the above works. Equally so are the references
to Babhravya, Bharata, Dhanvantari and Yaska of legendary lore
which do not help us in fixing the date of the Purana. Even a work
like the Arthasastra of Kautilya is now chronologically hanging bet-
ween 4th cent B.C. & 4th cent. A.D. It is not clear whether the refer-
ences to Vatsyayana and Katyayana are to be celebrated writers on
Erotics and Grammar. The Natyasastra of Bharata iz not referred to
by name, not even as Bharata Sustra as the writer thinks; the reference
is only to a play enacted by him before the Gods and called Lakshmi-
swayamvaram. . The writer refering to Yati, a son of Nahusha becom-
ing u Vaikhanasa elaborately pastulates the existence of the Vaikha-
nasa in preference to the Pancharatra school. This is farfetched.
Equally nebulous are the so called references to Sukraniti and Linga-
yats. Much of the material indented upon by theauthor in this chapter
is inconclusive. The references to Buddhism and Jainism are equally
valueless bearing in mind the view of Dr. Bhandarkar that the Puranas
were recast after the decay of the above twa religions. The writers'
views that the Bhagavata Purana was a work anterior to the Mataya
or supplementary to it (P. 54-55) will not he acceptable to scholars and
require reconsideration and fuller discussion. As regards the date of
the original Matsya, the writer is inclined to the view that the Purana
was begnn to be composed in the reign of the Paurava king Adhisima-
krishna from the use of the word ‘Sampritam’ in the text and assigns
with Pargiter 850 B.C. as his date. Buton P.48 of his Aspects of
Vayu Purana, ke is inclined to a date earlier than 1110 B.C. The later
work does not give any reasons for departing from the earlier view.

Connected with the date is the light thrown upon the dynasties
of the Kali age in Chap. 271 to 273 of the work. Pargiter's valuable
work on the text of the Vayu, Matsya, Vishnu, Brahmanda and Bhaga-
vata Puranas in relation to these dynasties is available to.us. The
Mastya stops with the enumeration up to Guptas and is oclaimed
as authoritative so far as the list of the Andhra Kings is concerned,
The texts in the various Puranas are conflicting. Pargiter would have
it that these chapters emanated from s socalled Bhavisya Purans, that
originally they were composed in Prakrit, that the Matsya version only
so far as these chapters are concerned is the oldest, and that these
chapters were added to the Puranas on or about the time of the Im-
perial Guptas. His views are disputed. The Bulletin published by the
department of Indian History, is singularly silent about the historical
material contained in the work, This is regrettable, We learn from
Bhandarkar's Early History of Deccin & other works, that the Paura-
nic lists do not contain the names of Andhra kings like Chaturshparna
or Madbariputra. A detailed discussion about the historical material
caontained in these chapters would have been appropriate in this work,

Vol. IX, P. 4] REVIEWS. n

We hope erelong the author would come forward to ﬁn.ish the‘ s:.udy :f
the Purana on its historical side. The view ?f the writer rela mi :)
Yajnah Sri is correct. The reading of the lim? m’preferer.\oe tc: Pargiter’s
should be ‘Nava Vimsati Varshani Yajnadrih Satakarnikah’

In chapter I of the work, the writer cox.lc‘lud?s and .rightliy t}tloc;
that the flood legends of the world had their origin m. India zs.nI : a
the Chaldean and Hebrew accounts were latel: a:doptatxons of thczN n tmri
legends. The contrary view of a semitic origin is taken by \ 1;: :1:
nitz in his Indian literature (P. 210 & 394). W? c:,annot agree wib e
views of Mr. Dikshitar with reference to the origin of Matsya Purakna
and the place of its original compilation. The name Mattlsya; .rlx:a ::
the writer link it with the Matsya tribes of old and trac:e t \?V ribe to
various places in India. This is farfetched. and fantastic. y e Karema
a loss to know what the writer would do with reference tot e (1)11-. : .
Varaha, Vamana and Narasimha Puranas. The S?ut‘h Indian : r}g n
of the Purana is equally inconclusive. The descriptions f’f r: 1gt1'ous
centres like Rameswaram, Srirangam etc. have been from time to 1:19
added to the Puranas to give them legendary importance. The writer
is aware of such interpolations. (Refer his aspects of Vayu' Pura'na’
P.4&5). Winternitz holds a similar opinion (P.575 of his Indlt:a:l
Literature Vol. I). The Dravidas and Konkans have also been treate

with contempt ‘in Ch, XIV as not being eligible for invitation to a
Sraddha feast.

