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I;>mnbal in the Dhtw,aQ c1istrict and assignec1 for its support 
Rnd for the ma.intenance 'of another 1Jiluira at Lokkigu'.Hj.i, the modern 

a field and a certain amount of money to be raised by 
voluntary taxation.1 In S'aka 1032 the S'il&hara chief of Kolhapnr 
constructed a large tank and placed on its margin an idol of Bnddha 
along with those of S'iva and Arhat, and assigned buds for their 
support? J ainism ceased in this period to be the conquering reli­
gion that it was, and about the end received an effectual check by 
the rise of the LingfLyata sect. This new crped spread widely among 
the trading classes, which before were the chief supporters of 
Jaillism. There is a tradition in some parts of the country that 
some of the existing temples contained J aina idols at one time 
and that afterwards they were thrown out and Brahmal?ic' ones 

instead. This points to a change of feeling with reference 
to Jainism, the origin of which must be referred to this period. 

The worship the Puralfic gods flourished; and during this 
period the endeavours of the Brahmal)s and their adherents were 
for the first time directed towards reducing the civil and religions 
law to a system, or towards its codification, as it might be called. 
The texts or precepts on the subject were scattered in a great 
many Smritis and Puralfas; and often there were apparent in­
consistencies and the law was doubtful. Nibandhas or digests, of 
which we have now so many, began to be written in this period, but 
the form which they first took, and which even now is one of the 
recognized forms, was that of commentaries on Smritis. Bhoja of 
Dhara, who be10ngs to the first part of this period, must ha,e written 
a treatise on the subject, since under the name of Dharesvara he 
is referred to by Vijiianes,ara in his work. He was followed by 
Vijiianeiivara, who, as we have seen, lived at Kulyalfa in the reigu 
of Vikramaditya II. Apararka., another commentator on Yajiiaval­
kya, who calls his work u nibandha on the Dlwr1nasastm or institute", 
of Yajiiavalkya, was a prince of the Silah:ha family of northern 
Konkan and was on the throne in S' aka 11 09 (A. D. 1 I 87) and in 
the cyclic year Parabhrwa.3 Or, if he was the earlier prince of that 
name, he must have flourished about fifty years before. This 
movement was continued in the next or thirteenth century by 
Hemadri, and by Sayalfa in the fourteenth. 

1 Ind. Ant., Vol. X., p. 185. 
2 Jour. B. B. R. A. S., Vol. XIII., p. 4, and infra, Section XVI. 
3 .Jour. B. B. R. A. S., Vol. XU., pp. 334·335. 
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Genealo!JY of the Olullu1cya family between Vijayaditylt and Taiiap' 
as given in the Miraj grant 0/ Jayasimha datcd S'aka !l46. 

I 
"il,r~ia.djt.\'a I J. 

IUrtH'arman II. 

VijayILditya. 
I 

I 
Another 80n. 

I 
Ktrtit'lLnnan. 

I 
Tailapa. 

I 
nkranYWit.ra, 

Ayyana, marritd 
the daughter 
of Krishna. 

I 
Vikrllma.di,tya. 

manied BomthA­
d~,1 the da.ughter 

of Lakshma.nll, 
king of ChedL 

I 
Tailapa. 

Genealogy of o,c hIler eM/lIkyo,. 

1. TAILAPJ. l. 

2. SATY~S'RATA, 
Irivibhujanga. 

(
S'a.ka 895.919,) 
A. D. 973·997. 

I 

I 
OM av~rman . 

.--_1 __ -
(

S'aks. 919'd.30,) 
A. D. 991-1008. 

, I • 1 
~. YIK)l.AMADIT'iA I. 4. JUASIMUA. Jo.Ka.dE"karualla J. 

I 

( s aka 930·940. ) (S'ak& 940-962. ) 
A. D. 1008·1018. A. D. 1018·1040, 

I 
5. SOYU'VARA I., Ahavamalla, 
'ImilokJ:\nH~lIa I. ,S'llks. 96l·9gl. ) 

\A. D. l04Q·IOtil.l. 

I 
I, "'--I. 

6. SO!dEe'U.RA II., Bbm·annika· 
malla. (S'aka. 901.99!. ) 

A. D. 1069·1016. 

7. \'IKRA!tIADITYA II., 
Tribhurauamalh. (S'aka 998.1048.) 

A. D. 1070·1126. 

JaYMlmha. 

I 
{I. JAOADEKAMALLA If. 

(
S'aka 1060.1072.) 
A. D. 1138·1150, 

I 
B. 80llRR'YARA III., Bho.loka· 

mall". (S'aka,1?IB.I0tlO.) 
A. D. 1126-1138. 

I 
I 

]0. TAIL.o\PA H., Nurmadi 
Taila, Trll.ilokyamalla. Ii. 

(
S'aka 1072.1087?) 

• A.. D. 1150-1165. 
I 

11. SOllF.S',·,ARA IV. 

(
S'aks. 1104-1111 1) 
A, D, 1182.1189. 
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SECTION XIV. 

1'IiE YADAVAS of,DEVAGIIU. 

Early InS/Dry of the Fa?!!]! y. 

The genealogy of the Y£idavas is given in the introdnction to the 
VratakhaJ~cJa attributed to or composed by Hemiildri who was a 
minister of l\Iaharleva, one of the lator princes of the dynasty. Some 
of the manuscripts of the work, however, do not coutain it, and in 
others it begins with Bhillama, as it was he who acquired supreme 
power and raised the dynasty to importance. Ot.hers agaiu contain 
an account of the family from the very beginning, the first person 
mentioned being the .Moon who was churned out of the milky 
ocea~ From the Moon the genealogy is carried down throngh aU 
the PuriilJ.lic or legendary ancestors to .l\:fahadeva. But it is not 
difficult from the ao;count itself to determine where tho legend ends 
and history begins. Besides, the names of most of tl18 historical 
predecessors of Bhillarna agree with those occurring in the copper­
plate grant translated by PaJ}<:\it Bhagvanlfd Inc1raji.I He con­
sidered the Yiildava dynasty mentioned in his grant to be different 
from that of Devagiri and called it "A New Yadava Dynasty," as, 
of course, in the absence of tho information I now publish, he was 
justified in doing. But it is now perfectly clear that the princes 
mentioned in the grant were the ancestors of the Devagiri Yil,dava~. 
The following early history of the family is based on the accoun t 
I'i ven in the VratakhaJ.l~la2 and on the grant pulJli8118d by tho 
Palf(Jit. 'I'he latter, however, brings down the genealogy only to 
Scul.ll1chanc1ra II. who was on the throne in 991 S'aka or 1069 A. D., 

and omits the names of some of the intermediate princes . 
• 

Subil,hu who belonged to the Yil,dava race was a universal 
sovereign. He had four son~ among whom ho divided the whole 
earth ruled over by him. 'rho second son D,i(Jhaprahara" became 

1 Ind. Ant, Vol. XII, p. 119 et srI]. 
;2 The edition of the Vratakhan..-la in the Bibliotheca Indica contains neither of 

these two very valuable and important Pi·((,¥U.~'li8. I have therefore had recourse to 
manuscripts. There is one manuscript ollly ill the Government collections deposited 
in the Library of the Dekkan Cullege a1l<.1 that is No. 234 of Collection A. of 1881-82 
which was made by me. It contains the shorter Prasasti beginning with the reign 
of Bhillama. There is another copy in the collection belonging to the old Sanskrit 
College of Poona, which contains the longer Prasasti. Unfortunately, however, 
the third and fourth leaves of the mannscript are missing; and the second ends 
with Para.mmaueva the successor of SelU~::H.;)w.ndra II., while the fifth be¥ins with 
some of the last stanzas of the introduction referring to Hemadri and his works. 
The valuable portion therefore was in lean~s ;) and 4; but tha.t is irretricYJ hly. lo~t. 
I therefore emleavoured to procure copi(;'s from the private collections in the cIty of 
PODna and obtained one from Kh<.lsgivrUe's Iil rary. It contains the shorter Prasasti 
only. My learned friend Gangildhar S·,\stri ])atiirprocured another. In it the two, 
the shorter one and the longer. arc jllmllled tngcther. Thereare ill the commence~ 
ment the first se\'cntccn stanzas of the shorter awl then the longer one begins; 
and after that is over, we have the rCIlulining sbmzas of the shorter. This is the 
only manuscript of the four now hdore me which conta.ins the whole of the longer 
Pra~asti, au(l the information it gives ahollt the later princes of the dynasty known 
to us from the iH~criptions is aiH0 vahlalilc aml new, hut the manuscript is ex­
tremely inNJlITCt.. I thcl'efOl'C cilused;\ s(:-li'{'h for other copies to he mad~ at Nftsik, 
Kolhhpur, :Illrl Ahmedabaa; hut nOlle was :1\'aiLlhlc at those places. I gIve the twn_ 
Pr:tsastif.; ill Appclldi'\- C. 

3 He j, eallccl ll~i')hapraharl (nolll. ,ins.) ill the oISS. ; ,tanza 20, Appendix C. I. 

Au thoritie •• 
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founder of the 

family. 
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king in the south or Dekkan. The Yadavas, it is stated, were a.~ first 
lords of llIathura, then from the time of Krisht;ta they became sov­
ereigns of Dvaravati or Dvaraka, and came to be rulers of tho south 
from the time of the son of Subahu, viz., DriQhaprahara. His capital 
was s'rinagara accoruing to the V ratakhal).Qa, while from the grant 
it appears to have been a town of the name of Chandradit.vapura, 
which mny have been the modern CLalndor in the Nasik district. 
He had a son of the namo of Seunachandra who Rueceeded to the 
throne. The country over which' he ruled was called Seur;mdesa1 

after him, and he appears to have fonnded a town also of the name 
of Seunapura. Seu1.ladda was the name of the region extending 
from Nasik to Devagiri, the modern Daulatabad, since later on we 
arc told that Devagiri was situated in Seunadesa and that this 
latter was situated on the confines of DanQakarar:tya.2 ~eul).a­
chandl'U's SOil DhaQiyappa3 became king after him and he was 
succeeded by his SOil BhiJlama. After Bhillama, his son s'riraja 
accordiug to the grant, or Rajagi according to the other authority, 
came to the throne, and he was succeeded4 by Vaddiga or Vadugi 
who was probably the brothel' of his predecessor. Then came 
Dhaiiyasa5 who was the son of Vadugi according to the Vrata­
khanqa. 'rho grant omits his name. Dhaq.iyasa was succeeded 
by his SOil Bhillama.6 Bhillama married according to the grant 

1 Stanza 22, Appendix C. I. • Stanza 19, Appendix C. II. 
3 Called DhiloJ.iyasa in the MSS. ; Appendix C. I., stanza 23, 
• Ibid. Paru)it Bhagvan1!l1 translates the WOMS "rvl1k tasya (see note 6 below) occur· 

ring in the yada.vagrant as "before him, " and pla.cing Vaddiga before S'nraja, conjec­
tures that he was Bhillama's son and that S·rlrl1.ja his uncle deposed hirr. and usurped 
the throne; (Ind. Ant. Vol. XII, pp. 125a. and 128b). But art.uk t""ya can [Ie,'er 
mean "before him," and must mean "after him," and hence the conjectures are 
groundless. I hM'e never seen a pl'ecedin~ prince mentioned in the grants after 
his successor, with such an introductory expression as "beJu/'e Ilim so and so became 
king." By the occurrence of the word ~ in stanza 23, line 2, Appendix C. I, 
it appears Rf,jagi WaS the son of Bhillama 1. > 

5 Appendix C. 1. Stanza 24. If he had been mentioned in the grant, he would 
probably have beell call«1 DhfV)iyappa. 

6 Ibid. Pa~9.it RhagvAuW.l omits this prince though he is mentioned in his grant. 
The last two lines of the fourth stanza in this are:-

c ........ ....,.... _ 
"1lefl'tfifQ" <ill''f ll'(fi;i3~r~: l';lr'fl~lTT~'H 'fit: 

'" '" <. t"\..... ............... (;' 

q~qrc ">l1"\IIl~+!mr (FTa: t{cq?;lI:1+!T'l'fa .. ,J I 
The Pa~9-it tran,:.;,latcs this :-" Bd/)n.~ him was the illustrious king Vaddiga, a Hari 
on earth; and then'fore he was e,xActly like the illustrious good Bhillama in his 
actions." I h'lve alrea.dy remarked that instead of "before him," we should han~ 
"after him," here. The word ~liT1: is translated by "therefore." Ii \Vherefore?" 

I ,:ould ask, No rea!:ion ~s gi,veD in the first of these lines for his being exactly lik~ 
BhIllama; and therefore, It WIll not (10 to translate (fOOr(, by" therefore." Again, 

the Pal~q.it's interpretation of ti;:'l~p--Tqr as "exactly like in actions" is farfetched 
and unnatural. The thing is, the gCllitiv"e or ablative T';;naq-ff: cannot be connected 
with any word in the line, and is therefore one of the [nnumerable mistakes which 
we ha ve in this grant and most of which have been pointed out by the Pa~g.it himself. 
What is wanted here is the nominative I~r(rn(r: for 14fu<:ffi: ·.nd then the whole is 
appropriate, and fffl1Tq, will havc its proper sense of ,. after him," or "from him." 

The correct translation then is "AJio' him was a king of the name of Vaddiga the pros­
perous, who was a Hari on earth, all/I (lJf"'.I· him or Jj Ilim (i. c. Y ;uIdiga), came the pros· 
perous, great Bhillama in whom Virtue became iuca,rna.te," In this way, we have 
here another king Bhillama, as melltioned in the Prasasti in the V rata,kha,nna in the 
passage cited abo\'e. . . 
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Lastbjyavva1 the daughter of Jhaiijha who was probably the 
S'ilithara prince of Thana of that name. Lasthiyavva sprang on 
ber mother's side from the Rashtrakllta family, and through her 
son became" the upholder of the race of Yadu2 ;" so that she was 
connected with three ruling dynasties and flourishing kingdoms. 
The next king was Vesugi'l called in the grant Tesuka which pro­
bably is a mistake or misreading for Vesuka or Veimga. He 
married Nayaladevi, the daughter or Gogi, who is styled a feud:1tory 
of the Chalukya family,4 and was perhaps the same as the snccessor 
of the Thana prince Jhaiijha. The Rashtraki'ltas must have been 

1 This lady, according to my translation becomes -the wi~e of Bhillama. who i~ the 
king IWntioned immediately before and not of hi' granLl-father Vaddiga as the 
Pandit makes out. 

2" Here there is another difficulty arising from a mistake in the grant which 
Pal;&q.it BhagvanlAl has in my opinion not succeeded ill HoI ving ; and he bases upon 
that mistake conjectur'!' which are rather too far-reaching (p. 125a., Ind. Ant., Vol. 
XII). The stanza i. :-

+1'1 Q"r 'HIl "'f ~~ U:;=nf'lq-r ssfr~hqlloiH~'1r 
~ ............ '" ;:r 

qq{qlrrrc{c{'ii~;r:[6~Ufr yg't~r;:c{llr l 
Ilr ~r~r ~Hr<?5~r'n{.:rq q~p'{qr~rmH .- ~ 
611rrrr~(1u~q~r{~{UfT~r'1~1l1 Eqr aa: II 

The Pa~'Fl's translation is :-" 'Vhose wife was the daughter of king Jhanjha, 
LlSthiyavva by name, possessed of the (three) good qualities of virtue, liberality, and 
hospitality, who was of the Rish~rak(\~a. race, as beiny auojJted (by tltem) at the time 
ofths rule oftlte :iloung prince (dul'inv hi:" minority), and who theIefore by reason of 
bearing the burden of the kingdoms, with its seven angas, was an object of reverence 
to the three kingdoms." 

I agree with the Pa'!q.it in reading "'If before ~r'l'j)cT'c{'IT and taking ~~ as 
~ ., 

Q~'-l", and, generally, in his tl'anslatiotl of the first two and the foul'th lines. But the 
translation of the third line, that is, the portion italicised in the above, is veryobjec­
tionable. The P"l)'Jit reads ~fIf from 'ffIf and says that the '1 in '~<;'9'~lo ought to be 
lon~ fot,the metre but would make no ~ense. Now, in seeking the true solution of tIle 
diffi!.!ulty here, we must hear in mind that in the fourth line the lady is spoken of a:-J 
,. an ohject of reverence to the three kinguoms," 'Vhich are the three kingdoms? 
First evidently, that of Jhafijha, her father, who is spoken of in the first line; anu 
secondly, that of the R,lshtraka.tas from whose race !oihe is spoken of as haxing sprung 
in the second line. Now, ,ve must expect some allusion to the thircl kinpdom in the 
third line. The thil',l kingdom was clearly that of the Yadavas into whose family 
,he had been married. I, thereiore, reaLl <m::"9'1'fo for 'l<:;'91:[lu awl thus the diffi· 

culty about the metre is removed, the 1.f becoming prosodially lOllg ~n consequence 
of the following [. In the same manner I think 'ffi'?'1T'Jf is a mistake for 'I1i'?:;n~. 
The word 3fT., thl:! writer must have taken from hi~ vernacular awl considerctl it 
a Sanskrit word; or probably not knowing Sa.nskrit well, he must have formed it 

from the root 'if,\ 011 the analogy of ~ from 11~ ~ from rrz, 111~ from Jf,\ &c. 

Or 9T~ may be considered as a mistake for ifRfJl;:l1, the sense being the same, viz. 

"hirth of a chiM." The compound 11['91:[Ntf<:'rlT is to be dissolved as arrl::[[f<:Q: 
11il:'9'l:~'lf I arll::[[r<(f being made the second member according to Pallini II, 2,37. 
The translation of the line, thp,refore, is "who became th~ upholder of the race of 
Yaduoa the occasion of the birth of a new child,') i. e" thl'O'ugh her child she became 
the upholder of the Y;ttluva race. In this manner, the ,suPPQ8ition of hel' being 
a(lopted by the R<-Lshtl'ak(t~as during the young prince's minority becomes groundless. 
She must have belongetl to the nasht:l'akft~a race on her wotller's side. 

3 Stanza 24, Appendix C. I. 
" The expression :;~F3'f:qrrC4)~4o-sifrii in the graut <ll~mits of being taken in the 

manner I have done. The P,uy.lit unuel'stanchGogirfl.j"t as belonging to the ChalukY<I· 
race. I consiller my interpretation to be more probahlc. 
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overthrown hy the Chalukyas about the end of Jhaiijha's reigm, andl 
thus his successor bocame a feudatory of t.he Chalnkyas. 

Tho Vratakhal).(.la places Arjuna after Vesugi,1 but the gran 
omits his name. 'rhe next king was Bhillama2 who married Hamma 
the d'1llghtcr of J ayasilnhu, and sister of Ahavamalla, the ChAlukya 
emperor, unuer whose standard he fought several battles.3 The 
gr~nt then proceeds at once to the donor, the reigning prince Seulfa, 
who is spoken of in general terms as "h:1ving sprung from the 
racc" of the last-mentioned king, and is reprcsented to have de-I 
frated several kings u,nd freed his kinguom from enemies after" the 
death of l:lhillama." This Bhillama was his immediate predecessor, 
but he was a different person from the brother-in-law of Ahavamalla 
since SeUl)a is spoken of not as the son of the latter or any such 
near relation but simply as "having sprung from his I'ace". 
The Vratakhan<:\a supplies the names of the intermediate princes. 
The elder Bhillama was succeeded by Vadngi,' his son, 
" whose praise was sung by poets in melodio~s words." After 
him Vesugi5 became king, but holV he was related to Vadugi we are 
not told. He humbled a number of snbordinate chiefs who had 
grown troublesome. Then came Bhillama and after him Seur;Ia6 

who issued the charter translated by Pat.1(Jit Bhagvaul:U. What 
relationship the last three princes bore to each other is not stated. 
Seuna is represented to have saved Paramardideva, th:\t is, Vikrama­
ditya II., who is styled the "luminary of the Uhalukya family" 
from a coalition of his enemies, and to have placed him on the 
throne of Kalyar;Ia.7 This appears to be a reference to the coali­
tion betweeu the Veilgi prince aud Vikramaditya's brother Somes­
vara. The Yadava prince Sem.ta was thus a close ally of the Chalukya 
monarch and their dates also are consisteut with the fact. Senna­
chandra's grant is dated S'aka 991 Sa1£1nya SwnratS(l)'IJ, wl~ile 
Vikramaditya II. got possession of the Chalukya throne iu Saka 998 
Nr//a. The grant mentions the relations of previous Yadava priuces 
to tllP Chalukyas of Kalyij,~la, while the important service rendered 
by SeUl:achandra to Vikramaditya is not recorded, and he is spoken 
of only in general terms as having vanquished "all kings." This 
itself shows that in all likelihood the fact mentioned in the V rata­
khal)~a of SeUl.1acbanclra's having delivered that prince from his 
enemies and placed him on the throne took place after S'aka POl, 
and we know it as a matter of fact that Vikramaditya became king 
in S' aka 998. . 

Senlfachandra was succeeded by Parammadeva who was probably 
his son, and after him came Silnhiraja.8 Sililhiraja is probably a 
mislection for Silnharaja or" King Silnha", aud the full name of the 

I St~nza 24, Appendix C. 1. 
2 Stanza 26, Ibid. 
3 This appears to me to he the general sense of stanza 8 and not that he fought 

with Ahavamalla as Pal?(~it BhagvanHU nnder.stauus. I need !lot discnss the matteI' 
in detaiL 

4 Stanza 26, Apl'cn(1ix C.!. 
5 Stanza 27, Ioil!. 
6 Stanza 28., If). 

7 Stanza 29, I h. 
8 :stall:laS 30 and 31, 16. 
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priu.-cemay have been SiJnha~a or Singhal,Hl. How Sililha was related 
to Paramma we do not know; probably he was his brother. He is 
said to have brought an elephant of the name of Karpurat.ilaka froUl 
L(Tr)aiijipura1 He was succeeded by his son MaHugi who took a 
town of the nalle of Parl).akhe~a from his enemies, and while 
residing there carried away by force the troop of elephants belongiug 
to the king of Utkala or Oriss:1. 2 Then followed his son Amal'a­
gangeya3 whose name is mentioned in a copperplate grant issued in 
the reign of a subsequent king.4 After him came Govindarlja who 
was probably his son. Govindaraja was succeeded by Amaramallagi, 
3 son of Mallugi, and he, hy Kaliya Balla~a. 'rhis prince was in all 
likelihood the son of Amaram:tllagi, though it is not expressly stated. 
Balla!a's sOlls were set aside and the sovereignty of the Yldava 
family-fell into the hands of his uncle Bhillama5 who was possessed 
of superior abilities. Bhillama being represented as the uncle of 
Balla!a must havfl Qeen another son of Mallugi, and he is so spoken 
of in the grant referred to above. He got possession of the throne 
after two of his brothers and their sons, wherefore he must have 
been a very old man at the time. Hence it is that he reigned only 
for a short time, having come to the throne in S' aka 1109 and died 
in 1113. It was this BhiJlama who acquired for his family the 
empire that was ruled over by the Cbalukyas. 

Pal).!)it Bhagvanl:U has published a stone-inscriptionG existing in a 
ruined temple at Aiijaneri near Nasik, in which a chief of the Yadava 
family named Seu~ladeva is represented to have made some grant in the 
S'aka year 1063 to a Jaina temple. From the account given above, it 
will be seen that there were two princes only of the name of SeU1~a 
in the Yftdava family, and that the later of the two was an ally of 
Vikramftditya II., and consequently reigned about the end of the 
tenth and the beginning of the eleventh century of the S aka era. 
The SeuJ!adeva of the Aiijaneri inscription therefore cannot be thi~ 
individual, and no other prince of that name is mentioned in thp 
Vratakhal)!.1a. Besides Seulladeva calls himself pointedly a Mah(t­
samantrt 01' chief only; while about 1063 S aka when the ChiUukya 
power had begun to decline, it does not appear likely that tho 
Y&davas of Seul).adesa shonld give themselves such an inferior title. 
It therefore appears to me that the SeUl)adeva of Aiijaneri belonged 
to a minor branch of the Yadava family dependent on the main 
bJ'anch and that the branch rnled over a small district of which 
Aiijaneri was the chief city. 
. The number of princes who reigned from Dril,lhaprahara to 
Bhillamd' V. inclusive is 23. 'l'here are in the list a good many who 
belonged to the same generation as their predecessors and conse­
quently these twenty-three do not represent so many different 
generations. Allowing, therefore, the nsual average, in such cases 
of 19 years to each reign, the period that must have elapsed between 
the accession of Dl'il,lhaprahara and the death of Bhillama V. is 437 

1 Stanza 32, Appendix C. 1. May Trafijiplll'a be the modern TalljOl'? 
2 Stanzas 33 and 34, Ibid. 
3 Stanza 35, Ibid . 
• Jour. B. B. R. A. S., Vol. XV., p. 386. 
c. Ston"s 35-a7, Appendix C. I. 
e I nd. Ant., \' 01. XI L p. 1 ~(;. 
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years. The dynasty, therefore, was founded about 676 S' aka "or 7;-,' 
A.D., that is, about the time of the overthrow of the early ChaJukY"! 
by the Rashtraktttas. 

Genealogy of the early Y,1da1!".' or the Yd,z"m., of SeWl'ldda. 

Dri(.1 hapra hara. 
I 

Selll,aohan dra 1. 
I 

Dhll<!iyappa 1. 
I 

Bhillama I. 
I 

Ritjngi or Sriraj~. 
I 

Vltdngi Or Vaddiga I. 
I 

Dhlt1iyappa II. 
I 

Bhillamn II. 
I 

Vesugi I. 
I 

Arjuna. 
I 

Bhillama. III. 
I 

Vlldngi II. 
I 

Vesugi)l.-
I 

Bhillnma lV.-
I 

~euJ\ach!lndra II.- Snka 991 or A.D. 1069. 

I 
AmaragiiIl.geya. 

I 
Govindaraja. 

I 
Paramma. 

I 
Sirhha.* 

I 
Mallugi. 

I 
I . 

Amaramallagl. 
I 

Ballala. 

I 
BIIILLAMA Y. or T. diee 

~aka 1113 01' A. II 

1191. • 

• The relations of those whose names arc marked with an asterisk to their prede 
cessors are not clearly stated. 
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SE CT! ON XV. 

Later History. 

We have seen that the Hoysa!a Y~ldavas of Ha!ehi4 in Maisul' 
wpre becoming powerful in the time of Tribhuvanamalla Ot· Vikrama­
ditya II. and asp:' :ng to the snpreme sovel'eignty of the Dekkan, and 
Vishl.lUvaruhana Llle reigning prince of the family at that period 
actually invaded the Chalukya territory and encamped on the banks 
of the Krishlpl-Vel.lIl. But those times were not favourable for tht1 
realization of their ambitious projects. The ChiUukya prince was 
a mail of great ILbility, the power of the family was firmly established 
over the countey, its resources were large, and the dependent 
chiefs and noblemen were obedient. But the state of things had 
now chltnged. \'V"bker princes bad succeeded, the Chalukya power 
had been broken by their dependents the Kalachuris, and these iu 
their turn had succumbed to the intermLI troubles and dissensions 
consequent on the rise of the Liilgayata sect. At this time the 
occupant of the Hoysa!a throne was Vlra Ballit!a, the grandson of 
Vishl.lUvardhana. He fought with llrahma or Bomma, the general 
of the last Chalukya prince Somcsvara IV., and putting down his 
elephants by means of his horses defeated him and acquired the 
provinces which the general had won baek from Vijjala.1 

The Y~l,davas of the north were not slow to take advantage of the 
unsettled condition of the conntry to extend their power and territory. 
The reigning prince at that time must have been Ballaja the SOil 

of .Amaramallagi. Bnt the most enterprising member of the family 
was Bhillama his uncle. He captured a town of the !lame of 8'1'1-
vardhana from a king who is called .Arhsalr., vanquished in battle the 
king of Pratya9()aka, put to death the ruler of Mailgalavesh~aka, 
(Mailga! ve~lheln), of the name of Vajrin, and having obtained the 
sovereignty of Kalyftl.la, set at defiance the Hoysa!a yadava. 2 

When in this manner he made himself master of the whole country 
to the north of the Krish9a, he founded the city of Devagil'ia 
and having got himself crowned, made that city his capital. This 
took place about the S'aka year llOg. 

Bhillama then endeavoured to extend his territory farther sonth· 
wards, but he was opposed by Vlra Balla!a, who, as we have seen, 
had been pushing his conquests northwards. It was a contest for the 
possession of an empire and was consequently arduous and determin­
ed. Several battles took place between the two rivals, ami eventual­
lya decisive engagement was fought at LokkigUI.14i, now Lakku94i, 
in the Dharva~l District, in which Jaitrasiluha, who is compared to 
"the right arm of Bhillama)' and must have been his son, was defeat­
ell and Vira Balla!a became sovereign of K untala. The inscription 
in which this is recorded bears the date S'aka 1114 or A.D. 1192; 4 

1 Ind. Ant., Vol. IT., p. :lOO. ...•. 
2 Appendix C. I stanza ~8. As the only m.'lnu~cl'lJlt whIch .IS my gUl~e .here l~ 

ba.d, the names given in the text are ?pen to c.orrectl~m. Mangalvedhem Iii near 
PalfcJ.harpur, It waH pl"uhahly the captta.l of a. mUlOl' chIef. 

lb. st. ~9. 4 Illd .• '\.nt. vol. II., \,.300. 

B liS-II 

Ambitious project. 
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yitdava8. 

Vira BalIAta. 
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and Vil'a Bal1a~a who made the grant recorded in it was a't t'ha~ 
time encamped with his victorious army at Lokkigur.HJi, from whic 
it would appear that the battlo had taken place but a short tim 
before. 'rho northern Yiidavas had to put off the conquest 0 

Kuntala or the Southern .Mara~ha Country for [t generation. 

Bhillamft was succeeded in 111 ~ S'aka by his son Jaitrapala o~ 
Jaitugi. He took an active part ill his father's battles. "He assume 
the sacrificial vow on the holy ground of the LattIe-field aud throwin 
a great many kings into th., fire of his prowe~s by moans of the ladles 
of his weapons, performed a human sacrifice by immolating a victim 
in the shape of the fierce Rudl'a, the lord of the 'l'ailangas, and 
vanquished the three worldsY' The Rudra whom he is thus repre­
sented to have killed on the field of battle was probably the 
Rndradeva of the Kakateya dynasty whose inscription we h~ve at 
Anamko!1(,l near Worangal. In other places also his war with the 
king of the Andhras or Tailailga.s is alluded2 to, and he is repre­
sented to have deprived the Andhra ladies of happines5. 3 Laksh­
midbara, the SOil of the celebrated mathematician and astronomer 
Bhaskaracharya, was in the service of Jaitrapab and was placed 
by him at the head of all learned PanQits. He knew the Vedas 
and was versed in the Tarkasiistm and MimalnsiL4 

Jaitrapala's son and successor was Siilghnr:la, under whom the' 
power and ·territory of the family greatly increasc(l, He ascended 
the throne in 1132 S'aka.5 He defeated a king of the name of Jajjala' 
and brought away his elephants. He deprived a monarch named 
Kakk{Ua of his sovereignty, destroyed .Arjnna who was probRbly 
tlw sovereign of Malva, and made Bhoja a prisoner. "King 
Lakshmidhara, the lion of Bhallgariga, was reduced, the ruler 
of Dhara was besieged by means of troops of horses,. and the 
whole of the country in the possession of Balla!a was taken. All 
this was but a child's play to King Singhal.la."6 The kings of 
Mathnra and Kas! were killed by him in battl8 and Hammira was 
vanquished by bnt a boy-general of SinghaJ!a.7 Tn an inscription 
also at TilivaHi in the DltirvaQ District, he is represented to have 
defeated Jajalladeva, conquered Ballala the Hoys3!a king, subdued 
Bhoja of Pallha!a, and humbled the sovereign of Mil.lava. 8 He is 
also spoken of as "the goad of the elephant in the shape ot the 
Gtlrjara king."9 \Ve have an inscription of his at Gaddaka dated 
1135 i)'aka, which shows that Vim Ballil.!a must huve been deprived 
of the southern part of the country before that time. 'O Siilgha~a is 
represented to be reigning at his capital Devagiri. ll 

1 Appendix O. I. st. 41. Just as the fruit of a horse sacrifice is the conquest of the 
whole world, the fruit of a man·sacrifice is supposed here to be the conquest of the 
three worlds. Jaitrapiila performed metaphorically such a sacrifice; and that is 
considered to be the l'eason, as it were, of his having obtained victories everywhere, 
i.e. in the usual hyperbolic language, of his having succeeded in vanquishing the three 
worlds. 

2 Jour. B. B. R. A. R. Vol. XV. p. :l86. 3 Jour. R A. S. Vol.l. N. S. p. 414. 
4 lb. p. 415. 5 Jour. It A. S., Vol. IY., p. 5. 
6 Appendix O. 1. st. 4:3 and 44. 7 Jour. R. A. S. Vol. 1. N. S. p. 414. 

's Jour. B. H. It.A.S, Vol. IX., p. 326. 
9 MajOl' Grah.tln't; Report on Kolhapur, Ins. ~ o. 13. 

10 Incl. Ant., Yol. II., p. 297. 
11 )lajor (;raklln'~ Heport, In~. No. 10. 
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'l'bEl' Bhoja of Panh.t!a spoken of above was a prince'of the S'ilahara 
dynasty, ,and after his defeat the Kolhapur kingdom appears to 
have been annexed by the ¥adavas to their dominions. They put 
~n end to this branch of the family as later on they did to another 
which ruled over Northern Konkan. From this time forward the 
Kolhapul' inscriptions contain the names of the Yil.dava princes 
with those of the governors appointed by the~ll to rule over the 
district. An inscription of Siilghal,Hl at Khedrapur in that district 
records the grant of a village to the temple of Koppesvara in the 
year 1136 S'aka. 

Siilghal.la se~ms to have invaded Gujarat several times. In an 
inscription at Ambe,n a Bril.hlm1tl chief of the name of Kholesvara 
of the Mudgala Gotra is spoken of as a very brave general in the 
servjc~ of the Yil.dava sovereign. He humbled the pride of the 
lHll'jar~ prince, crushed the Malava, destroyed the race of the king 
of the Abhlra s, ami being like "wild fire to the enemies" of his 
master left nothinoO' for Sino'halla to be anxious about. His son '" . Rama succeeded him, and a large expedition under his command 
was again sent to Gujanl,t. Rama advanced up to the Narmada, w3ere 

, a battle was fought, in which he slew numbers of Gurjara soldiers, 
but he himself lost his life. 1 From this it would appear that 
Gujarat was invaded by Siilghal.la on two occasions at least, if not 
more; and this is borne ont hv what we find stated in the authorities 
for the history of Gujal'llt. "Somadeva, the author of the Kirti­
kaumudl, which gives an accollnt of the minister Vastupala and his 
masters the princes of the Vaghela branch of the Chaulukya family, 
describes an invasion of Gujadt by Silighal}a in the time of Laval}a­
prasada and his son Vlrarlhavala. "The capital of Gujarat trembled 
with fear when the advance of Sil'lghal.la's army was reportecl. 
Being afraid of this foreign invasion no one among the subjects of the 
Grrl'jara king began the construction of a new house or stored gr;,in, 
and the minds of all were restless. N eglectillg to secnre the grain 
in their fields they showed a particular solicitude to procure carts, and 
as the army of the enemy approached nearer and nearer, the people 
with their fears greatly excited removed farther and farther. When 
Laval}aprasada heard of the rapid advance of the innumerable host 
of the Yadava prince, he knit his brow in anger, aud thongh he had 
but a sm;tll army, proceeded with it to meet that of the enemy, which 
was vastly superior. 'Vhen the forees of Singhal,la al'l'ived on the 
banks of the Tilpt he rapidly advanced to the l\1ahi. Seeing, on the 
one hanel, the vast army of the enemy and, on the other, the indomit­
able prowess of the Ch,tUlukya force, the people were full of doubt 
and could not foresee the result. The enemy burnt villages on 
their mty, aul! the volume of smoke that rose up iu the ail' showed 
the position oJ their camp to the terrified people and enabled them 
to direct their movements accordingly. The Yadavas overran the 
country about Bhal'och while the plentiful crops were still standing 
in the fields; but the king of G ujal'at did not consider them 
unconquerable."2 In the meanwhile, however, four kings of Mil.rvat,i 
rose against L<1v[1nrLpr'1Sacla and his son Vlradhavala, and the chiefs 

t A)",·h. Slll'\'. of \\". ,,' Yo!.. 1I1.~ p. R.i, 

Singba l!a's invasions 
of Gujarat. 