In chapters 111 & IV, the writer feels at home .in giving us a
description of the Polity and Architecture as describ.ed in the tf)’tt:;an:;
Chapters V and VI are important. The one deals with the inde ntehe
of Matsya to Vayu and the other with the differences between th
Tamil version and the Sanskrit original. .

The writer traces the evolutionary process .of humar.r . dev:igp;
ment in dealing with the theory of incarnation. His compfu‘lsxon ss:d
with Ramsa and the Avatars of Krishna, Buddha anq Kalki are pal,1 "
over without comment. The astronomical matter m.the Pu;a.na.kon?n
to have been given a fuller treatment. The Saptarshi Erado :'iec tod iﬁ
is referred to Ch. 273. This is the most important method adop :ﬁon
Ancient Indian Chronology and deserves more than 3 ;nez: Sgnef the.
Readers interested might refer with advantage Ph:d , b9 e .;’ e
Appendices to the translation of the Purana published by
office.

A few errors occur in the work but thgse do not really n;‘”fr
the value of the author’s work. The author’s view repeated gron}m ;s
Hindu Polity that the word Vakovakya means @he la.pguage 0 an; a‘s‘u
is not supported by authority. The author is ‘aware of the contrary
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opinion of Dr. Keith. The expression is referred to in Chandogya
Upanishad (VII—1.2) and Sankara clearly comments on it a8
‘Tﬁ?ﬁﬁq JFATE’ thereby specifying that the expression could mean
only logioc. We are sure however that the author has taken pains to
furnish us some information as regards the contents of the Matsya

Purana and are confident that the book 'will be studied with interest by
Scholars of Ancient Indian History. '

K.R.

Studies in Dravidian Philology by X, Ramakrishniah, M. A.,
Oriental Research Institute, University of Madras. Price Rs.2/- or 3 Sh.

The work is No. A of tbe Telugu Department publications of
the Oriental Reseach Institute and is intended in the suthor's own
words ‘to carry on the comparitive study of the Dravidian Languages
from where Dr. Caldwell has left it’. It consists of four chapters
. i. The Dravidian Problem. ii. The Verbal Inflexion. iii. The Nominal
Inflexion. iv. Derivatives. A tabulated list of the cammon roq}
material of the Dravidian Languages is given as an appendix.

- Towards the end of Ch. I, the writer comes to the conclusion
that the Dravidian family of languages furnishes us with substantial
evidence in favour of the root theory of the origin of languages. The
other chapters of the work are merely illusirative of this theory. The
writer admits that this is a subjest of hot éentroversy among the Philo-
logists. From time to time various theoriés including the Bow-Wow
and Ding-Dong have been propounded by the philologists to explain the
origin of language but only to find later that the theories offered a
partial explanation thereof, With reference to grammatical construo-
tion, languages are divided into i. Isolative (Chinese etc.) ii. Intromuta-
tive (Semitic) iii. Agglutinative. To these Sweet would add the
incorporating as a fourth division leaving out the intromutative and
having the inflexional instead. The Indo-European languages have
now become inflexional while the Scythian are agglutinative. The
Dravidian languages are said to be in their origin purely agglutinative
but have in course of time become semi-inflexional. This theory of
transition from one stage to another is not approved by some philologits:

The writer has followed in the footsteps of Caldwell so far as
the classification and Origin of the Dravidian languages are concerned.
Many controversial questions are dealt with in the chapter on the
Dravidian Problem and a long discussion is entered upon as to the
Aryanisation of India and the mutual indebtedness of the Indo-aryan
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and the Dravidian tongues. The views of Grierson, Bhandarkar,