First invasion. 
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of Godhra and Lata, who had uuite<t their forces with \n.l'lirs, 
abandoned them and joined the l\Brva~ princes. In these circum. 
stances LavaJ]aprasada suddenly stopped his march and turned 
backwards.! 'rhe Yil,dava army, however, did not, according to 
Somesvara, advance farther; but he gives no reason whateverj 
observing only that ,( deer do not follow a lion's path even when h~ 
has left it."" But if the invasion spread such terror over thE 
country.as Somesv~Lm himself represents and the army of Siilghal)fli 
was so large, it is jmpossiblt~ to conceive how it could have ceasedj 
to advance when the Giirjam prince retreated, unless he had agl'eed 
to pay tribute or satisfied the Yftdava commander in some other 
way. In a manuscript receutly discovered of a work containing 
forms of letters, deeds, patellts &c., there is a specimen of a treaty 

. with the names of Sililhul)U :llld Lav!lI!uprasada as parties ''to it, 
from which it appears that a treaty of that. nature must actually 
have been concluded between them." '1'he resul.1< of the expedition, 
therefore, was that Laval)apl'asada had to submit and conclude a 
treaty of alliance with Singhal.l'l. 

1 lb .• St. 55·60. 2 lb., St. 63. 
3 This work is entitled LckhnpaflL'h<-Hikrl, and the manuscript \\"as pUl'chasecl 

by me for Government last year. The lirst leaf is wanting auel tLc colophon does not 
contain the name of the author. The manuscript, how('yer, is IllOI'e than four hundreu 
years old, being transcrihcfl in l.-):~{i of the Vikrama ~,.uilVat. Fur the variable terms 
in the forms given by the author, he often uses the usual expression arnuka, meaning 
" some one" or " such a one.:' This general expI'~ssiol1, ho\,,'eycr, is not used to 
indicate the date and we haye in all the forms one date, 1'h" J5 Sucli of Vaisakha, 
ill the year of Vikrama 1288, except in one case where it is the 3rd Sudi. This 
IJI'obably was the date when the author wrote. Hilllilarly, when giving the fonn 
of a grant inscribed on cOppel'-IJlatt:s, the author in oruer probably to make 
the form clea.r, uses real and specific Hallles. He gin'ls the ~cuealogy of the Chau 4 

lukya killPl of Anahilapattana from "\Ililaraj~ to Bhima II. allll .then introduces 
Lavul?apra.s£ltla, whom he call~ L"lHl1~yal)rasil.(la and style:'! a alahiulln1!dales\"ara, as 
the prince making the p-rant, Similarly, in giving the form uf a treaty of alliance calle<l 
yamalapatt 1"1/ • tlJe persons ,,,110 aloe illtroducctl as parties to it arc ShighaJ?a and. 
Laval?yaprai:i[\tb, and the form n11.,.. tIlw:: ;-

~9i'\. r~<:"(" <j1f ~ ~R ~ ~ mit .s~~ Js(tilH:Sf<Ffi2;<K l1~U;;;Tfq-
"'.-....... '"' ,., 

~Tsp·.;rrl1fiB~urC:9~ 11~fliU6~"9HfUTCfI.<>;[re;Wqqt!mq 'if I BU;;;-

(Bll;{"pq or BID2; )'F.~ .<>;[r '<>;[Tl1ri~ur~ ~rr " ... ' 
uqqm~rr ~~~l1nl1'i'q ~ <i/ ... 3frf!jT'l again) 

CfI~ 'fir -;r'fill"of'rqT, 
"On this day the ]5th Slllli of YaiMkha., in the year :-:;alilYat ill the Camp <,f 

Victory, [a treaty1 between the paramollnt king of kings, the .L".v~J..lerou8 Silhha]~a 
and the ~IabtHnaJ.l(.lald\·ara Rii.l;w.ka, the prosperous L(wal,lyapra:::,lda. ~ililha1?a whose 
patrimony is paramount sovereigllty, I1lhl the I\JahalUal~4ale~h':],ra IUil)a the prosperous 
Lavanyapras,ida ~llOulJ according to fonner usage confine theIIlseh~es, each to his 
own country; neither should invade the country of the other." The treaty then 
proviJes that when either of them is taken up by an enemy, the armies of both 
should march to his rdease ; tha.t if a prince from either country ran away into the 
other ,yjth some valuaLlc tiling, he should not be allowed quarter, &c. Now, it is 
extreme]y unlikely that the author of the work should introduce these persons in his 
form unless he had seen or heard of such a treaty between them. HiJilhal.l<1 is hut 
another form of Singhal)<1, and he is spokeu or as 1:1 paramount sov~reigu. The 
treaty, it will be seen, was concltHled in the "victorious camp" which is a cle~\l' 
reference to the iuYasiotl described by SumeSyara. 

In '~I1{T'-f',:e hare, I think, the vernacular root l:~ "to remain," "to li\'e. ,. For 
furt.her rletaih ~ce Illy Report on the f::carch fur IllUllllSCTipts during: 1882·S:~, pp . .3~ 
nllll 2:!5. 
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'l:hifl invasion of, Gujarttt must have been one of the carli!'r ones 
alluded to in the Am bmn inscription, and Kholesvara himself must 
have been the commander of the Yadava army on the occasion. 
For LavaJ.laprasada is said to have declared himself independent of 
his original master Bhima II. of Allahilapattana about the year 127G 
Vikrallla} corresponding to 1141 S'aka, which was about the ninth 
or tenth year of SiJighul,la's reign, and the work in which the treaty 
I)1cntioned above occurs was composed in 1283 Vikrama, i.e. 1153 
Salcn. But the expedition under tile commlLnu of Rama, the son of 
KholeSvara, lUu~t have been sent a short time before S'aka 1160, 
the date of the Amberh inscription. For Rama's son is representeu 
to have been a minor under the guardiantihip of that chief's sister 
Lakshmi, who governed the principality in the name of the boy. 
Ranl!~ therefore, had not died so many years before S'aka 1160 as 
to allow of hi, boy having attained his majority by that time. On 
the occasion of this expedition Visaladeva, the son of Vlradhavala, 
was the sovereign ~ Gujarat. For in an inscription of his he boasts 
of his having been" the snbmarine fire that dried up the ocean of 
SiflghaI;la's army," 2 and he must have succeeded his father abont 
the year 1292 Vikrama corresponding to S'aka 1157.3 The found­
ation of his boast was probably the fact of Rama's having beon 
killed in the battle. What the ultimate result was, however, the 
inscription does not inform us. 

Siilghal,la appointed one Bichal,la or Bieha, the son of CLikka 
anu younger Lrother of Mallll, to be governor of the southern 
provinces and his viceroy there. He fought with his master's 
enemies iu the south as Kholesvara did in the north and kept them 
in check. Blchal.m is represented to h:we humbled the Rattas who 
were petty feudatories in the Southern Marittba Country, the 
Kadarnbas of KOllkan, i.c. of Goa, the Guttas sprung from the 
ancient Gllptas, who held a principality in the south, the pal,lc.\yas, 
the Hoysn las, ami the chiefs of other southern princes, and to have 
ereded a triumphal column on the banks of the Kaverl.' 'rhe 
.hto of the grant in which all this is recorded is S'aka 1160 or A. D. 

12:38. 
It thus appears that the Yadava empire became in the time of 

Silighal,Hl as extensive as that ruled over by the ablest monarchs 
of the preceding dynasties. The full titles of a paramount sovereign 
nrc given to Siilghal,la in his inscriptions, such as" the support of 
the whole world," "the lover of the earth (Prithdwllnb/w)," and 
"king of kings." Since KrishI;la, the eighth incarnation of Vishl,lu, 
is represented in the PuraI;las to have belonged to the Yitdava family, 
the princes of Devagiri called themselves Vi,h~ltlrwit:lod/,ltava 5; and 
as Krislll.l:t and his immediate descendants reigned at Dvaraktt, 
they assumed the title of Dvclramtipnrm·al·tidhbsmm, "the supreme 

I Ind. Ant., Vol. YI, p. 190. 2 Ind. Ant., Yol. VI, pp. 191 and 212. 
3 Vtra<ihavala, it is said, died not long before Vastup£Ua. The death of the 

latter took place in Yikl'ama 1297. Vnstupi\la was minister to Vtsalade\'a also: 0 
!lome time. 'Ye might. therefore, refer the accession of'the latter to Vikrama 1202. 
Iud. Ant., Vol. n, p. 190. 

l .Jour. B.B. R.A.:';., Yol. XV., Pl'. 386·7, and \'01. XII" p. 43. 
:' i.'-' I. of the l'a<.;e of Visll1)u.~· 

Second illYa."joD, 

Conquests in the 
South. 

Siilghal}a's titlt: ... , 
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lord of Dvaravatl, the best of cities."1 Changadeva the gra'l\q,sonl 
of Bhaskaracharya and son of Lakshmidhara was chief astrologer! 
to Siilghal.Ja.2 

Si11gha1)a's son was Jaitugi or Jaitrapala, who "was the abode 0l 
all arts, and was thus the very moon in opposition, full of all the 
digits, that had come down to thA earth, to protect it He was death 
to hostile kings and firm in unequal fights.";l But if he protected 
the earth at all he must have done so during the lifetime. of 
his father as Yllvardja, for the latest date of Siilgha1)a is S'aka 
1169, and in a copper-plate inscription of his grandson and 
Jaitugi's son Krishna, S'aka 1175, Pmmadi-Smitvaisam, is stated 
to be the seventh of his reign, so that Krishl}a began to reign.in 
S' aka 11 69 corresponding to 1247 A. D.' And in the longer oftlt,e two 
historical introductions to the Vratakhal},la, J aitugi is not mentioned 
at aiL After Siilgha1)a, we are told that his grandsons Krishr.la and 
Mahadeva came to the throne.5 Krislll~a's Prakrit name was 
Kanhara, Kanhara, or Kandhara. He is represented to have been 
the terror of the kings of Malava, Gujarat, and Konkan, to have 
" established the king of Tell1liga," and to have been the sovereign 
of the country of the Chola king.6 Bnt nothing particular is 
mentioned ahout him in the Vratakha1)fJa, and he is, in general 
terms, said to have "conquered a great many enemies in bloody 
battles in which numbers of horses and elephants were engaged, to 
have reduced some to captivity and compelled others to seek refuge 
in forests, and,· having thus finished the work of vanquishing tho 
series of earthly kings, to have marched to the heavenly world to 
conquer Indra."7 Krishl}l1 performed l1 great many sacrifices and 
thus" brought fresh strength to the Vedic ceremonial religion which 
in the course of tim7 had lost its hold over the people." In a copper­
plate grant dated 8aka 1171, found in the Belgaum 'riUuka, Malla 
or l\1allisetti is spoken of as the elder brother of Blcha or Bichal.la, 
the viceroy of Si.!"lghal)l1 in the soutb, and was himself governor of 
the provinee of Kuhnn(Ji. He lived at Mudugala, probably the 
modern .i\fudga!a, and gave, by the cOllsentof K,ishl.la his sovereign, 
lands in the village of Bageva(Ji to thirty-two BrahmaI}s of different 
Gotras.8 Among the family names of these it is interesting to 
observe some borne by modern Mahiirashtra Brahmal.ls, such as 
Pa!avardl,anu. and Ghwis((sa, prevalent alllOng Chitpi'tvanas, and 
Gha!is(lSa, Glw!isa, and. l'rlthaka, among De:§asthas. The name 
Tri'vd,(li also occurs; bnt tilere is no trace of it among Mara~ha 
Brahmal.ls, while it is borne by BrithmGI.ls in Gujarat and Upper 
Hindustan. In another grant, ChaUl.lfJa the son of Bichal.m, who 
succeeded to the office ami title of his father, is represented to have 
personally solicited king K!'ishl~a at Devagiri to permit him to 
grant the village mentioned therein.9 

1 Graham's Report, Ins. No. 10, and Jour. B B. R A. S. Vol. XII., p. 7. 
2 Jour. R. A. S. Vol.L N.S. p. 415. 'Appendix C. II. st. 7. 
4 Jour. B. H. R. A. S. Vol. XII., p. 42. 'Appendix C.r. st. 4';. 
6 J onr. B.B. R.A.S. Vol. XII. p. 38. 
7 That is, "left this world/' "died" Appendix C. I. st. 11. 
8 Jour. B. B. R. A. S. Vol., XII., p. 27. Ind. Ant., Vol. VII. p. 31)1 KlIhlll!,,li 

corrcsponc15 to a part of the morl~rn Belgaul11 district. 
',Jour. B. B. R. A. S. Yol. XII., p. 4~. 
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K,tshl)a was succeeded by hi~ brother Mahadeva in 1182 Saka or MaMdc\'Il. 
1260 A.D. "He was a tempestuons wind that blew away the heap 
of cotton in the shape of the king of the Tailailga country, the 
prowess of his arm was like a thnnderbolt that shattered the 
mountain in the shape of the pride of the swaggering Gurjara, he 
destroyed the king of Konkan with ease, and reduced the arrogant 
sovereigns of Km·l.lata and Lata to mockery.'" The king of Karl)ata 
here mentioned was probably a Hoysala YaaaYa of Halebit,l. "King 
Mahadeva never killed a woman, a child, or one who snbmitted to 
him; knowing this and being greatly afraid of him, the Andhras 
placed a woman on the throne; and the king of Malava also for the 
same reason installed a child in his position, and forthwith renouncing 
all his possessions, pmctised false penallce for a long time."2 "Soma, 
the ld't·d of Konkan, though skilled in swimming in the sea, was COn(tuest of 
together with his forces drowned in the rivers formed by the Northern Konkan. 

humour trickling.from the tptnples of Mahadeva's maddened 
elephants." "JUahadeva deprived Somcsvara of his kingdom and 
his life.~" We have seen that Kfishl~a fought with tho king of 
KOllkan, but it appears he did not su bj agate tho country thoroughly. 
His successor Mahadcva, however, again invaded it with an army 
consisting of a large number of elephants. Soma or Somesvarlt 
was completely defeated on land and his power broken, wherenpon 
he appears to have betaken himself to his ships. There somehow 
he met with his death;' probably by being drowned, for it is said 
that (( even the sea did not protect him" and tbat " he betook himself 
t.o the submarine fire," thinking the fire of Mahadova's prowess to 
be more unbearable." Konkan was thereupon annexed to the 
territories of the yadavas. Hence it is that the country was 
governed by a viceroy appointed by the Devagiri king during the 
time of Mahadev,,'s suocessor, as we find from the Thana plates 
published by MI'. 'Vathen.6 The Somesvara whom Mahadeva 
sllbuued probably belonged to the S'ilahara dynasty of Thana that 
hall been ruling over that part of Konkan for a considerable 
period, though our prosent information with regar,d to it does not 
extend beyond Aparaditya, who reigned in 1109 Saka.7 Mahadeva 
like his predeoessors reigned at Devagiri, which is represented as 
the capital of the dynasty to which he belonged and as situated in 
the country called SeUJ~a on the borders of Dal.lt,lakara[,!ya. 
"It was the abode of the essence of the beauty of the three worlds 
and its houses rivalled the peaks of the Mountain tenanted by gods, 
and the Seu[,!a country deserved all the sweet and ol'llamental 
epithets that might be applied to it."s At PaJ~t,lharpur there is an 

l Appendix C. I. st. 48 and II. st. 13. 2 lb. II. st. 14 and 15. 
3 lb. L st. 50, and II. st. 17. ' lb. I. st. 49. 
, lb. I. st. 51 and II. st. 18. 
6 Jour. R. A. S. (old series). Vol. V., p. 177. 
'Jour. B. B. R. A. S. Vol. XIII. p. 13. Since the above Was written, the 

Thim1 volumes of the Bombay Gazetteer have been publi~hed. ,. In ,vol. XIII, part 
IL, p. 422, occurs a revised genealogical table of the Thana S llilharas based on In' 

scriptions which have recently been discovered but not yet pubhshed. The last kwg 
there mentioned is SomeSvara aoel his ,latcs are ::jaka 1171 and 1182. 

8 Appendix C. II. st. 19 and 20. "The mountain tenanted by gods" may be t!,e 
Him,lIaya or }ofent. In this epithet there is a reference to the etymology of Devagm 
which means' I a mountain of or having gods.". . 
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inscription datcd 1192 8aka, Pmmo,za Snlill'aisara, in" whic 
Mahi1deva is represented to have been reigning at the time. He i 
there called Praur!hc~pmtrf,pa Chnhavari'ill, or" Paramount sovereig 
possessing groat valour." 'rhe inscription records tho pcrformanc 
of an Aptu)'yiimn sacrifice by a Brahmal) ehief of the name of Kesav 
belonging to the Kas'yapa Gotra. 

Jl.1:ahadeva was succeeded in the year 1] 93 8aka or 1271 A.D. b; 
his nephew Ramachandra, the son of Krishl)a. He is calle( 
Ramadeva or Ramaraja also. In the Thana copper-plate grants ht 
is spoken of as "a lion to the proud elephant in the shape of th, 
lord of Malava," from which it would appear that he was at war witl 
that country.l Several othffi' epithets, such as " the elephant that tori 
up by the root the tree in the shape of the Taila.llga king,". oceu 
in the grants; but they are given as mere lJ1:rudas or titles w hicl 
were inherited by Ramachandra from his predecessors, and do no 
point to any specific events in his reign. His in~criptions are foull( 
as far to the south as the confines of Maisnr, so that the empire hi 
ruled over was a.s large as it ever was. There is in the Dekkar 
College Library a manuscript of the Amarakosa written in Konkan or 
TiUa leaves during his reign in the year 4398 of the Kaliyug! 
corresponding to 8!tka 1210 and A.D. 1287. His viceroy it 
Konkan in S'aka 1212 was a Brahma':J named Krishl)a belong-iul: 
to the Bbaradvaja Gotra, whose grandfather Padmanabha firs 
acC[uired royal f<tvour and rose into importance in the reign 0 

Sil1ghal~a.. One of th\l Thana grants was issued by him, ane 
the other nated 1]94 tlaka by Achynta Nayaka, who was also! 
Brahmal) and who appears to have heen a petty chief and helc 
some office which is not stated. 'Vhere he resided is also not clear 

Hemadri, the celebrated author, principally of works or 
Dharmasastra, flourished during the reigns of :\-Iahadeva am 
Ramachandra and was minister to bot-h. In the introduction to hii 
works on Dharmasastra he is called ::VIahadeva's S'1'tkara/Jddhipa OJ 

S'rikam1!apmblm. In the Thana copper-plate of 1184 8aka also, h! 
is said to have taken upou himself the ddhipatya or controllershir 
of all karlo.w.. This office seems to have been that of chic: 
secretary or one who wrote and issued all orders on behalf of hii 
master and kept the state record. Hemadri is also called M(tntril. 
or counsellor generally. In his othor works and in tho 'rhana platE 
Ramaraja instead of l\Iahadeva is represented as his master 
Mahadeva's genealogy and his own are given at the beginning 01 
his works on Dharma. i-lometimes the former begins witl; 
Singhal~a, sometimes with Bhillama, while in the Danakhal)<;la thE 
exploits of Mahadeva alone are enumerated. The description of thE 
several princes is often conched in general terms and consists oj 
nothing but eulogy. But the Vratakhat~(.la, which was the first 
work composed by Remadri, contains, as we have seen, a very 
valuable account of the dynasty from thc very beginning and by 
far .the greater portion of it is uIMoubtedly historical. 

Hemadri was a Brahman of the Vatsa Gotra. His father's namE 
was Kamadeva, grandfath~r's, Vasndeva, and great-grandfather's, 

I HdclTcd to aboye. 
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Val)l!lna.! He is described in terms of extravagant praise; and the 
historical truth that may be gleaned from it appears to be this. 
Hemadri was very liberal to BrahmaI)s and fed numbers of them 
every day. He was a man of learning himself, and learned men 
found a generous patron in him. He is represented to be religious 
and pious, and at the same time very brave. He evidently possessed 
a great deal of influence. Whether the voluminous works attributed 
to him were really written by him may well be questioned; but the 
idea at least of reducing the religious practices and observances 
that had descended from times immemorial to a system must 
certainly have been his, and must have been carried ont under his 
supervision. 

His great work is called the ChatuTvarga Chintarna'l!i, which is 
divid!d into four parts, viz., (1) Vmtakha'l!qa, containing an 
exposition of the religious fasts and observances; (2) Danakha'l!qa, 
in which the sev.ral gifts to which great religious importance 
is attached are explained; (3) Tirthakhn'f!,qa, which treats of 
pilgrimages to holy places; and (4) MokshakhalJqa, in which the way 
to final deliverance is ~ct forth. There is a fifth Kha'l!r!a or part which 
is called Pariseshakha'l!qn or appendix, which contains voluminous 
treatises on (1) the deities that should be worshipped, (2) on 
S'raddhas or offerings to the manes, (3) on the determination of the· 
proper times and seasons for the performance of religious rites, 
and (4) on PTdyaschitict or atonement. All these works are replete 
with a gr~at deal of information and innumerable quotations. 'l'hey 
are held in great estimation and future writers on the §:ime subjects 
draw largely from them. A commentary called AyuTvednmsa­
yana on Vagbhata's medical treatise and another on Bopadeva's 
Muktdphala, a work expounding VaishJ:.lava doctrines, are also 
attributed to him. 

This Bopadeva was one of Hemadri's protegees and the author of 
the work mentioned above and of another entitled Harilila, which 
contains an abstract of the Bhagavata. Both of these were written 
at the request of Hemadri as the author himself tells us." Bopadeva 
was the son of a physician named Kesava and the pupil of Dhanesa. 
His father as well as his teacher Ii ved at a place called Sartha 
situated on the banks of the V m·ada. Bopacleva, therefore, was a 
native of Berar. Bopadeva, the author of a treatise on grammar 
called Mllgdhaborlha, appears to be the same person as this, since 
the names· oi the father and the teacher there mentioned are the 
same as those we find in these works. A few medical treatises also, 
written by Bopadeva, have come down to us. 

Hemadri has not yet been forgotten in the Mar:ltha country. He 
is popularly known by the name of Hemat;lpant and old temples 
throughout the country of a certain structure are attributed to him. 

1 Pari'e.hakhal)~a, Ed. Bib. Ind., pp. 4·5. 

2 m::.&:~m~1Sqor Nq~~~ I ~ijn!t~rq~~rr s.ffipn~ij~rCfi'(!!I 
$r~flT'«f~~r~:<rr<rWY~ frr~lf1t I ~ <WR~ m~ritifl~ II 

Dr. R&jendralal'. notice. of Skr. MSS., Vol. II., pp. 48 and 200. 
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He is said to have introduced the MOQi or the current ft"Jrlll ~ 
writing and is believed to have brought it from Lanka or Ceylon 
As chief secrE'tary he had to superintend the writing of officia 
papers and records, and it is possible he may have introduced som 
improvements in the mode of writing. 

The great Mar!itha sadhu or saint JiiancSvara or Dnyanesvara aJ 
his name is ordinarily pronounced, flourished during the reign 0 

l:{3.machandra. At the end of his 1inrathi commentary on th 
Bhngavadgita he tells us: "In the Kali age, in the country 0 

Maharashtra and on the southern bank of the Godavari there is a 
sacred place five ko,~ in circuit, the holiest in the three worlds, where 
exists Mahalaya, who is the thread that sustains the life of the 
world. TherE', king Ramachandra, a scion of the Yadn race apd the 
abode of all arts, dispenses justice, and there, a vernacular garb was 
prepared for the Gila by Jiianadeva, the son of Nivrittinatha, sprung 
from the family of 1\1a 11e8a."1 The date of th~- completion of the 
work is given as Saka 1212 or A. D. 1290, when we know 
Ramachandra was on the throne. 

Ramachandra was the last of the independent Hindu sovereigns 
of the Dekkan. The Mussalmans had been firmly established at, 
Delhi for about a century, and though they had not yet turned their 
attention to the Dekkan it was not possible they should refrain from 
doing so for a long time. AlIa-ud-din Khilji, the nephew of the 
reigning kiug who had been appointed governor of Karra, was 1\ 

person of II bold and adventurous spirit. In the year 1294 A. D. or 
S'aka 1216 he collected a small army of 8000 men and marched 
straight to the south till he reached ]<;llichpur, and then suddenly 
turning to the west appeared in a short time before Devagiri. 'l'he 
king never expected slIch an attack aud was consequently 
unprepared to resist it. According to one account he was even 
absent from his capital. He hastily collected about 4000 tt'Oops aud 
threw himself between the city and the invading army. But being 
aware he could not hold out for a long time, ho took measures for 
provisioning the fort and retired into it. The city was then taken 
by the Mahomedans awl plundered, and the fort was closely 
invested. AlIa-ud-din had taken care to spread a report that his 
troops were but the advanced guard of the army of the king 
whieh was on its way to the Dekkan. Ramachandra, therefore, 

1 
.... .... _ ---.. no. r-... I n,. 

~{f ~JTT lJT{ Cfi0i3r I amur q&rU~.,:sooT I 
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d.es~a:rin~ of a successful ~·esistance,. began to treat for peace. 
Alia-ud-dm, who was conscIOus of his own weakuess, received 
his proposals with gladness and agreed to raise the siege and retire 
on condition of receiving from the king a large quantity of gold. 
In the meantime, Ramachandra's. son Sarhkara collected a large 
army and was marchmg to the relIef of the fort, when Alla-ud-din 

,left about a thousaud men to continue the siege and proceeded 
with the rest to a short distance from the town and gave battle to 
Sarhkara's forces. The Hindus were numerically superior and 
forced the Mahomedans to fall back; but the detachment left to 
observe the movements of the garrison joined them at this time 
and Sarhkara's followers thinking it to be the main army that wa~ 
on its way from Delhi were seized with a panic, and a confusion 
eusue~ which resulted in the complete defeat of the Hindlls. • 

Ramachandra or Rarnadeva then eontinued the negotiations, but 
AlIa-ud-din raise~ his demands. The Hindu king's allies were 
preparing to march to his assistance, but in the meanwhile 
Ramachandra discovered that the sacks of grain tha,t had been 
hastily thrown into the fort really contained salt; and sillce the 
provisions had been well nigh exhausted he was anxious to hasten 
the conclusion of peace. It was therefore agreed that he should 
pay to AlIa-ud·diu " 600 maunds of pearls, two of jewels, 1 (lOO of 
silver, 4000 pieces of silk, and other precious things," cede Ellichpur 
and its dependencies, and send an annual tribnte to Delhi. On the 
receipt of the valuable treasure given to him by the Devagiri prince, 
Alla-lld-din retired. 

Some time after, AlIa-ud-din assassinat.ed his aged uncle and 
usurped the throne. King Ramachandra did not selld the tribute 
for several years, and to punish him the Delhi monarch despatched 
an expedition of 30,000 horse under the command of Malik K::Liur, 
a slave who had risen high in his favour. Malik Kafm· accomplished 
the long and difficult march" over stones and hills without drawing 
rein," and arrived at Devagiri in March 1:307 A.D., Or about the end 
of Saka 1228. A fight ensued in which the Hindus were defeated 
and Rl1malieva was taken prisoner.1 According to another 
account, Malik Kafur came laying waste the country about 
Devagiri, and the Hindu king observing the futility of resistance 
surrendered himself. Ramachandra was sent to Delhi, where he 
was detained for six: months and afterwards released with all 
honour. 'l'henceforward he sent the tribute regularly and re­
mained faithful to the Mahomooans. In s'aka 1231 or A.D. 1309, 
Malik Kafnr was again sent to the Dekkan to subdue Tailangal).a. 
On the way he stopped at Devagiri, where he was hospitably 
entertained by the king. 

Ramadeva died this year and was succeeded by his son S'arhkara. 
He discontinued sending the annual tribute to Delhi and Malik 
Kafur was agaiu sent to the Dekkau in s'aka 123.J. or A.D. 1312 
to reduce him to submission. ·He put s'alilkara to death, laid W[1ste 
his kingdom, and fixed his resilience at Devagiri. 

I Elliot's History of India, Vol. III., p. 77. 
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In the latter years of AlIa-ud-din his nobles, diBgu~ted witn ,th 
overwhelming influence which Malik Kafur had acquired ove' 
him, revolted. In the meantime AlIa-ud-din died and was sue 
ceeded by his third son Mubal'ik. The opportunity was seizer 
by HarapaIa, the son-in-law of Ramachandra, who raised an in 
surrection and drove away somo of the Mahomedan governors 
In 1240 S'aka or A.D. 1318 Mubank marched to the Dekkan iJ 
person to suppress the revolt. He took HarapaIa prisoner and in 
humanly flayed him alive. . 

Thus ended the last Hindu or Mara~M monarchy of the Dekkan 
and the country became a province of the Mahomedan empire. 

Genealogy of tlte lafer Yddavas or tlte Yc1davas OJ Devagi.,,;. 

I 

Mallugi. 
I 

I. BIlILLAMA 
(S'aka 1109·1113 or A.D. 1187·1191.) 

I 
2. J AITRAP_~LA or J aitugi, 

(S'aka 1113·1132 or A.D. 1191·J21O.) 
I 

3. SUiOHANA 

(S'aka 1132·116901' A.D. 1210·12-17 ) 
I 

Jaitrap:i.JI1 or Ja,itngi. 
i 

4. KRISHNA, Kanhara or Kandhara. 
(S'~ka iI69·1182 or A.D. 1247·1260.) 

I. 
5. MAHAoEVA. 

6. RA~'AcHANDnA or Riimadeva, 
(Saka 1193·1231 or A.D. 1271·1309.) 

(S'aka 1182·1193 or A.D. 1260.1271. 

• I 
7. SA,iKARA (S'I1k. 1231·1234 or A.D. 1309·1312.) 

Broth~r.in.law, Haraplda, killed in S'aka 1240 or A.D. 1318. 

SEOTION XVI. 

THE S'ILAHARAS OF KOLHAPUR. 

Three distinct families of chiefs or minor princes with the name 0 

Silara or S'ilil.hara ruled over different parts of the country. The' 
all traced their origin to Jlmutavahana the son of Jlmutaketu, wh; 
was the king of a certain class of demigods called Vidyadharas, all( 
who saved th~ life of ~ serpe.nt ~amed S'arhkhachUqa by offerini 
himself as a VICtim to Garuq.a III hIS place.I One of the titles born( 
by the princes of all the three families was Tagarap1!rava.radhUvam 0: 

" lords of '1'agarn, the best of cities," which fact has a historical sig 
nificance. VVe have s~en that Kamvadeva, the donor of the RajapUi 
grant, who wasa Cht.lukya, called himself Kal!JurJ!1puravw'ddhHvara 
and one of the titles of the later Kadambas after they had bem 
reduced to vassalage and of the rulers of Goa was Banavdsipura 
va1·ddhis·vara. As these titles SIgnify that the bearers of then 
belonged to the families that once held supreme power at KalyaJ.u 

1 This story has been dramatized in the Sanskrit l,lay Niigimallua attributed t, 
S'rl·Harsha. 
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lind llanavasl, so does Ta[Jompumvcmldllis't'a1'a show that the 
Silaharas who bore the title belonged to a family that once possessed 
supreme sovereignty and reigned at 'l'agara. In one S'ililhara grant 
it is expressly stated that" the race known by the name of S'ilahara 
was that of the kings who were masters of Tagara."l As mentioned 
in a former sectio!). Tagara was a famous town in the early centuries 
of the Christian era and retained its importance till a very late 
period, but unfortunately the town has not yet been identified, nor 
haye we found any trace of the S'ilahara kingdom with Tagara as its 
capital. Perhaps it existed between the close of the Andhra­
bhritya period and the foundation of the Chalukya power. 

The three S'ilahara dynasties of Mahamat;lt;lalesvaras or dependent 
princes which we have been considering were founded in the i imes 
of th~ Rashtrakutas. One of them ruled over Northern Konkan, 
which was composed of fourteen hundred villages, the chief of them 
being Purl, whi8b probably was at one time the capital of the 
province. As repres" 'ed in an inscription at Kalll",ri noticed 
before, Konkan was ..t~signed to Pullasakti by AmoghavarslJa 
a few years before S' aka 775. Another S'ilahara family estab­
lished its~f in Southern Konkan. The fonnder or first chief 
named S' al)aphulla enjoying the favour of Krishl)araja acquired 
the territory between the sea-coast and the Sahya l'ange.2 

'I'here were three Rash~rako.ta princes of the name of K risht;laraja, 
but the one meant here must be the first prince of that name who 
reigned in the last quarter of the soventh century of the S'aka era 
or between 753 and 775 A.D.3 The genealogy of this dynasty is 
given in the Kharepata~ grant, the last prince mentioned in which 
wns on the throne in S' aka 9;30 while the Chalukya king Satyasraya 
was reigning. The capital must have been situated somewhere 
Ileal' Kbarepli~at;l_ 

1 Grant translated by Dr. Taylor and published in the Transactions of the Literary 
Society of Bombay, Vol. III. f~~,r~mrrJ.f (f/[~~~('[rI: I 

~ Kharepa~al) plates, Jour. B. B. H. A. S., Vol. I., p. 217. The name of the first 
chief is read "Jhallaphulla" by Bal Gaitgadhara S'astrl; but the first letter looks 
like tT though there is some difference. That difference, however, brings it nearer to 
~ The letter which was read by him as W. ia clearly "T. For ~~lir¥iT I find 

~ffi'-1'ir on tbe platea. 
3 From Sal)aphulla the first chief t(~ Ratta the last there are ten generations. 

Somehow each succeeding chlef 1Il thls hne happens to be the son.of the precedlIlg. 
Thongh in a line of priuces some of whom bear to others the relatIOn of brother. or 
uncle the average duration of each reign is from 19 to 21 years, the average duratIOn 
()t a generation is always much longer, and varies from 26 to 28 years. One can 
verify this by taking any line of princes or chiefs in the world. Ra~1a was on the 
throne in S'aka 930, and supposing him to have begun to reign about that tUlle, nille 
genera.tions or about 27 x 9 years must hay~ passed away from the date of the:;,fouDda~ 
lion of the family to S'aka 930. Subtractmg 27 x?= ~4a from 930, we have Saka 687 
as the approximate date of S'al)aphulla. If we take tb. average tobe 20" we sball 
have 696 as the date. In either case we are brought to the relgn of KpshI)a 1. 
The dates of Krishna II. range from S'aka 7m) to 833 and of Kpshl)a III. from 
S'aka 867 to 878', an;l therefore neither of these will do. Even if we take the other 
average of a reign in the present case and subtract 19x9=171 from 930, we get 8'aka 
759, which will not take us to the reig,!l of Krish~a II., whoae earliest .date is S'aka 799 
while the latest of his pl'euecessor is Saka 795. The Khiirel,atal) famlly therefore was 
the oldest of the three, and was foun(led in the reign of Kpsh~'" I. 

Bal S'astrl reau the name of the last chief in the grant as l{ahu; but the seeon.d 
syllahle of the name is certainly not S the form of wbich III the grant Its.If la 
tlifierent. It looks exactly like the ~ in the word ~ and afFI~ whICh 
occur elsewhere in the grant. 

Tagar., the Oflgl­
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'I'he third S'il!lharn family the history of which fnlls withih jh .. 
"'ope of this paper ruled over the districts of Kolhapur, Mirnj, 8n~ 
Karha<), and in later times Southern Konkan was added to its terri 
tory. This dynasty was the latest, of the three and was fonnd 
about the time of the downfall of the Rash~rakiita empire, a~ will 
hereafter shown. 'I'he first prince of the fl1milx was Jatiga, wh 
was sncceeded by his son Nayilllllla or Naj'ivarman, Nayimmll was 
followed by his son Chandrnnlj .. , and Chanuml'it.ja by hiR son Jatiga, 
who is called" the lion of the hill-fortl'ess of Panll/t!Il."! .Jatiga's 
son and successor was Gorhk", otherwise called GOlhkala or Gokalla. 
He is represented to have been tho ruler of the districts of Kara.­
h,ita-KUI.l<)i" and Mairilija and to have harassed Konkan. He had 
three brothers named Giivala, Kirtiraja, and Chandraditya, of whom 
t he first at lea"t appears to have succeeded him. Then folbwod 
fllarasirhha the son of Gorhka, whose grant tirst published by 
'Vathen is dated S'aka 980. Ill' is represented to, have constrllCted 
tl'mples; and to have been reigning at his capit:d, the fort of Khili­
gi!i, which probably was another name of Panh,i!A in the Kolhapur 
JistriC'ts. Marasilhha was succeeded by his son Gil \'ala and he by 
his brother Bhoja I. Bhoja's two brothers BalhlJa amI G~I.\(Jaraditya 
governed the principality after him in succession. 