Chatterji, Woolner and others are incidentally referred to. Philologists
agree in treating the Dravidian Languages as belonging to one family

but differ as to their relation to other groups. Dr. Caldwell inclines to

their Scythian origin meaning by the word Soythian, the Turkish,

Finnish, Mongolian and Tungusian families. His views are disputed

and Grierson opines in his Linguistic Survey that the selection of the

word Scythian is an unhappy one and concludes that the Dravidian

Languages form an isolated family and the attempts to connect them

with the Indo-European on the one hand or other linguistic families on

the other is now generally regarded as a failure. Equally controver-"
sial is the question whether the Dravidians are the original inhabitants

of India (autochthones) or in their turn migrated from another land |
though the faot of the Brahui dialeots approximating the Dravidian,
might lend support to the immigration theory.

The writer's views on the origin of the Prakrit tongues deserves
a little reconsideration. (P.10). The Prakrits are considered to be the
later modifiations of the Sanskrit language owing to the contact of thé
Aryan immigrants with the indigenous Dravidian races. That the
one influenoed the other can be clearly seen from the Indo-aryanisms
of the Dravidian tongues and the Dravidian element in the Indo-aryan
languages. The very terms Prakrit and Sanskrit (Samskrita) might
lead us to infer that the former corresponded to the colloquial and the
latter to the literary or the cultivated tongue of the Aryans. That
Sanskrit or a language approaching the Pahinian was the spoken
language in the Vedic and the Sutra periods is conceded by many
scholars. This underwent many changes till Panini and Patanjali by
their works delimited its growth and fixed the correct forms of usage-
The prakrits are the modifications of the ocolloquisl dialest of the
Aryans which underwent various changes owing to elimatic and other
causes. The words ‘Sauraseni, Maharashtri, Dravidi ete. with refer-
ence to these Prakrits point to their being provinoial modifieations of
the original colloquial tongue. The consideration of each of the Pra-
krits as a provincially Dravidianised Aryan speech by the Non-Aryan
races is, we are afraid, not taking a correct perspective of the Prakiit
Problem. Ithasto be admitted however that contact with foreign
races is one of the many important factors which lead to the formation
of different dialects.

We agree with the writer that the Dravidian Languages were
subjected to Aryan influence and that Telugu, Canarese and later
Malayalam have imbibed a huge proposition of Sanskrit and Prakrit.
words. The influence is least on the Tamil language. The writer's
opinion that the Telugu and Canarese Grammarisns favoured tha
Sanskritic origin of the Dravidian tongues is not quite accurate (P.36).

F10
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They were well aware of the Desya and Gramya elements in their
tongues and never allude to these elements as being Sanskritic in their
origin. The Sanskrit language was held in veneration. The Telugu
grammarians even composed their sutras in that language. The huge
vocabulary engrafted into the Dravidian tongues led them to regard
sanskrit as a parent language but they were well aware of the indi-
genous element therein. The view of Dr. C. Narayanarao that the
Dravidian Languages are derived from Prakrit is now refuted by the
majority of those interested in Dravidian Philology.

The author in chapters 11 & III of the work tried to show how
" ‘the root language of the primitive Dravidian gradually developed
through the stage of aggultination to the Semi-inflectional cultivated
South Indian languages of the present day’ 1Inso doing, he criticises
Caldwell (P. 60) for not taking the evidence of the colloquial dialects
of the Dravidian languages for the purpose of comparison. Dr. Cald-
well is explicit in his views and rightly rejects the evidenco of the
colloquial dialects in the realm of Philology (P. 80 & 8t). Though
there might be old forms prevalent in the colloquial dialects, yet no
argument in favour of the antiquity of any particular form can be
founded merely on the facts of its existence in the colloquial dialeots.
Even Grierson who for the purpose of his Linguistic Survey had to
use only the colloquial dialects, says that ‘the Literary dialects usually
represent a stage of development older than the colloquial forms.’
Unless a thorough investigation is made, it will not be possible to fix the
relative antiquity of the forms in the colloquial tongues,

As to verbal inflexions, forms ending in gu, chu, sru or inru
stc. are, as the writer says, only modified forms of independent words
like agu, inchu, iru and other verbs. But his views about the past sign
of inflexion require reconsideration —Caldwell expressed the view that
either { or sometimes d or ¢ are the sigus of inflexion in the past tense.
The writer by a process of synthesis has arrived at ‘itw’ as the sign of
the past and assumes that the signs ; or ¢tu are lost in some of the forms.
The inflexion is stated to be taken from the verb 7—to give. The theory
is ingenious. Though Dr. Caldwell in his work inclined to the original
agglutinative nature of the Dravidian languages, he had to be content
in some cases with the inflexions or postpositions as they are without
suggesting the word which gave rise to the inflexion. He also consi-
dered that the true sign of the past is ¢ or du and that i was originally
a vowel of conjunction employed for euphonically conneoting the
verbal theme and the true sign of the past (P.508). Many resemblances
of this sign to the corresponding signs in Indo-European and Seythian
languages are shown by him. We are not able to understand how the
author could add ¢u to the root s =to give, so as to give rise to the sign
of inflexion and how he consider ifu as a form of the root ¢ =to give.
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The writer also takes %t and ku as the Dative termination in
Telugu, following Caldwell, Grierson and others. Of these Grierson was
considering only the colloquial dialect in his Linguistic Survey. The
writer is also aware that the Telugu grammarians from Nannaya
downwards have taken only ‘koraku’ and ‘kayi’ as the Dative and ki,
ku as the Genetive terminations. A footnote to that effect is added on
P. 86. No explanation is given as to why the Telugu grammarians
are disregarded. If evidently the termination ‘ku’ of koraku alone is
considered as ‘kora’ has an indspendent meaning purposs, ki was and
could not have been regarded as a Dative termination. The gramma-
rians however agree that the genitive can bs used to give a Dative
significance but this would not render the genitive sufixes Dative. .

In the cha‘pter'on Derivatives, the writer mentions that words
like Nugda, Nude, Nugu, Pigi, Nadu, Bigi, etc. are common roots in
Telugu, Canarese and Tamil. Such words are never regarded as roots
in Telugu. The roots are invariably modified as Nadachu, Naduvu ete.
'Independent use of words as For, Min, K@y is also wanting without the
the addition of appropriate vowels.

The writer finally concludes that in the Dravidian group of
languages, the words have developed on the principle of root of agglu-
tination from the originally primary roots and thinks that the same
may be said of the other langunages of the world as all of them must
have developed from the root stage by some method or other (‘P -130).
The root theory is now tuken as a workable hypothesis in Phllolo?y
but the development theory connected therewith is regarded by some as
unproved and unprovable’. They consider that the lang.uag.e starts
with a sentence and not with isolated words and that for scientific pu?-
Doses the root period is the best representative of an early s,s.’nthemc
stage in the development of the language. They even consider the
view that the roots so arrived at could ever have oons.tituteda'.real
language to be ‘mistaken and existing only in the reflective bral.n of
a modern scholar’. There are on the other hand scholars like Whitney
who have held that the development of language was from the isolated
word stage into sentences and that the primitive condition of languages

was the root stage which developed gradually into those working on a
richly inflective basis. But even Whitney in his Life and Growth of .
Language' had to admit that ‘The firm foundation of the theory of roots
lies in its logical necessity as an inference from the dactrine of the
historical growth of grammatical apparatus. Itisto be noticed further
that the question of roots as the historical beginnings of a language. is
quite distinet from that of the origin of language. The one is hngu113~
tic, the other is partly anthropological’. The writer in his zqa.l would
have the root theory of the origin of languages. His attempt is a laud-
able one though we may not see eye to eye with hnp _in his explanation
of some of the inflexions as now existing in the Dravidian Languages.

K. R,
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Vishnumaya Natakam. Edited by K. Ramakrishna Kavi, M.A. Univer-
sity of Madras, Telugu Department publications, No 3. Price Rs.2-8-0.