An inscription at Kolhapur mentions another hrother named 
Gailgadevil and the order in which the brothers nre spoken of iHGuvala, 
Ganga, Balla!a, Bhoja, and Gar:H.laraditya.3 But the grants of Gal)c,Ia.­
!'aditya and Bhoja II. agree in representing" Bhoja as the elder und 
Balla!a as the younger brother, and in omitting Gailga. 

Of all these brothers tho youngest Gal.H.lanlditya seems to have 
been the Illost famous. lIe is the donor, ns inllicated above, in tho 
grant pnblished by Pan~it BhagvallllU Illdraji', and in others re­
("orded on stone at KolhApur aud in the districts. His dates are 
~aka 1032, 104-0, and 1058.5 He ruled over the country of :lliriiija 
along with the seven Khollas and over Konkan, which thus seema 
to have been snbjugated by the Kolhapur S'ilaharas before l03!_ 
Probably it was added to their dominions in the time of Gorhka or 
soon after. }'rom the grant of Bhoja II. it appears that the part of 
Konkan ruled over by the Dekkan S'illlhams was the Ramo as that 
which was in the possession of the family mentioned in the Khllrc­
pata~ grant,6 wherefore it follows that the s'ilflhal~l\s of southern 
Konkan were uprooted by their kinsmen of tim Kolllllpur distrids_ 
G~<)araditya fed It hundred thousand llnll11nlllls at Prayaga., the 
modern Allahabad. He built a Jaina temple at Ajarem, a village in 

I See the grant of Ga'!iJarA<lity. pnblu.bc.1 in .Iour. B. B. R. A. S., V .. I, XIII., p. Z, 
f Ml .... irilba in Junr. R. A. S., Vol. IV., p. 280, and Arch. SUTY. W. I., Nu. 10., 

l' 102. and of BbnjaLI. in Trani. I.it. Soc. Bum" Vol. III. 
2 M ...... irilha'. gt'Mt. Ku'!IJ.i or Kubul)':li wa. lome part of tho Bolg.um diatrict; 

'c note 8, p. 86. Malrillia i. Mirlj. 
3 Inacription No.4, Major Graham'. R'port. • In /<te. cil. 
~ DbagvAnllil'l "lat •• , and Inlcription. NOlI. I, 2 and 3, !\lljor Uraoarn·. Iteport. 

., h. S'akl in llbagvADIAI"Ir1'Dt and No_I of MajorOrabam'. inacriphuna i. tho '''UU', 
<., J032, U>oullb in tbe tramlatioD of the latter it i. erron.ouly gi"on ... 1037, Lut 

';,. r)'c1ic "", ... ..... dilY.rent. ,.. to thia we Appendix B . 
• jior the "iUago granted ia KMe\I, whiob II near JaiUpur &Ad Kbirep;it.&I!. 
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the I~olhapur districts!, and constructed a large tank, called after 
him Ga1!rf.asamudm or "the sea of GalfQa," at Iruku(ji in the Miraj 
district, and on its margin placed idols of tsvara or Siva, Bnddha, 
and Arhat (Jina), for the mlLintenance of each of which he assigned 
apiece of land. Several other charities of his, in which the Jainas also 
had their share, are mentioned, and hig bountiful nature as well as 
good and just govi!rnment are extolled.2 He first resided at a place 
called Tirava<!a and afterwards at Valavata, which has been identified 
with the present Valavdem.3 

Ga!f(!araditya was Rucceeded by his son Vijay:1rka, who was on 
the throne in S' aka 1065 and 107:3.' He restored the chiefs of the 
territory about Thana to their principality which they had lost, and 
replaced the princes of Goa on the throne and fortified thei I' position 
whicft had become shaky.' He assisted Vijjana" or Vijjah in his 
revolt against his masters, the Chalnkyas of Kalyih.la, and enabled 
him to acquire sll4lreme sovereignty. This event, as we have seen, 
took place about 1079 Saka. 

After Vijayarka, his son Bhoja II. became l\hhaman<Jalesvara 
and reigned in the fort of Panha!a. His dates are S'aka 1101, 1109, 
1112, 1113, 1114, and 1127.7 He granted the village of Kasell in 
Konkan near Kharepil.tan on the application of his son Ga'H.laraditya 
for feeding BrahmaJ:ts regularly8; and gave lands for Hindu and 
Jaina temples in other places also. Two of the grantees in one 
case at Kolhapur are called Karahatakas, which shows that the caste 
of Karha<Je Brahmans had come to be recognized in those days; 
and two others bore the family name of Ghaisrlsa, which is now found 
among Chitpavan Brahmalfs.9 In the reign of Bhoja II, a Jaina Palfqit 
of the naIlle of Somadeva composed in S'aka 1127 a commentary 
entitled S'a/,,!al·l}avacluwd,·i/.;,1 JO on Pujyapada's Sanskrit Grammar. 
The Kolbapur chiefs enjoyed a sort of semi-independence. 
Vijjala, the new sovereign at Kalyalfa, however, endeavoured 
probably to establish his authority over Bhoja. But that chief 
was not content to be his feudatory, aud to reduce him to 
subjection YijjaJa marched against KolMpur a little before his 
assassination in Saka 1089.11 On the establishment of the power of 
the Devagiri Yadavas, Bhoja seems similarly to have assumod inde­
pendence ; but Singhal,la subdued him completely, and annexed the 
principality to the Yadava empire.12 

1 Ind. Ant., vol. x, p. 76, note. 
2 His grant in lac. cit. 3 Bhagvanlal'. plates and Major Graham's Ins. No.2. 
4 Ins. Nos. 4 and 5, Major Graham's Report. 6 Grant of Bhoja II. in loc. cit. 
6 In the transcript of the inscription in Vol. IV. Trans. Lit. Soc. Born., we have 

V1ksha~a for Vijja1;la. There is no question this must be a mistake of the reader of 
the inscription or of the engraver. J=.-'or the Kalachuri usurper at Kalya:J;la is called 
both Vijjala or Vijja~a in his inscriptions, and there was nODe who about the date of 
Vijayarka obtained the position of a Chakravartin or paramount sovereign, as stated 
in the inscription. 

7 Major Gra.ham's Ins. NOB. 6, 7, 8, the grant, and Ind. Ant., vol. x., p. 76, note. 
S Thcre arc, however, Borne mistakes here in the transcript of tho grant and the 

.ens. is not clear, though it appears pretty certain that it was the village that was 
granted and not a field in it or anything else, from the fact that the boundaries of 
thc village are given. 

!) Ins. No.8, ).lajor Graham's Report. 
10 Ind. Ant. vol. x, p. 76, note. The manuscript here mentioned is in the Dekkan 

College library and I have seen in it the colophrLl given in the note. 
II Vijalal'aya Charitl'a ill Wilsoll's Macken ,Ie MSS" p. 320. 12 Sec. xv., pp. 82·83. 

• Vijayitl'ka. 

Bhoja II. 
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The number of generations from J atig't, the founder .. f. th~ 
dynasty, to Ga'.1C)araditya is seven. 'rhe latest date of the latter i 
S'aka 1058 and the earliest of his successor Vijayarka is 1065; s 
that if we suppose Ga'.I<,laraditya to have died in 1060 and aIlo , 
about 27 yearH to each generation, we shall arrive at f)'aka 871 a~ 
the approximato date of the foundation of the family. At that time. 
the reigning Rashtraklita sovereign was Krishl"~ Ill., the uncle of 
Kakkala tho last prince. 

One of the many titles used by the Silaharas was Sriman-Mah(j laks"­
mi-labdha.vara-prru(tda, i. e., "one who has obtained the favour of a 
boon from the glorious l'Ilahalakshmi." Mahalakshml was thus their 
tutelary deity, and tbey were clparly the followers of the Pura~ic and 
Vedic religion; but they patronized both Brahma,.ls and Jainas a­
like; and their impartiality is strikingly displayed by the fact 
noticed abovo of GUI.ldarilditya's baving placed an idol of Buddha, 
whose religion had well nigh become extinct, aiQ"'1g with those of 
the gods worshipped by the other two sects, on the margin of the 
tank dug by rum. 

There are at the present day many MarAtha families of the name of 
Seiara reduced to poverty, and the name Selaravl4i of a station on 
the railway from Khal.1Qa!a to Poona is also, I believe, to be traced to 
the family name of the sovereigns of Tagara. 

Genealogy of the i'\'i1"hArao of KolhApur. 
I 

Jatiga I. 
1 

Nayimma. 
1 

Chandraraja. 
1 

Jatiga II. 
1 

l 1 1 I 
Gomka. Gilvaja 1. Klrtiraja. ChandrAditya. 

I 
MAraaimha, S'aka 980 or A.D. 1058. 

r-----.-~ 1,-,------
1 I I I 

Gilvala II. Bhoja I. Balla~. GanlJarAditya, S'aka 1O~2, 1040,1058, or 
1 A.I>. 1110. IllS. 1136. 

Vijayarka, S'aka 1065, IIIj3, or A.I>. 

I 1143. 1151. 
Bhoja II, S'aka 1101, 1109, 1112, 1113, 

1114, 1127, or A.I>. 1179, 
1187, 1190, 1191, 1192, 
1205. 
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APPENDIX A. 

Nule on:tllC Gllpl~ Em. 

In ord.'r to rend!'r the chronologies of the different dynasties that ruled 
~yer western and northern r ndia in the early centuries of thR Christiral 
pra mutually consistent, it is nl'c!'ss'lrY to discuss the initial date of the 
Gupta era. Albiruni, who accompanied Mahmud of Ghizni in his invasion 
of Gujarat in the early part of the eleventh century, states that that era 
was posterior to the S'aka by 241 years, and that it was the epoch of the 
"xtermination of the Guptas. He mentions anotlwr era named after 
Balaha, ti,e initial date of which was the same as that of the Guptas. 

Now in some of the inscriptions of the Gupta kings and their dependent 
chiefs the dates are referred to Gllp/akalll or the Gupta era, wherefore 
Alhiruni's statement that it was the' epoch of their extermination cannot 
be true. This error is regardf'd as throwing discr .. dit on his other 
statement, viz., that the era was posterior to the S'akahy 241 years. Bdt 
it has nothing whateyer to do with it. Alhiruni must have derived his 
knowledge of the initial date from contempOl'ary evidence, since the era of 
the Uuptas was, as stated hy him, one of those ordinarily used ill the country 
in his time, and as his statements regarding the initial dates of the Vikrama 
and the Baka eras are true, so mllst that with reference to the Gupta era 
be true. On the other hand his information as regards the event which 
th" Gupta era memorialized must have been hased upon the tradition 
('urrent among the Hindu astronomers of the day, who were his infonnants. 
F;uch traditions arc often erroneous, as has been prm'ed in many a case. 
Alhiruni was also infol'llJ(,(1 that the S'aka pra was the epoch of the defeat 
<>f the Baka king by Vikranulditya. This was the tradition as to its origin 
among Indian astronomers, though it has now ginn place to another. For 
S~hala, in his commentarY' on Bhaskaracharya's Karal;takutuhala, a 
manuscript of which more than four hundred years old exists in the collec­
tion made by me for (;o"emmf'nt last year, tells us that" th" "poch when 
Vikramftditya killed :'II\cchchhas of th" name of S'akas is ordinarily known 
as the S'aka era." But we know that in l\Ial\galisa's inscription at Badami 
it is spokell of as the era of the "coronation of the S'aka king"; that Ravikirti 
in the inscription at Aihole describes it as the era of the Saka kings and 
that it is similarly represented in Illany other places. Albiruni's error 
therefore as regards the origin of the Gupta era no more invalidates his state­
ment as to its initial date than his error about the origin of the Baka PTa does 
his statemfmt about the initial date of that era. The only r('a,onahlo course. 
for liS under the circumstances is to reject the statenwnt as to the era 
heing an epoch of the extermination of the Guptas and accept that ahout the 
initial date of the era, But some antiquarians reject both these statement~ 
and accepL what simply hangs on them and what must fall with them, 
viz., that the Guptas were exterminated in Saka 242, and make elaborate 
endeavours to lind an earlier initial date for the era. If the inscriptions 
show that thl) era was not posthumous but contemporaneous, we should 
·rather hdieve that the Guptas rose to power in Saka 242, assigning its due 
value to the statement of Albiruni, which must have been based on 
contemporary evidence, that the era began in that year. But if instead of 
that we declare that they ceased to reign in S'aka 242, we in effect reject 
('ontempomry evidence and accepL a mere tradition whieh in so far as it 
represents the era to be posthumous has been proved to be erroneous. 

II 118-13 



EARLY HISTORY OF THE DEKKAN. 

~-\.gain, Albiruni's statement that the initial date of the Gupta eJ;lt and of 
the Valabhi era was the same seems to some not "at all pro hable." To 
my mind the improbability is not so great as to render valueless what 
clearly is contemporary evidence. \Ve all know that the date occurring in 
a grant of one of the sons of the founder of the dynasty is 207, and we 
haye a large number of grants of sul,sequcnt .kings with dates posterior to 
this and in harmony with it. So that it is clear that these d.~tes cannot 
refer to an era dating from the foundation of the dynasty. Such a long 
time as 207 years cannot be considered to have elapsed hetween the 
fllther who founcled the dynasty and his son, even supposing him to haH) 
heen a posthumous son. The dates, therefore, are understood to refer to 
th e Gupta era. \Vhat, then, could have been the Valabhi era, if it 
was never used hy the Valabhi princes during the 275 years or thereabouts 
of the existence of their dynasty 1 An era cannot receive the name of a 
c<'rtain line of princes unless used by those princes, at least on a few 
occasions, and enforced. 'l.'he era used by the Valabhi princes must· be 
the Valabh! era. One certainly would expect that it should be so. 
The only supposition, therefore, on which the whole becomes '1ntelligible 
is that the era introduced by the Valabhis in Surash~ra and used by them 
was called the Valabhi era by their subjects, and not one dating from the 
foundation of the dynasty; for such a one, we see, was not used by the 
~ alabhi princes themselves. The era introduced and used by the Valahhis 
was that of the Guptas, whose dependents they were in the beginning, 
and hence Albiruni's statement that the initial date of the Gupta and 
Valabhi eras was the same is truc. From an inscription nt Homanath 
discovered by Colonel Tod, we gather that S'aka 242 was the first year 
of the Valahhi era. Hence, therefore, the initial c1ate of the Gupta era 
was 242 Baka, as stated by Albiruni. 

'fhe question in this way is, I think, plain ~nough. Still since 
astronomical calculations have been resorted to to pron, the incorrectness 
of the date given by Albiruni and to arr,ive at nil ,'arlif'r one so as to place 
the extinction of the Gupta dynasty in Saka :!J2, it is necpssary to go into 
the question further. The following tests may 1)(' used and have been used 
to determine the correctness of a proposed illili,,1 ,late ;-

• 
1. The date of Budha Gupta's pillar inscription at Eran, which is 

Thursday, the 12th of AsM.J.ha, in thc Gupta year 165. 
2. Raja Hastin's inscription dated 156 Gupta, the year of the 12-

year cycle of Jupiter being Mah,h-aisakha. 
3. Raja Hastin's inscription dated 173 Gupta, the year of the 12-

year cycle being Mahasvaynja. 
4. Rijii. Hastin's inscription dated 191 Gupta, the yeor of the 12· 

ycar cycle being Mahachaitra. 
5. Raja Sarilkshobha's inscription dated 209 Gupta, the year of the 

IZ·year cycle being Mah:l.syaynja. 
6. An eclipse of the sun mentioned in the Morvl copperplate 

grant dated 5th Phillguna Su(1i 585 of the Gupta era. 

Before applying these tests to the initial date given by Albiruni, it must 
be premised that accorc1ing to the Arabic au~hor the Gupta era was 241 
years posterior to the Saka, To convert a Saka date into a Valabhi date, 
or which is the same thing, into a Gupta date, he tells us to deduct from it 
the cube of 6 and the square of 5, that is, 241. And proceeding to giyo 
actual instances, be says 953 Baka corresponds to 712 Valabhi or Gupta, 
We have thus to add 241 to a Gupta date to arrive at the corresponding 
~aka date. Again, as I shall show in Appendix B, in inscriptions the 
numerical date indicates, in a large number of instances, the num;"r of yeal·s 
of an era that have elapsed, that is, the past year and in ahout a third of 
the instances, the current year. The year of the cycle, however, whpllcver 
it occurs, is as a nIle the current year, though ill rare cas('s that also i" 
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the past year. If, then·fore, a past Gupta year is to be convcrted into the 
current Saka year, we shall have to add 2-l:3 tEl the former; while if both 
arc current or both past, the difierellce between them is only 241. 

N ow, as to the first of the ,ahO\'" tests, Gupta 1 G5 + 241 =406 S'aka. If 
Albiruni is correct, the 1 :lth Ashi"lha Surli of this year should \,e a Thursday. 
I asked Illy iriend Professor Keru L"kslllnm,l Chh"tre to make the calculation 
for me, andhe tells me that it was a Thu,·sday. Since our astronomical 
Ilwthods are hased 011 the past S'aka year, and even our present S'aka year 
It!05 really represents, as I shall show in the next AppendLx, the years 
that have elapsed, the current year being l'('ally It!06, Gupta 165 wls 
a past year, as well as S'aka 40G. Hence only 241 has to be added, 
S'aka 406 cOl'l'esponds to 41H A.D. Genoml Cunningham takes the Gupta 
165 to correspond to 483 A. D., adding 240 + 78, = 31t! to it, and of course 
arrives at the result that "the 12th day of Asha,.lha Sudi was a Friday 
instead of a Thursday." If, howev"r, he had added 241 + 78=319 and taken 
484 A.D. to correspond to Gupta 165, he would have arrived at the correct 
result. 