Vishnu Maya Natakam by Chintalapudi Yellans alias Radha
Madhava of the times of Krishna Devaraya comes as a happy surprise
to the Telugu reading public. The only defect of the poem from an
artistic point of view is the predominance of the philosophic element.
However, passages of exceptional poetic merit are not wanting. As
has been pointed out in the introduction to the publication, there is a
unity of theme in the poem which is not to be found in many of the
acknowledged classics among the Prabhandhas. Further this Pra-
bhandha stands far above others including Manucharitram and Parija-
tapaharanam in that the story sustains the interest of the reader from
beginning to end. The presentation is clear and dramatic. The
best feature of the book however is its style. Many of the Pra-
bhandhas that we read are famous for their felicitous flow and sweet
diction but they are often haunted by a swooning efiminacy and to
this charge even the leading classios are not exceptions. Furthér the
prose pieces in them are more often than not unreadable. But the
present poet combined in his style sweetness with vigour and simplicity.
In this respect he may be classed along with the poets, who immedi-
ately succeeded Tikkanna, Kethana, Marana and Manchana, The
theme of this Prabhandha is quite similar to that of Pothana's Bhaga-
vata. But though this poet has none of the lyrical grandeur and over-
Powering emotion of Pothana, he wields a style which is less ornate
and more simple and ‘dignified thau that of the celebrated Saint-poet.
Perhaps after Thikkanna and Nannaya Anantamatys the author of
Bhojarajiyam in his enly superior in style. In bringing out this book
Mr. K. Ramakrishnayya has done a distinot service to our literature
and so far he deserves our congratulations,

Tn this doBnection we feel called upon to offer a suggestion to
our friends of the Telugu Department. We have reasons to apprehend
that like the Andhra Sahitya Parishat the Telugu Department of the
University also is going to make manusoript editing its mainstay. No
doubt there may be ocoasional surprises here and there just like the
Prabhandha under review. But there are higher duties which olaim the
attention of such men as Messrs Ramakrishnayya and Lakshmikantham.
Our clagsics are suffering for want of brilliant and aesthetic oriticism-
If Telugu is to be rescued from the clutches of dry-as-dust grammarians
and dilettante pedants it is high time that we bring out its aesthetio glory-

Will the Telugu Departments of the Madras and Andhra Universities
respond to this call of higher duty ? '

N.B

NOTE

——

Mr. K. P. Jayaswal on the Mekalas and the Andhras.
V. APPA RAO, B.A, B.L.

I

The Puranas mention a dynasty of_ Kings who ruleds 0811911;021;:

Mekala rogions for sevonty Y;&rs’.k 'lrhe nlgz kgéa r:xz‘lll?lt?i’n:' a‘which has
sala. The famous Maikal ra )
tg(;::: t%g x?a,me of Mékala Suta to the river N a.rmfada,t :‘ng::tx]),;;llhz?
also given its name to the sl;xrroum:ti:;% cic;ugifsryt-h eAG::; h \?indhya Sakti
“Kilu Kila" kings, ,

;l’lrectv(;'l;fz:xd his four sons, various subordir}a‘ie dynastle; Euolju;za;;:
Bahlikds, Nabhiras, Mahishas, Pusyamstras, fi’atzf?;d'afs‘;r varying
Kosalas, NaishadGs and the Najas, sprang up and I ly in Vayu and
periods! These dynasties have been recorded mat: y L abons these
Brahminga puragas. The Matsys does not record a aThe Bhagavata
kings, The Vishpu purapa version of them }s scrappY-'t iosts. thom
also does not mention many of these dynasties. I":arg‘;’:r arg now obs
under the heading ‘Dynasties of the 3rd oent.. AD " exi;;ting
taining evidence that these dynasties were historically '

The text of the Purapas regarding Meékalas is as follows:
I |
“ MekalGyam nrpah Sapta bhaviwanuhq Saptatim.

We learn from the above that in the Mskala country, there
would be seven kings ruling for seventy years. .
‘The Vishpu Purapa also corroborates the above statement by

sayin, .
vie Mekalds ca sapta kosalayam tu

nav = aiva bhiapatayo bhavisyanti:

“There will be seven kings of M3kala.” But the period for, vjhich
they ruled has not been recorded.*-

1 Dynasties of the Kali Age: Pargiter; pages 50-51,
2 Dynasties of the Kali Age: page 50 ff.

3 Ibid. page 51, line § 4 Ibid, page 57, footnote 16, = - |
. pa . .
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Some manuscripts of Vishpu Purapa seem to have omitted to
mention the name Makalah before the word Sapta and the word Sapta
then has been tacked on with the rest of the line as;

Sapta Kosalayantu Nav=aipq bhupatayd bhavisyants:

. “In Sapta Kosala, there will be nine kings"' Though there is
great confusion of readings it is olear, on a comparison that the
Proper text is:

Mekalasca sapta. kosaldyGmiu nay = asva bhipatayd bhavishyanti:
Only this text agrees with that of Vayu and Brahmanda which
y state that in the M&kala will be Seven generations of kings.
Mr. K. P. Jayaswal
Bharasivas and other dyn
AD.and 350 AD*

clear]

, in his brilliant study of the V&katakas,
asties that flourished in India between 150
states about these Makalas as follows:

“Out of the four provincial dynasties, the dynasty of Makala is
expressly called in the Vayu ‘a dynasty of the descendents’ of the
Vindhyakas':

Mekalayam nyipah Sapta dhavishy mitha Saniatih:

These subordinate kings of M3kala who were seven in number
are desc_ribed by Bhagavata and several copies of the Vishpu as the
Seven Andhras i.e. the Seven kings of the Andhra country. The Pro-

vince of Métkala evidently extended from the south of the present
Maikal Range in a straight line covering the modern State of Bastar
wherein begins the Andhra country..........It is sufficient to notice here
that the Vindhyakas were rulers of Andhra Dei, thut their Province of

Mekala, included Andhra and that o branch line of the family was esta-

blished there as a feudatory Samily who ruled for seven successions.
The ruling families of the other three dynasties came under the descri-
ption of ‘the dynasties of relations by marriage’.’ (vasvahikal). Again

Mr. Jayaswal says “In Mskala there flourished seve rulers in seventy
years".® ‘

A close study of these two and

other passages bearing on this
subject of Mr. Jayaswal will bring out the following points:

(1) The Mégkala country was a Vakataka province ruled by one
of the sons of Pravara Séna.

(2) The Makala included the Andhra Provines which was also a
Vakataka Province :

3 See Vishpu Purapa:‘Translatin by Manmathanatha Dutt:—_I:gc 309-310,
6 Jr.BORS, Vol. XIX, Parts 1 &2,

7 JeBORS. Vol XIX, Parts 1 & 2 pages 84-85. ‘The italics are ours. Ed,
8 Ibid, Page 87

‘ 79
Vol. IX, P. 4] NOTE-

(3) The Mtkalas were seven generations of kings.
(4) The seven generations ruled for seventy years.

. adings
Foc sl o propsions M Jarsswil (s om0 e
s, the vari :
of the Puranic texts. In many cases, il . edley. He selects
- . | It is a curious m .
i , to service. The resu A" clusion
in one oomtont one rending and in O s from . soholat of tho
s expec
the contrary reading. e ths tus when
';;1:)250?8;&?5"] ayaswal application of sound critical appara
dealing with these texts in the Puranas.

i he text
Taking up the first proposition, Mr. Jayaswal rehte;?pon the text, |
Mekalayam nrpGh sapta Bhavishyan ttha ‘Santa ihi

. ‘ " support his-

This reading has been sccepted by Mr. M&i:: llvfgk:lappregion& |

theory that the ‘Santati’ of Pravira ruled_ °_Ve; the Kali Age page 57

The authority quoted. is Pargiter'leYﬂta st:: 2: follows in a footnote

i ference to this he also stab 4 ority of the

fr? ?alg: SY:)tfhhl;Z f)ozk. “This is the reading \;\;1'1:::0,2];)}(;215 (VP &
manﬁsoripts and in all the copies consulted by W1

; i ningless.”
PD. 214-215) The variant sattamal is & corruption and is meaning :

- : 3 hich
Mr. Jayaswal is not unaware of another rea,g mif (:ﬁte(;t:ifznwof it
has been ;oces;ted by Mr. Pargiter, §:°;13,h }ﬁ;;:l:sthere ruled seven
n - R "
here. £ tates at page 87 nat 17 ‘this also is evi-
r:;':rs fI:): ::v:::l;l ey:ars. The authc‘)ll)'ltyarglcl%iex:: f)ofr g:;s Dvnsties of
foré,@amely Purani i lusion is
f;zt}gat?lsga:}‘:::ebglo footnote 17. He ?.dds hth&g :E;im‘:g:.c u
arrived at by ‘taking the reading Saptatih’ of the Br

ich- he

. Jayaswal in the way in whlqh..