Then as to the datt'''' in years of the 12-year cycle, General Cunningham 
himself has pll\ccd heforc us the means of verifying them. In the tables 
published by him in Volume X. of the Archaoological Reports, the cyclic yea,' 
corresponding to the Cltrrellt·Christian year is given, and if we subtract HI 
from tile number representing the year, we shall arrive at the c,,,rellt S'aka 
year. Now, if Wt' take the Gupta figured dates to represent the years that 
had elapsed \"'fo ... · the cyclic year cOlllmenced, (and this way of marking the 
dat". is, as r('marked ahovl', the one we usually find), then 173 Gupta, the 
third date in the ab()ve, corresponds to 414 S'aka past and 415 currellt, 241 
being added in the tirst case, and 242 in the second. If we add 78 to 415 
we shall get the ""rrcld Christian year, which is 493. Now in General 
Cunningham's tables wedo find the year MahMvayuJa given as corresponding 
to 493 A. D. In the same way, 191 Gupta past + 242 = 433 S'aka cnrrcnt, 
+ 78 = 511 A. D. currenf. In the tables we find 511 put down under 
Malt4chaitra. Similarly 209 Gupta P(ut + 242 = 451 S'aka curre"t, + 78= 
529 A.D. Cl<rr""t which Was .lJat.M(·"y"J". 

N ow, as to the first of the daft!s in the 12-ycar cycle, 156 Gupta + 242 + 78 
is equal to 4iG A.D., which llow""er is Mahachaitra instead of Mahavais,ikha. 
Here there is a discrepancy of one year; but such discrepancies do somc­
ti~es occur even in S'aka dates and the years of the SO-years cycle given 
along with them, and some of them will be noticed in the note forming the 
next Appendi». They are prohahly due to the fact that the frequent use o( 
the past or expired year and also of the current year led sometimes the past 
year to be mistaken for the current year, just as we natO mistake the year 
1805 S'aka for the current year, though it really is the completed or p"st 
year. Thus the completed year 157 must, in the case before us, have come 
to be mistaken hy the writer of the inscription for the current year, awl he 
thought 156 to he the past year and thus gave that instead of 157. Now 
157 Gupta + 242 + 7tl=477 A.D., which is .JI"hdv"ilfdklw, according to the 
tables. 

The eclipse nwntioned in the Morvl plate occurred, according to my friend 
Professor Keru Lakshm",J, on the 30th of V aisflkha, S'aka 827. The Gupta 
year given in the plate is 585. If 827 is in the astronomical calculation 
the curreat year, it must correspond to 585 Gupta 1'a8t ; for 5tl5 + 242=827. 
It is by no lIletlllS necossary to suppose that the eclipse occurred on th" 
neW-UlOOn day immediately previous to the 5th of Phftlguna 8mli 
mentioned in the gl'ant. 1<'01' it is perfoctly possible that the actual religions 
ceremony with reference to the grant was made in Vaisakha and the deed 
executecl in Ph{tlgnna. 
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I have thus shown that Albiruni's initial date for the Gupta era stands 
all these tests. It may eVf/n be said that it stands them better than 167 
A.D. and 190 A.D. proposed hyGeneral Cunningham and Sir E. Clive Bayley 
respectively. But I am loath to decide such questions simply on astrono­
mical grounds; for there are several very confusing elements involved, and 
a modern astronomer cannot know them all and make allowance for them. 

" It now remains to notice the last point relied on by the opponents of 
Albiruni. The date on a copper·plate grant by the last S'i!aditya of Valabhi 
Ivtherto known is 447. This S'iladitya is also styled Dhrubhata in the 
grant and has been identified with the Tu-lu-va-po-tou or Dhruvabhata of 
H wan Thsang who visited Valabhi in 640 A.D. The date 447 is understood 
as referring to the Gupta era, and, 319 being added it, corresponds to 766 A.D. 

It has therefore been argued that an earlier initial date must be assigned 
to the Gupta era so as to bring this S'iladitya or Dhrubhata nearer to the 
date of H wan Thsang's visit. But the identification of the last S'iliiditya 
with Hwan Thsang's Dhruvabha!a cannot stand. In the Si-yu-ki the 
Chinese wri~er does not speak of a king but of ki1lgs, and sayS'they were 
nephews of Siliiditya of Malva and the younger of them named Dhruvahha!a 
was son-in-law to the son of Harshavardhana. If they were nephews of the 
king of Miilva they were brothers and hoth of them kings. Now, the 
~edecessor of the last S'iladitya of Valabhi was his father, and among the 
kings of Valabhi we do not find brothers reigning in succession at this period. 
There were two brothers who occupied the throne before this period, one of 
them being named Dharasena and the other Dhruvasena. They were the 
sons of Kharagraha, and the younger of them was the father and predecessor 
of Dharasena IV. 'l'his younger brother or Dhruvasena must have been 
H wan Thsang's Dhruvabhata. Nothing important is involved in the suffix 
Blwta. It was a mere title or honorific terrflination as Pant and Ray are 
amo;'g us the l\1ara~hils. Sena, Sirilha, and Bhata were the Valabh1 
honorific endings and they could be used promiscuously. The king spoken 
of in the plates as Dhruvasilhha may have been called Dhruvabhata hy 
ordinary people, from whom H wan Thsang must have got the name. Now, 
a copper-plate grant of Dhruvasena bears the date 310 and the earliest date 
of his successor Dharasena IV. is 336. Tia first corresponds to 62!l A.D. 

(310+241+78=629), and the second to 645 (326+241+78=645). 
It is quite possible, therefore, that Dhruvasena was on the throne in 640 A.D. 

at the time when Hwan Thsang visited Valabhl. 

The initial date mentioned by Albiruni is thus consis~ent with every­
thing with which it has been thought to be not consistent. I have shown 
that the statement of the Aral;Jic writer is in itself entitled to our 
confidence, being based as it must have heen on contemporary {'vidence 
as his statcments about the Saka and Vikrama eras were. I will now 
show that the date mentioned by him is alone consistent wit,h the 
information we possess as regards the relations of the several dynasties 
that ruled over Gujarat and Kathi&wil'.1 in the early centuries of the 
Christian era, and the dates proposed by General Cunningham and Sir E. 
Clive Bayley are not. \Ve know that the Guptas succeeded the Satraps, 
and the Valabhis were at first dependents of the Guptas and afterwards 
attained independence. Chandragupta II. must have been the Gupta 
prince who overthrew the Satraps, since he is the first prince of that 
dynasty whose silver coins are a close imitation of those of the Satraps. 
The latest date of that monarch is 93. This corresponds to 260 A.D. and 
283 A.D. on the supposition that the Gupta era took its start in 167 A.D., 

and 190 A.D. respectively. Now, the latest date of the Satrap dynasty is 
304. If the era to which it refers is the S'aka, it corrpsponds to :182 A.D., 

that i<, we shall have to suppose one of th" pl'inccs of the dynasty to h"YE 
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reigned about a hundred years after the dynasty had been put an end to 
by Chandragupta II. The S'aka era will therefore not do. Supposing 
the Satrap dates refer to the Vikrama era, 304 corresponds to 248 A.D., 

which of course is consistent with Chandragupta's date 260 A.D. or 283 
A.D, If then the Satrap dates refer to the era of Vikrama, Rudradiiman's 
72 must correspond to 16 A.D. Rudrad"man's grandfather Chashtana will 
have to be ",laced about B.C. 4. But Ptolemy, writing after 150 A.D., tells 
us that Ujjayini was ruled over about the time when he wrote by 
Tiastenes, who has been very reasonably identified with Chashtana, 
Ptolemy's information cannot certainly be 150 years old, It has, however, 
been argued that Ptolemy does not state that Tiastenes reigned about the 
time when he lived, and that he and Sil'O Polemios were contemporaries. 
For, he gives the information in the form of two short notes, "Ozone, the 
royal residence of Tiastenes," and" Baithana, the royal residence of Sil'O 
Polemios." Euch notes it is possible that one should write even if the 
princes reigned several hundred years before him, as a modern geographer 
)//"y mention Berlin as "the capital of Frederick the Great," or Ghizni as 
" the capi~ of l\1ahmud." As to tills I have to observe that the analogy 
does not hold good. A modern geographer and his readers are very well 
acquainted with past history, while neither Ptolemy nor those for whom he 
wrote could have known the past history of India. A modern geographer 
knows which of the princes that rulcd over a certain country in past time"ll 
was the ablest or most powerful and selects him out of a numher and 
mentions his name in connection with a certain place. It is extremely 
improhable or almost impossible that Ptolemy should haye known many 
Indian princes who reigned l,efore he lived, along with their achievements, 
and should have chosen the ablest of them for being mentioned. And, as a 
matter of fact, we know that one at least of the rulers mentioned by him 
could he a person of no importance. For Baleocuros who according to 
him held power in Hippocura was, as we have seen, but a Viceroy or 
dependent of Pulumf'yi and Gotamiputra Yajila S'd, since as Vqivayakura 
his name. occurs along with those of the two princes on the Kolhapur coins. 
Again, Ptolemy must have derived his information from merchants 
carrvinO" on trade with India and these from the natives of the country. . " Alld we know that natives of Ittdia care very little for past history and 
soon forget their kings. Hence the information derived by the merchants 
caIlHot have reference to princes who reigned long hefore the time 
of Ptolemy. It is possihle that Indians may remember a celebrated prince 
for a century or two. TIut, as stated ahove, one of the rulers mentioned by' 
Ptolemy was but a dependent sovereign and could not have been a man ot 
note. The only other supposition that our opponents may resort to, is that 
Ptolemy's statements were based on those of previous geographers whoso 
contemporaries the princes mentioned by him were. No ground whatever 
has however been adduced ill support of such a supposition. In the Periplu!l 
which was written before Ptolemy, Paithana and Ozene are mentioned but 
Polemios ant! 'riastenes are not. On the contrary,. the author of that work 
says that Ozene was "formerly the capital wherein the king resided." Ii 
Tiastenes lived before him and Ptolemy's mention of the former was due 
to his having heen a prince of note like Frederick the Great and ::Ifahmud', 
of Ghizni in modern times, we should expect the author of the Periplus to' 
have noticed him, especially when he does allude to the kings of Uzene.' 
Tiastenes, Polemios, and Balcouuros must thus have reigned about the 
time of Ptolemy. The last two were, we know, contemporaries, and so also 
must the third have heen. 

In this manner the Vikrama era will not do for the Satrap dates. 
Besides, no trace whatever has hitherto been discovered of the use of that 
era in the, early centuries of Christ, Since, then, the use of no other era 
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at the time has been well authenticated, the Satraps must bc supposed to 
havc employed the Saka era. The circumstances of the country at that 
period render, as I have shown, the establishment of this era by the S'akas 
who ruled over the country in every way probable. 'I'he latest Satrap date 
will thus correspond to 382 A.D., and Chandragupta, the· conqueror of the 
Satraps, call he rendered posterior to this only by taking 24.2 S'aka or 3:20 
A.D. as the initial date of the Gupta era; for his 93 past will the'tcorrespOlHl 
to 412 A.D. And in this way Itudradaman's 72 will cornespoml to 150 A.V.; 

and Chashtana's date will be about 1:30 A.D., i.e., anterior to the date of 
Ptolemy's geography by about 25 years. 

Pal).dit Bhagvanlill has recently published a facsimile, transcript, and 
translation of a grant by Sryit';raya Sililditya, SOil of JaY'''llilha\'al"lllan 
the founuer of the Gujarat branch of the early Chalukya dynasty. The 
date occurring in it is 421. The Pans/it also mentions a grant hy, Vina)"il­
ditya Yuddhamalla, the brother of Sry,,,;raya the date of which is Saka 65:3. 
What era the lirst date refers to is not stated, but it certainly canuot he 
the Saka or the Vikrama. It must therefore he the Gupta wh·.,h was OltO 

of those in ordinary use in Gujarftt and which the Valabhi princes thew­
selves are said to have used. If so, neither 167 A.D. nor 100 A.D. will do as 
the initial date of that era; for then 4n would correspond to 388 A.D. ami 
fell A.D. respectively, while YuddhalJlalla's date is 731 ,I. n. The uistllll('l: 
of time between the brothers would thusloe 143 and 120 \"at's which is 
impossible. The only initial date of tl", Gupta era, thpl',:fore, that, \\ ill 
bring the brothers close together is tha,t given by All,it'ulli ,.;:., :! 12 f'aka j 

for Sryasraya's date thus becomes 662 Baku, while his l)]"utl)('l'\ is Ij.-,:; S"k". 
Those who believe that the V alabh, princes tJ,ems,' h,·s d irl l",t 'i''' tl", 
Valabhi era can have little ground to suppose that a1l\' ntlwl' ri \ al dynasty 
did it, and that Sryasraya's date refers to that era ; l,ut if il cL()'·'. tIll' \" "lal,l" 
era is, as I have already observed, the same as the (; "l'~"' e\'a. Paud i I 
Bhagvanlal, however, in a paper recently published refers Sryii~ra)"a's date 
to an unknown era with 250 A.D. as its initial date, But even thus the 
interval between the two brothers becomes sixty years, which unqucstiollal,]y 
is too long. For Srya';raya'~ 421 corresponds under the supposition Jp I; 71 
A.D. and Vinayaditya's 653 Saka to 731 A.D, The grounds adduccc(for tl ... 
supposition of a new era appear to me to be very questionable. Dadda J J . 
of the Gurjara dynasty, whose date is 380, is spoken of in a grant to lu" e 
protected a prince of Valabhi who had been hard pressed by Harshade"a. 
This Harshadcva is supposed by the Pal).s/it to be Harshavardhana of 
Kanoj, the contemporary of Hwan Thsang and Pulake';i II. of th,' 
Dekkan. But the Chinese traveller represents the king of ValaLhi as the 
son-in-law of Harshavardhalla's son aIld consequently a friend of the 
monarch rather than an enemy. Even granting for a time that the 
U meta and the lUo grants of D"dda II., the dates of which are 400 and 
417 Saka respectively, are forgeries, it is not, I think, too much to expect 
the forgers to he pretty accurate as regards the time when the prince in 
whose name they executed the forgeries lived. The dates 380 and 385 
therefore of the Kherfl grants of Dadda refer not unlikely, to the Saka era. 
And Dadda may have lived to Saka 417 corresponding to 495 A.D. This 
brings us down to about the time of Harsha of Ujjayini who may have 
been the monarch from whom Dadda protecteu the Valahhi prillce·. The 
second ground on which the supposition of the existence of a ncw ern, is l,used 
is that in the opening passage of another grant of Sryltsraya, Villily,t!litya 
Satyasraya Vallahha is praised. This Vinayaditya the Pal1l1it id"lltilies 
with the sovereign of the Dekkan of that name. But 1 should til i II kit to 

. be morc natural to understand him as the brother of ;;;\""["';1':'1'''' tI\(' d",,(,\" 
<!f the grant dated 653 Saka. For this last is not cnll;·d J';'I"01"'~i" \\ I,il,' 
Sryasraya is, and from this it appears that the btl"'1' "'<t.' hi, L1'otll'l" 
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• associate in the administration and governed a proY ince as his Vicp.roy. 
It is on this account that the brother's name is mentioned at the beginning 
of the grant. The title Satyasray\, Vallabha was promiscuously applied to 
all Chalukya rulers. The date Saka 653 of Villayaditya Yuddhamalla 
of Gujarat also does not harmonize with the supposition that his brother 
was the contemporary of Vinayaditya of the Dekkan. The two as­
tronomical <lII\ncidences mentioned by MI'. Fleet in his note on the Pandit's 
paper in themselves prove nothing, unless it is shown that the coincid~~ce" 
do not occur when the dates 456 and 486 of the N avsar; and Kav; grants 
ar<' understood as referring to anyone of the well known eras. Besides, if. 
this new era was in such extensive use in Gujarat, surely we must meet 
with some allusion to it in some Gujarat inscription or literary work from 
the earliest times to those of Albiruni. As the question however has no 
direct bearing on the point under discussion in this note, I need not go 

• into it further. 
Thus, then, the evidence in favour of Albiruni's initial date for the 

Gupta era atlpears to me to be simply overwhelmin~. 





EARLY HISl'ORY OF THE DEKKA:t\. 105 

APPENDIX B. 

Note on-the S'aka dales ana the years of the Bdl'haspalya cyele, occ?f.rI"i,,[/ 
in the Inscriptions. 

, 
There are certain difficulti~s with reference to the Saka dates and the 

cyclic years or Salhvatsaras occ!lrring in the inscriptions which require to 
be cleared up. The current Saka year (A.D. 1883-84) in the Bombay 
Presidency is 1805, and the year of the sixty years' cycle, S"blu'in". In the 
southern provinces and the Madras Presidency the current S;,ka year is 
1806, the cyclic year being the same. The first question then is, "Do the 
dates in the inscriptions conform to the Bombay reckoning or the Madras 
reckon~g 1" and the next, " 'Vhat is the cause of this difference of a year j" 
We have also to consider whether the Saka dates in the inscriptions re­
present the number of years that have expi"ed before the event recorded 
in them or the cun'ent year in which the event took place. ., 

Mr. Robert Sewell of the Madras Civil Service gives in the first column 
of the Chronological Tables compiled by him the number of the Saka 
years that have expired before the beginning of the cy,clic year set against 
it in the same line in the third column. 'l'he current Saka year correspond­
ing to that cYSlic year is the one given in the next line in the first column. 
Thus against Saka 855, the date of the Sangall grant of Govind IV_ of the 
R:lsh~rakut,,;a dynasty, we have in the third column the cyclic year Vijaya 
which shows that 8.~5 years of ,the Saka era had e.J;pired before the Vijaya 
year began, while the current ~aka year corresponding to V~jaya was that 
given in the next line, viz. 856. Mr. Sewell follows the Madras reckoning. 
If we interpret the tables according to the Bombay mode, the Saka year 
appearing in the first column will be the current year corresponding to 
the cyclic year in the same line in the third column, while the number in 
the line immediately above will represent the years that have expired 
hefore tile beginning of that cyclic year. Thus against 1805, the current 
Saka year on this side of the country, we have in the third column the 
current cyclic year 81lblulnu, while 1804 in the line above shows the 
number of years that have expired. By comparing the Saka dates and 
cyclic years occurring in the inscriptions with those in the tables we shall 
be able to determine the points raised above. 