We are unab{e:i(:niou%}vivtx: the};eading Saptatim otxt'l th:a I;:a;i;;g ‘

lgyas dra_'Wf‘ his 00“?1 l(lgorr e'ct, Both canno? be at one a‘r:id Mre Jayaswat'-s‘
o and coreest. | If the reading Santaii be accepte ; 'for .
oo o corre‘ct. ing’ of Pravira ruling over Mékail a for saventy
Ay ofIff,sptrhegreading Saptats is tak.en his t ef(; ‘yBut Sons
yefus falls 2 ﬂ!.d overnors over conguered provmc.es goeso r.eat af oari
oo B gJ aswal accepts both, and bullds'.up % o
OH'SIY enougthr.dazzon. We cannot accept the readt;g antall, e
Wl'thout P the cor ect reading, as suggested by Mr. . largomh,mﬁon Iy
g‘lln‘k tt?:txsh:oio‘;zntati, and submit tl;at ll:hea:irzp;:;a;s Ao o
(okals ur X n ther
hana b{ Ptrz;’:::l; Bsa;(s)tths:tm:;;?egevei ge‘m:rationa 'of Mékq}a klggs

x .
E:ﬁgi:i::d (:m]y after the Vindhyaka dynasty )

Texts of: page 50 *Viadbya Kanam Kl tite..

9 Dynasties of the Kali Age: Puranic
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II

DID THE PROVINCE OF MAEKALA INCLUDE THE
PROVINCE OF ANDHRA ?

We have not been referred to any authority for the proposition

;}.xat the branch of the Vindhyaka dynasty which ruled M?I:kala were
ings of AndhradSsa also. He infers this from the fact that some

copies of Vishpu Purana contain the words Supl@ndrah or Andrah in
3‘: lpdl“e of Supta in the line desoribing Mokalds® Then the line
3 gh _l‘ead as M.elcalayam nripdh saptandrale or Mekalayam nripdh
ndhrdh. These lines would then have to be interpreted as meaning

that the A_ndhras ruled the Mgkala country for seventy years, and not
;‘S the Mekal.a_‘rulgrs ruled the AndhrG@ country for seventy years.
he word ‘Nrip@h Andhrah’ refers to the Andhrs kings whereas the

‘ Hare " N .
word “Mékalayam” only -indicates the country. Moreaver the word -

¢ 7 y

Am-i_hra has to be given the same meaning, as was given to it in all the
Puraqas in the provious lines and it does not stand to reason to 88y
that it would mean ‘Vakataka kings ruling over Andhrg country'
Mr. Jayaswal further says that the Bhagavata aleo supports the same
conclusion.” The line referred to is this: —

‘Ekakala imé bhipa Saptindhrd sapta kousaldh.

This line ocours in the Bhagavata, after the desoription of
Pushpamitra and Durmitra.” In that context it does not state nor hint
that it is dealing with the M&kalas, As a maWer of faot, the Bhuga-
vata is silent about the M&kalus and KOsalas generally. We believe
that some lines have been lost in this context in the Bhagavata. We
have explsined elsewhers” that 'this line refers to the ‘Sriparvatiya
Andhrds’ who we‘re ruling the Andhra country in the 3rd cent. A.D
?.nq states that ‘the Saptakvsalds’ were contemporaneous with the
Sriparvattyas’. It is our painful duty here to point out that Mr. Jaya~
swal _has made a great mess of the various readings and twisted them
to suit the.one purpose of glorifying the Vakatakas as an Imperial
North Indian race. Mr. Jayaswal further states* that the *History of

the Andhra.........fully corroborates, the period.” Letus examine this
statement.

10 Dy. K. A. page 51, fn. 16,
11 Dy. K.A, page 51, fn. 16, .
12 We have used the Kumbhakonam edition of the Bh
e as e Bhagavata Skhanda 12. Chap 1.
13 JAHRS. Vol IX, part 3, page 48,
14 ].B,O.RS, Vol XIX, page 87.

Vol IX, P. 4] NOTE: 8l
111

WHO WERE THE SUCCESSORS OF THE SATAVAHANAS
IN THE ANDHRA COUNTRY ?

Mr. Jayaswal does not state when the Andhra kingdom became
a Vakataka Province, nor are we referred to any authorities to show
that there was a conquest of the Andhra Province during the time of
Vindhyosakti or Pravira. We have got only the statement that one of
the sons of Pravira ruled over the Andhrd country as a sub-king.
The date given by Mr. Jayaswal to Pravira is 294-344 A.D. Even sup-
posing that the sons of Pravira were ruling as sub-kings during the
1st quarter of the 4th century A.D., wedo not find any trace of any

. kind of Vakataka dominion in the Andhra country during this period.

According to Mr. Jayaswal the Jkshvakis ruled over the Andhra coun-
tey till about 260 A. D.* After their downfall the Andhra country
broke into a number of independent though small kingdoms. The -
Allahabad Pillar inscription of Samudragupta (¢ 350 A.D.) mentions a
number of these rulers, holding sway on the east coast. In Véngi the
Salankdyants were ruling. Their chronology is now ly fixed at-
least from the time of Davavarman.'® (c. 335 SD:) w ave
preceded Hastivarman mentioned in the Allahs! Pillar..J}sqripiion:
Then there were the kings of Ava or Avamuktafuling over %3 -
try round about Masulipatam. This is the gountry known also ¥ .the
name ‘Prithudaka’. The Brihatpalayanas Yuled in this country diring
the 3rd cent. A.D." The southern Andhrd coimty, at this time was
in the hands of the Pallavas who were thhyuling froni‘h.k‘ada.
There were the Anandagotra kings ruling imjthe Guntur regions. hen
when and where did the Vakatakas rule in A g count;

.

The whole theory of Vakataka conquest aountry is
not supported by any evidence whatever and when e ned oritically
tumbles down. Laterly it was Hariséna that boasted of having ocon-
quered the Andhra country.® The Vishnukundins who were ruling the
Andhra country then, were allied to the Vakatakas by ties of marriage
relationship and were quite independent kings.” Madhavavarma per-
formed eleven Advamddha sacrifices which was at least a sure sign.of

15 Ibid w  Dage 177,

16 Journal of the Department of Letters, Calcutta University,
17 J.AHRS. Vol. 7, page 170.

18 Ep. Ind. Vol. XX, page 241, No. 1712,

19 Ep. Ind. Vol. IV, P. 193 ft.

Vol. XXVI page 62.
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sovereignty.® HEven apart from that there is not even a sorap of evi-
dence in the Andhra country proper of any occupation of the country
by the Vakatakss. In our opinion the Andhra rulers of the 3rd to 6th
centuries A. D. were never subdued by the Vakatakas nor any Oﬂ_‘e"
power outside the boundaries of the Andhra country. In conclusion
we point out that neither the Mskala country nor the Andhra country
was under the rule of Vindhyasakti, his sons or grandsons. The
purdnas on the other hand are explict on the point by saying that the

Bahlikas and other dynasties rose into prominence after the fall of
the Vindhyaka Kula.”

20 Ep. Ind, Vol. XVII, No, 20, P, 334

2 Vendhyokanam kulz tite nepd vas Bahlskis trayah
Supratiko Nabhiras ca sama bhoksyanti irimsatim,
éakyamc‘m =Gbhavad raja MahiginGm mahipatih
Pushyamitra bhavisyanti Patumiiras trayodasa
Mekalayam nepahk sapta bhavisyant-tha saptaiim
Koialayam tu rdjano bhavisyanti mahabaldah
Megha ité Samakhyata buddhimanto nav = aivaty
Naisadhah Parthivah sarve bhavisyanty a-manuksayat ;

Dynasties of the Kali Age: P, 51
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