In the analysis of Pitli, Sanskrit, and old Kanarese inscriptions publish­
ed by Mr. Fleet and Dr. Burgess there are 97 cases in which the Saka 
date as well as the cyclic year are distinctly given. On comparing 
these with the Tables I observe that in 58 out of these the given Saka 
date occurs in the same line with th" cyclic year mentioned in the inscrip­
tion. These arc :-

Nos. 18, 20, 21,23,24,25,28, 28, 35, 36, 37, 38, 52, 70, 87, 88, 90, 
92,98,99,101, 102, 109, 114, 123, 125, 126, 127, 128,129, 131, 134,136, 
141,148,149,150,154,155,156,157,158,159,160,161, 183, 189,201, 
2l4, 215, 219, 229,230 (first part), 240, 241,243, 283, 286. 

Thus in inscription No. 20, the date given is 1200, and the cyclic year 
the Bahudhanya, both of which occur in the same line set against each 
other in the talJles. 

In 28 cases the Saka date given in the inscription occurs in the tables 
in the line below that in which the given cyclic y"ar occurs. These are :­

B 118-14 
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Nos. 19, 22,26, 33, 34,47,72, 89, 91, 95, 96 (first part), 96 (second 
part), 100, 1l0, lll, 112 118 (first part), 118 (second part), 146, IGI, 
194,227,230 (second part), 231, 234,236,237,281. 

In No. 19, for instance, the Saka date is 1184 and the cyclic year 
fJurmati. In the taLles, J)"rniati occurs in the upper line set against 
1183, and 1184 is in the line below, and J)"ndubhi is the year marked 
against it. , 

Now on the supposition that the inscriptions conform to the Madras 
reckoning, in the first 58 cases the 8aka date represents the num Ler of 
Sal"i years that had ~"Jlired before the current cyclic year of the inscription, 
and in 28 it shows the C1lr,.ent year of that era. If we suppose the BOlll bay 
reckoning to have been in use, the dates in the first 58 cases will represent 
the current year and those in the next 28, the jll.tttre year and not the past. 
But since it is almost absurd to suppose that the immediately next yeal' 
should be stated in the inscriptions, it follows that the Madras mode of 
reckoning was the one in use. The o~jection, however, may be obviated 
by supposing that these 28 cases conform to the Madras reckorLlg and 
give the current year, while the first 58 follow thc Bombay mode. But 
this supposition is not reasonable or probable, since these groups are not 
confined to particular provinces, and often one of the former exists in the 
sanr~ district or even place with one of the latter. 'Ve thus see that 
though in the majority of cases the inscriptions give the past Saka year, 
there is a large number in which the cttrrent year is given and not the 
past. 

I havc also compared other dates with the tables, and the result I give 
below:-

_______________ !S.'k,d,te.! Cyclic yeaI'. 
\Yhat the S'aka date 

represents. 

Kanarese grant uf Goviuda. III. 
RiishLrakata ... .. . 

Radhan'pur gi'ollt of do. .. . 
K!,isht;la II or Ak&layars)l:.t, comple­

tion of the Jain<1 Put'ana . . .. 
Do., ill a J aina temple hy Chi· 
karya ... ,_. 

Govind IV., San gal! grant .. 
Kakkala, Kar(Jil. grant ... ... 
Tailapa's accession ... . .. 
SatyMraya, KMrcpa\aJ,l plates of 

Ratt".. ... ... 
J ayasiinha J agadekamalla, 1I1iraj 

grant 
MarasiIhha ... SililMra ~f' KolMp~;: 

grant... ... ... 
(Ja'1~araditya do., Kolldpnr. 

Ins. No. 1. 
Do. do. grant trans· 

lated hy Pa'1<;\it Bhagv1lnb1... 
Do. KolMpur Ins. No.2 ... 

Vijayarka do. do. No.4 "'1 
Some~vara I. II. Bh1llokamalla, Abhi· 

lash it. Chintamani ... .. . 
Bhojadeva II., Kolhllpur Ins. No.6 .. . 

Do. do." No.8 
Do. Dr. Taylor's grant. 
Do. Kolhapur Ins.N 0.8. 

Sil~l$hal)a Yiidava, Khedrilpur Ins .. . 
Kamvadeva CMlukya ... .. . 
Mahadeva Yildava, Pang.harpur IDS. 
Ramachandra Yidava, TMDil ... 

Do. do. do. .. 

726 
730 

820 

824 
855 
894 
895 

930 

946 

980 

1032 

1032 
1040 
1065 

1051 
1101 
1112 
1113 
1114 
1I36 
1182 
1192 
1I94 
1212 

Subhanu 
Sarvajit 

Pillgala 

Dunduhhi 
Vijaya 
Aitgiras 
S'rimukha. 

KUnka 

... Current year. 

... Do. 

Do. 

... Years elapsed. 

... Do, 
... Do. 
... Do. 

Do. 

Raktakshi ... Do. 

Vilambin 

Vik-!iti 

Virodhin 
Vilamhin 
Dumlubhi 

Do. 

Do. 

'''1 Current year. 
... Years elapsed. 
.. ' Currcnt ycar. 

Sanmya ... Years elapsed. 
Vilambin .. Current year. 
Sftdhilrana ... Years elapsed. 
V irodh iti ... Do. 
Paridhiivin.. Do. 
S'rlmukha ... Current year. 

~~~~~~a. ::/ Years elt~~ed. 
Angiras ... Do. 
Virodhin ... Current year. 
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Out of these 24 dates, eight give the current year and the rest the years 
that had expired, the proportion being the same as in the other case, viz., 
1 to 2. In all cases in which the cyclic year is given it is possible to 
determine whether the date represents the current or past year, but not 
in others. The inscriptions of the early tlhaIukyas do not gi "e it, a»' 
hence the exact date remains doubtful. 

Now"{he Bombay mode of reckoning, which i" one year behind that 
prevalent in Madras, is, I believe, due to a mistake. We have seen it was 
more usual in recording a date to mark the years that had expired than the 
current year. .A. word expressive of that sense such as gCtteshu, " h~ving 
elapsed," was used after the number, and another such as pravartamtlne, 
" being current," was used in connection with the name of the cyclic year. 
These words were, for brevity's sake, afterwards dropped, and in the course 
of time, the sense, to express which they were used, was also forgotten and 
the number came to be regarded as denoting the current year. There are 
a few dates in the inscriptions which indicate such a mistake as this. 
Thus ifl'No. 86 of the Pilli, Sanskrit, and old Kanarese inscriptions, Saka 
~ll isgiyen along with the cyclic year Vikriti. Now, according to the 
tables, the number of years that had expired before Vikriti was 912 and the 
current year was 913. This discrepancy is to be explained by the sup­
position that Saka 912 which represented the years that had expired lAme 
to be thought of as the current year, just as we, on this side of the country, 
consider 1805 as the current year now, though it indicates the past year, 
and the writer of the inscription wishing to give the years that had 
expired before his current year, put them as 911. The same is the case 
with Nos. 27,67, 115,130, 224, and 284, the Saka dates in which are 
1444, 1084, 1130,1453, 1114, and 1128, respectively, and are two years 
behind the current year as, determined by the cyclic years given along with 
them. In some cases the·Saka dates are in advance of the Samvatsa"a 
Qr cyclic year by one year. Thus in the V al}i-DiI.H~ori grant of Govinda 
III. the Saka date is 730 and the Sarhvatsara Vyaya., and in the Kilnheri 
inscription of Amoghavarsha we have Saka 775 and the Pr(lj<1pati Sam­
vatsara. Now the Saka years imlnediately preceding V yaya and Prajapati 
were 728 and 773, while the current ,years were 729 and 774 respectively. 
The dates in these inscriptions may be explained on the supposition that 
730 and 775 were the current Saka years, while instead of the current 
cyclic years Sarvajit and A1igiras, the past Salhvatsaras Vyaya and 
Prajapati were given as the past Sakll years were given in so many cases; 
in other words the usual process was inverted in these two cases. 

The date in No. 79 of the Pllli, Sanskrit, and old Kanarese inscriptions 
is three years behind the current Samvatsara, and that in No. 228, four 
years ; No. 221 has 1113 for 1121 ; and No. 246, 1492 for 1485. These 
III ust be considered to be posi ti ve mistakes. 

The Baka dates given in the preceding pages repr~sent in most cases 
the years that had expired before the particular occurrences mentioned. 
Thus" in 855" means after 855 years of the B'aka era had expired. 
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APPENDIX C. 
Introduction to Hemarlri's VratakhalH.lda. 

In the critical notes D. represents the Ms. in the Dekkan College Library, 

No. 234 of A. 1881-82; S. the Ms. belonging to ~he old Sar;skrit College, No. 657 ; 
Kh. the Ms. belonging to Khasgivale, and G. the Ms. procured by GangadtJl.· 
Sash'! Dittar . .l3ee Section XIV., p. 75, note 2. 

..... ",.a::. ". * ">11 mqrE?5orqH"~ <.f~"~"~~~~<13r<131 <13!i 
..... .... ,...",..,., 

{l1;~:T~rr'''l({ orr<131fi1 'fE?5{<13~ ql'frr~{f'ff1til d''!... I 

Cf'f (cfi I f'ii<131firrq ofr 1fi<13\9qr~rfu iTrqrw rrl­

rfra~'lfraqi'lf::rr-;q::r~f{({~rii rrqtiiq~ II , II 

;a-"ifrt'! <'ii'fo(tq 'firr;a6~{fr 'l'l::q '/ii'q:[qir 
~ 

~rn6r\f<i;;w~'<ir~'frr~U ~err ue[l{ff'll 

R~lrr~~'«fTT6WU~'; <i"{I~cF~r{'fi­

~TtJrl~&:'frris:~It'<i{OTI,qr,s;{q qr~ ~: II ~ II 
If If 

*These two stanzas eKist only 'in a mutilated form in S., but they occur fully 

in D. and Kh. which contain the shorter Prasasti. In G. which contains both 
the PraSastis miKcd together, they occur at the head of the shorter one, so thai; 
they appear to belong to the latter rather than to the other. 

~ IJSo for 'l ~ D. Kh ... <{: for 9': D. Kh. 
l) IT 

Rajaprasasti I 

~lq r;~arr ~a61T61! ql i4l1r'f~lfr'frrr-
";t -. ...... ,., ~ (' ..... 

;:H;q:~F2q~., is:q~"m{: ">1OTr~d 'fl~{d': I 
'ob '" If '''If 

.......... "......... 
'fi~qr~orq\l1~ rrrrW·Pi<13 Qr,I'f6r+rt9\-

{~{r~r~OT'<ir~OTlfli({fifr-~oqplofoti'r {rt II ~ II 

3lilff rT~fa' q~ql ~l1tq ~~qr1ft PJr{'fq: qqrr~: I 
~ '" ~ 

q{1qqr~qn:rF:r~rr ~~r'ii~r~H.,{f'f{;ifl! II ~ II 

~ffr"R;ffrqfitp:firor~~'fi<rq~q">1rif.,!f'fi~ar: I 

fu;~r\13}:;l{r[~liir+r~7.:(rrfq"~l1rotrqaf'F~ft~~: II ~ II 

({([{({"lsi f'f,;q~"liot ~"l ~"lr~'htrRH~q~o I 
... "> ... 

or~i{ ff~qr~q '<i'fii{ClI q~{9r: qoqqqr.,ifClI II ~ II 
... .... '.;l ~ 

~~if({ ~r";rqtqrirrq\f1<: q.,Trrr - ... 
rr~q-q{l~{I;:f ~~RHTI;II~cfrfq I 
~ 

-------;:~. ---------------- ----~ 

~. ifrlir-.r 0 S. ofr'l'if 0 G. ~. 
c-. '" 

" ~ 'ifc.>'1o S. ~<r'1. G. ~. ol{rrrr G. Jfr.,r s. 

'-!. q.,rq' f01 q<Wf G. ",. gr., for q:qro H. \. ifrr S. ifr(f G. for iffif, 
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~qfup.r !FHfu: ~qrr~qrOftq~(sIH~­

qij (if l:llll" l'if <t'(r'n qrTil ~ ifir{ II 4, II 
'" '" 

..... .... '" ~C' ...... """ ..... ............ 

q~rHl~I'l~{q~rrl{UI1~IP1('f: 

aI;:Cf9!1i: 6 q;'llqijCfP:r q~if~QT'L.1I \ II 

ero: ;;fir~r er~IH{~TSf 1~;fICfr"fN ('1'1-
,~(i('fr ;;fit mr: f~iffq~f{{ ~9"rY~n ~ ~'i({ I 

. ~ ~ 

-r~l~er~~'1: 61fl1Cf~qr l'i~{q {-
... 

..... _ _ (' po.. 

~crl :inn: ~qrer: ~ rCfi~ ~~r.j;::IOf(lnn: II \9 II 
erer: 'l'{'5fCfr <l'rHQ{;r;Q'{lF:Q'{: I 

erQ': ~q:[ ~~Ofr: fu~~itiff 'if =.ifjijrit II C II 
'" "'~ ~~fcHq q"l'Cf {~'1'lIl": Ifrn~rlij;nlf-

~ ~ 

~tHqr~Cfi'if~orl~~ii>'I"~q~r: ~rT~Cf~IHQ'~: I 

\{Q fqr~f{qrq ~CflfCfi'l"'iffcr~q({Cfn~;:~q-

f('fPH ~r~~~lTil·f~~'f(ft U;;:jTifr';t ;:qrlfq: II E? II 
'" era-r fq~~: ;nqiJirQ'9~11f1";r9f:cr6:[r: q{clr nrri: I ... ~ .. 

c:qj~( :;:r ;sf(~Q' u~ ;ni{<Jf ;SHerr ;r{;:~r ~'frd ~ 'I1{: /I ~., II 

er~?J I1TIf\q: 'lP:r,aqRl;fin::q~ erc?r U"i'rOfT 'I"{: I 
{~{q: ~'!1R'~ Cfi{~I1~~g;qf~~f;=('f !!{llITqUlIIITT: II ~ ~ II 

~q{r"Hrn: ".>!1j:jF~1~'1fcra1 If~: I 
Qn: ~<f~[ {hn 3:1i~r~: ;nq(~~.Q II ~ 't II 
"lqr~u~')~q 6Ici.jlfllI~qr;:'<lcfitfIf7~ .il1f10f6:[: I 

fiJnq~n(q{clifq~{hm: qM~~ {l~ ~n'r~: II ~ ~ II 
" " 

;;r!9"lq Pfq~r;;f{n<fl(q q~ci;P1i.jcr...1 
<31~er 6rrq tTl1fiql {I;;fr<i ~i.j"ifl~~~ II \ \l II 

~11q~(~:~fq('f~(t~HcHf: I1!ra- qr~qfu" ~q ~!: I 

Cf~rr {I"r 9ff~9Ofrlfr qr fit"'f{nr{fq ~:l:mfri! II ~ r., II 
- ;F~r{9;~ r{Cfi9;~m~w~rpn~rfl{111'fffr~: I 

Co Go Go -.J e-
"lrffr{~(Sqr{~U"Cfr{I1IUq~ruq g;u !F:fr~: II ~ ~ II 

~-- ---- -----
4) N '"'" ':) ""'....... ~ ~ \. l!!(f: S. ~(f G, '" ~lI11~Q s. {('flr~er G. ~. oqllfr~ s. oqllf(Q" G. 

~. ~,q for U.ilr G. 4,. o;:Cfcn~lfro G. S. 1\,. So both Mss. But there must 

be a mistake. The name of Sura's son ~rfUr is disguised as Urn. Perhaps the 

leading is ~{~rO"r1. \3. 9;U ~{{i{: s. 
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"ft(~ q~frr: i'in~ ~!Iq\:l;:~r q~i( q-f: 
......... f'lf'\......... ". '"' 
r';f~rifi rcm:mr (f/fq-l1TOf ~~ q~~'l I 
~ - ..... ~ 

cHn lf~iq~~qlJfr/f~IJf'f'l '1&e-r 
~ c 9 . 

qrH'n~~ii.j'if: ~(fl:f\<m~: m,!,~~ II ~ 19 II 

il'iiif~q ~~: q-fir;;rr~u~Kr~ri!iq~qrqfu"~;fi'lr~: I 
............ ~ '"' . 

cHfnq e-~r~ll~c~"fr!: qr~Cl e-rq- :q2~~(f~~rrr~ II ~<" II 
ffOJ ~ ~r~4'iq"f Cf"flH ~"fq-ri~C\'(H: I " 

~~Jq" q~\:lT:q;in :q(~{ V;PHr Jl,fU: II ~ ~ 1\ 
..... -.. .... ~ ." 

q-~rrq-~l1T i.j"f{\:lrq~pn Cf1;fT Q~r qr~qar :q"lJfr 
~ ... 

~~q~T ~r~ crfulJf~q-i q~ij~'l q~l:fr'!..Uifi?) <fi;:f'rq-r'!. II "0 II 
e-"if{q- 'ref q~urtr·n~r: 'Vt;UTn~cfl [r,q-Cf'f"9ma- I 

ffifr[~oir{"1 e-r~omrrq~rrff.rr q-rcr9~~~'h:r: II ~ ~ II 
(ftf: tr U:ifr R:ifU~\:Tr;:fTI1Nf<gtf: ">T1"fm~ lHrq: I 

~~ ~(f ~~~;~eij- q-({f~qT ~::a-IJf~~fln~: II ~ ~ 1\ 

3lq \:lrr~q-m l1(rqi~nq<lq-~i1~q "I"ll"q- NM"I:f: I 
0-

3l~r~~ ocnrq u~flr~q~<i qrG,~(\l <rtGfi'r: \I ,,~ II 
'" ... '" ~ ....... ~ -

a;~ \:Trr\!: l:il1fCftf: q-r tf)fc~IHqr~<fiT~r"f~: 

Q~'H{frit~q~afi.j~~r ~tfr 4!;'lr r'i:r~q: I 
.. ...... '" ~ ,.., '"' " c: '" Ittfl:IWl1{e-T q~rr"fN~er ·;rr'lt1f1T~I~q-r<t. 

'" ...... ,.., . (; 

{;:crr ~r1>qW~~lJIqtr~in al:l1rcr1.~'!~: \I "g \I 
3l~~lnr11>'VCl{r<l'lri{: ql!tfi!:{('!rr,,%qcrr<li.Jri{: I 

(fa: e- ,r'H ~\{r"f U"fr~qr 1q-~r'tiISf(fU~'l": II '" II 
3lrer~~mr o:rq~,qt;%tr f~M"q: qM"fi1~rli<trr(f: I 

~ .., 
e- 'frs;r?r: ~'fT'rfrH:f <fi1fr<lT l:cn~'liqN ~9r~ ~q (f~%'!...I1 ~ ~ II 

.... ,..... 1'\ \9 ........... 
a(fT l1U '16rCJr~: qTwtl"rlflff i.J~rJT: I 

\. qn:~'!i:;r~[;:q: s,; G, is totally incorrect and there is a lacuna. 
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,. The Pural,lic genealogy ends he1'e_ Subllhu, however, is there called Suchll. 

ru. ~. {'I OTT~flT: s, ~ifr~~IJf: G. ~. This is the reading both of S. and G. 

probably for \:TTrs~Hl. n"ut the name a~cording to PaJ).<!-it BhagvanliH's graIl\ 

was \:lTl~litq. 4,. This appears to be a mistake for +fi~~~~6rti~ifcrf. G. 

has oti~if~r<fi~qro ~. l1Ff s. qii G. for q(::f. \9. 'l'he visarga is dropped in 

" both Mss, 
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(:!~cfl:jT~~nl1~T'HHIF(nfnRr: II ~ 19 It 
('f(frltr 'Iqnf~q: ~qHfrq~rqfifi~T-
~ c:: ~ ,.., 
r., \1l ~~:inll~r~ lT~;;fiT ~~r~r~q-: I 

qq: ~q~i'i~""lqffiqC1lf~~~Cf: 
" ..... """1", ~ 

tJCfrqrm(.<lMr~qr~l'fll~'if1Jf: ~~1Jf: II 'k' It 

~~~qr q;r I1~PJ~'" ([qt ~qitrcqpil~{'i: I 

em~lTq ~r~"q-~~tr{lq: cn~!l"(111"{pq.rq ~ ~'i q;r II ,~ II 
'H;q~'i: ~ qq[ 'fl;I'f f[q[l{it~~(irl~,!~r I 

q{Jlr~~'i ~~t ~lT;r qtlf trqiq;r f~H c:q{~r1'f II ~ 0 II 

q~qr~;r':ii\I1.,;:(i~i'ftri1r&: irofrqRr: al111'lCa ~ r1{f~U·-;: I 

q~q~~"Tl"'~i.r 9~qr~ ar~rq(f ~~ll(ilRSfql a u.,r It ~ ~ II 
~ 

~3':$fn[~Hffal1r;fi q cntf{ffi~<fi llSfI1 I - '" ..... 
a cn&JM 'iuTq~ tCf{rrf"~o: II ~ ~ II 

_ ~ c ..... C' .......... 

o~qrittfroq~I~~ lj~lll'l~l1: [<;'fa: I 

~~:,fl;[i1S{l'l1n't!,!n:~II1~i'~I~'tn: II ~ ~ II 
amn~ \'l~: 6 frr~om~or: ?.;frqaf@i ;rm~ 1<T'!l": I 

':i'j~ ..... ~ '" 9~ ..... 
~~Ir\ qrrr~'fl~~ll1qr~rG~~I1[Cf%-'i:R.r (orr II '\l II 

0.... ~-.::I rr IT 
"'. ~ 

ii~qnpi\llI;g;q-: a;r~'f ~'i: qIQ: I 
IT ~,'" 

'" '"' '" . ar~n'f;::~Cf llIT'FitU~: ~rnr~q-6qitr:!: II ~ 4, II 

Z' Both MS8. have ~q('!: ~#1l 0 

,. Here S. ends and the following is based on G. only, which, as I ha\'e 

already observed, is an extremely incorrect manuscript. 

~. otJdTl{ Ms. .~. Three syllables hftve dropped out here. :q~q is e\;dent-
. . " 

ly <f~q-. I reftd the line thus:- (fFn~i'f{(f?'::! ~'f~lf 9~r~r~ c1f~ refers to 

the previous King Paramma whose brother Sililhft ftl'pears to be. The copyist, 

after having written o~~T:r thought this "% to be the ~ at the end of oq and so 

omitted O'l~(f~. What I I'eftd as 3l?fr!1Cf looks in the Ms. like ar~q-CG but there 

is little doubt ar~rq-(f is the word intended. 4,. This may be =;t.,r9;n~ ~. 

The Ms. has ~ for ~Q'. 19. The 'Ms. omits ~r. <. The lIrs. hfts 'I.~mo 
... _ .... c- _ 

~. This line is bad. I read it thus:-i3"i{~j.l1(f ~l'~rr{:rr\i{ri{u;s:qru~l1r. 

, o. ~crrtf is Ril[~ in the Ms. ~ Z . In the Ms. aril:n'( is 3l~r'ft and 

~(i.fl~ is i3"iCJiT~ which violates the metre. ~~. i3'~W is i3':€r1l in the Ms. 
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(fffi q~itr3.~r~~r1l~111~llffilt: 
~ 

3l~ Cfil~qil~r~: qT~qllll~ lr~·r( II ~ \ II 

q(fQ'~a~q r~~Jq ~?rr;;t ~011~~ffir <r~~~,!-p':ij1: I 
3. ~ 

:>,;f1r:r~Jf ~{Q' (fer rqrcrlloq-r~U~~Sf'!T11rrrq II ~ \9 II 

q: lI;fr~~or'lm{fr?.' Of TIt woftQ'~t~l 
• • ...... \9 

<r: 1:f(l:f~Cfi~'Ff ~ {fll~ ~'l cq~-PJUfr~ t 
q1' <rr 'l~~irz<ii ~f({q"ffi ;>;f19~aT Jfm<fl;r 

Cfi~rUff"'1qJitli9fCq f<f~~ qT ~r~?r:i" <r~ II ~ <.'" II 
~9o " ,,19-. ~N I::!. 

fl ?.'l1:Ji5<ti\ll1:J;S~ll":srq~l.,.q'fi'WJ~1:f"'fFf'!-r{f : I -. ~~ 
~~ ~{ ~9ftrr{ md~I1{fT?.'~{fTfu:nR.cq~Tffi : 1\ ,~ It 
n~5 'l"~Of,!!'if: Cfilffi<fil:q;:H:{~ 

""" " "' ~ '"''' '1 '¥ ~Till"~?.'1:f~nr'1 : ~IP1cn~19'li[~: I 
.ap19~9~qr~r ~"l'Q'r~: CfiU~: 

1:f~~{Uf{it~~~W{9~: II II 0 II 
~T.;>. ... ,~... .... ~ t 

~11"'?9r {Uf{~~<fl{"1Of qT~~n~~~}!: 
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,. The Ms. has this line thus:- nar Ji@lr{: ~~Pl:n+r"qT~rq~'l"~rft:. ,. 

il~"ll is ~~",1 in the Ms. ~. ~ "'1+i" Ms. ll. 3loliT"l' is unintelligible. 4,. 

For "'11 we have ~ in the Ms. and the ;[ is curiously written. ~. 'What 

the exact name of the king was it is difficult to say; ai~~r is ungrammatical, and 

may have been intended for af~rit. \9. What this word is cannot be said with 

any certainty. A form of the root <J:/~ will not do; perhaps flfTlf/:J' was meant. 
... .... 

(. As is very usual in Mss_ the <r of this is written as if it were~· ~. 

iI:~ij<j is very likely (rii{r~, i. e., the Hoysala ndava of HalebieJ. What I 

bave put as <f~ is in the Ms. <r~. ~ o. ~1'O:SCfir is written as tf~T 
in the Ms. ~ ~. What this word is, it is difficult to say. What is wanted is 

a word like eiOf'ff, a:In'fq &c. Possibly, it is 3l'fi'~Q'. aCfQ is written as ~q­
and fit~rB: as ~~r6 ~ ~. In the Ms. we ha ve tf~r~qmrr~n 0 n. 
Perhaps ~i!: is meant for ~hr. ~ g. The Ms. has RCfim: for &l'<rCfir~:. ~ 4.. 
~'ftlq~ in th~ Ms. The ~ must be due to the copyist having mistaken rOf which 

wa~ the old form of writiD~ for that letter. ~~. ~<f: ill ifi<f: in the Ms. 
1118-15 
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~uft~lfar:r<fI;:Q;tf9~n ito; q('frrno;~ I 

~~ .... '" "'~ ... ';l. U -(11 wn~t«f: q~1i9~13rr \IHq ~I'li('f: 

'lie'fT ~~l:ffp;p:r~n"~N.H ~;;;I:l'~~rCfI-ilQ': II ~ ~ II 

{f~I~~~fi:rrr'f{q{~T~~~: 
3· 

- - - - - - - - - - -qrt rn'G-cr]'{9U'q" I \:l . '" . 

~~176 {1~lf~llr9a~~'fJl' 
'" .. fftq~('fofr'f~Of<fi{'f:qtJ;Sl'lT~: II '&~ II 

~o;rOf7Q'tf q'q'U{I7J'efCr Q'~~l!T'i:rlo: 
Cfi'[~r~Oflq~ffi qOfrNU-rQ'f~Q': I 

it~ ~'i'rcr]'r1<::~OfIRr ii~Ofr ;fitf: 'liqi~P:fiJi 
QA'r(,lq~~rr '1r:>f~ra: 'liTU~~~ifl'lia: 1\ ~, 1\ 

Q'~~rr"tlf~13{r f;r);f'liof ~e:qr~{: ~qrr1Rt 

q'fr~r"~'n1: q13m ~q~ ~T\f~U~I"'f{: I 
or~r~~fuqr~~~crll"t w{rq~{~ Q": 

'S\'rr1!r~~Q' q~lqcfr~~Q'ij- Q'f;:r~<!-I<!-T({r{f ~ II '& g II 

'liImTT q&I~" ~Rl qarar ~rill ('fa: rm:1q~Q' qr:;fr I 
.... ~ . \ 

{fQ'r~q: ~"lq.F{· ~HtfrCf...- - - - - - - - - - ~" 

Q'o:l(CfiTT~ Jcr~Tc"nr~13'" I1tf~r~'lir~rOf~ 
'" 

i{ffirl1~tTIl<!-U:>ftrq{ lif ifr{I1"I('f~ I "' '" ... 
qifT-:rCfiq~f1fi~ <nQ:'liiJT 139'eQ;I1TOfI r~~ 

\. a~ is tf~lf in the Ms. 

~. tlHQ" ought to be ~~f':f, unless the son of Rudradeva is meant. ~. There i~ 
a lacuna here; but this stanza must be the same as the sixth in the smaller Prs. 

r-.."'t' • ~..... '"' 
sasti, and therefore the second line should be CfiTd: q~ -illlrcr r{'lfcr]'~,,~q:. '& 

Cfit is ~'f in tbe Ms. 4,. This line is thus written iu the Ms.:-mqijfl\;ft· .. . 
Cf"f'fi{9:q~lfm~ I ~ In the Ms, we have q~~<!-, but it violates tho 

metre. \9. Q'~r{r9r%(~: in the Ms. <'. We should read o~ for Q"if -.... -. 
here. E?,. There is a lacuna here. to, In these two lines, ar'lirr~ ought to 

be ar'firit, (ill 0, ~c;ijfo, and i3''11d~, ~ciitf~, and the general sense is cieRI' j 

but it is difficl1it to restore tht" ori"inRI thornuo,LI\" 
b b ~ 
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~1a] 'fiT(i5'f~ri'9;,{~~OTai \:f~fit fltlrf'l(f: II g ( II 
" n otf: ~ClOT {[Tfrl:f'1{Q~I:qrli{lil'\: 

m~~~# f~~ ~llfq- ff;;J: f">To'fTa- I 
~ '"' ~ ~ 1 

qr\;;r'[tfr .;Ill: (11l.,TOf ;;JlfP.,i9\'1{1 

ll{r~: 6'frd~'fifl'fi~~qP!(f~~: II ~\9 II 
'3 

a~~r~r'€t'lI~'i~R:qqtl~'1:q OiSrr~~) 

lf~fifu:lT ~ q~ Cfil1~rG'~IT~~Tf<f;n'f: I 
~,o....~ ~ _" '"' 
~ ~1;:IJ:TC'-C1ifirlOTr~nC'l'1A': ifiOTfl~r~r~i{· 

PJrufrqr~MiS'N: fl f~ 11~~Cf: ifiq '1oqa- II g(' II 

111 m~F1q1l: t[ol'fr ;;J!1r~ CfT{ '11PF~(11:~: I 
flr~- - ~rifl~;;J1fS1ffrr ~m"9h:rnrq :s;6:I{ ~:F.!!i'f II ~~ II 

" 
{f~1I1w\:lf[qrraiSq r€r~ H>To~Jrrr'<r oU~0T11J I 

0... ~ ~T -i 
~ _ ...... '" ~ ~ "" 

(1111: fllJ:r~q~<.?rrq 11'1;Ssr (1;q: fl& 1iis.lJf~: II r. 0 II 
"'ifi "\ 
'" (11'1 r~rr~Cf ~w:r :s;lfCfT ~&I{ ~il1",q-ff 

FI '" 
li~ CJ't:f\,f{N 1:1': f~RPI~' Qrrrifil1;;rr1:l'ill 

fJjH.' ~1ff{lflJ:lSq- ~:(1~~~:~<n&"~Ti.fIrr~ 
0,. 

ijWfr'~rrrrl~rrlfCt ~i5-"orqr~rrT{I~ Cfi~ftqa: II '\ ~ II 
<:fi '" 

~f&rrrr"lq 1:I'~q- ~r{I'4~QtqHF9<ff lil";<{rrf 

I1rfQ~~~qTwrrr{afSff 9rIUTI~~r<.?T"l1if~ I 
""' ~ ~ q~cHq-cr "l'{OT :s;&r{ ifiT\ OT~Cf1q30:q~G~"~9iT'L 

~HCf;qr;rq-"l1.if\:fT~'l{jHCf~~H'lrlJ:. II '\ ~ " 
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~. TLis Il&T is omitted in the Ms., since it is followed by another. Il~T 
and the copyist mistook the one for the other. The compound is to be dissolveS. a~ 

:s;rr({t rni<{{ Sfrri~~F'I\1{ I .,.rrl~iF<lt ~?r <lPi fl .,.rr~~cl({I1(f:. ~. ll<f: 
is of eonr"e a mistake; but whether ~(f:, '20: or ~Cf: was the Oliginal word is 

doubtful. ~. This stanza is the same as stanza 13 of the second Prasasti; and, 
therefore, I have corrected the mistakes of the Ms. by comparing the two, keep­

ing only such words as deserved to be considered as different readings. ~. Jf~Jf­
;:cr6~" : as an epithet of Mahiideva involves censure instead of praise. The correct 

form of the word is, probably, I1crq;:{6~9ro:., in which case it would be an epl­
thet of Bhojadeva. 
~. Two letters are wanting here. Perhaps the word meant is (1~~r· \. 
~..... ~..... ~ -
611i~~ is written as (1r;tr~{ in the ;\is. \s. qrrr'fiTll:;J'rtrCf Ms. ('. 

ol{~: q~I&. Ms,~. ~ifiOTqlarrm~~~[~O Ms. ~ o. There are RO many 

bltd mi8takcs in this thltt an endeavonr at restoration mnst be fruitlesli. 



'cr .b?~b-l.l!l b 1 ''l:5I: ~~lH~AJtEJ 
"'-# ....,"ifJ ~ ~ ~ 

t.l:!b.Q~%H~).IV .j:<~i ~ '0 ij.ot...~ :1:~~J.Iil 0 0'l:5I 0llolB!E~~l~ 0 6\ 

of) W 0'l){ t~~)J~~) of) h~l~ 0'l){ MJI,!! " of) W 0'l){ ll~J~ R 
0'l){ :.l:!ll !~Ib ~ of) :~llt~oJ:.:: 0'l){ WoO : .tlb~~J:.:: e 0'l){ ~ittl ~ 

II !\ ~ II t!b1 l.l:!.lUeJ lJ~~lb :~~lJ;.I!tJ::>J/"J::>.l:! ~!'&JelI:J t<~} 
I Bll£ .l! JbJ;.E}J~.I:1 l.l:!~ Jel.l:!l1llnl1£mJSjgj b~ .......... • v _. 

II ~ ~ II ~!,a~ -h~ :1:~j~.I:1 :gJ J} :Ht~l?J;"JbtloJ~ 
.!£ '" 4 -.2~l.2I~:2llo!£ :.!::Jh ~~llo~J~J::>.IilJb~l~~ 

'" 
I :.I:1!:1:ElJ2.~JJbt.llJ~1tl t>Eb ellll£ ~~ll 

~"-......,'" ...... ;),:},:)11: 

J~1tIJ~:£R;b~.h.h~.b!J~B~lb~tt/~~ 
.. h -

1\ ~ ~ II !?~mh :bfh~J"~.I:1 ~1t t!1tloll~ .l:!JaJ~ ?:agl~ 
I !t.b?bBJlhl]J.!t;!J~ 1l£h~ ~~~ .l!~li.l:!J/I:Jhh h~ 

II ~ & II !i.l:!l1~~ 112~1.@I:} :~b~loll~ 1lJ.hl£~D< ~b­
- t> it }Jb }Jhlb3bl£l:l ~ Jl}l£J1l:b I1h h~~ . ~ ~ .,..,. 

I :a~Jha}.l!lb~.b!Jl:~}lJ!!~mblb.l:! .b?~lal.ll " ~ ~ 

~)lJ; lEHtJ .hIJal~lollnll.h~Jl:ln~J.::Hl:l1! 

II 0 ~ II l!llh~"'hn J¥Jl£J1 1I.l:1::tJ} :.!t;!l@ b£l@~J 

I bJlBBe 1.I:!~b.lilIMB!Ja I.I:! l=E1lt<JhE 
':;p- ~....,:) .) 

II '0 II lJoll~hn HJIJ:l1~t; l.b?th J.t~l£J1J!b JJl~.EI.l?.!1! 
~ 

I .l!!!:J:.lJIt! ~Y:I E~HlB.h~ I ~~.hJ::>E \/b b~ll.l:!~lh~~ 
...... ~......, ...... ~ ;) ~ ...... 

II ;> II !tlJ~hJb.l:tt11!!: lol1:tJ.Q~Th lBlJbb J-hb 1l1!£1~ bl!?}!! 
'-:r N - -...I '.J"" ...._ 

I .e, Wbl).h.E~fg.h ~Sl~ !!lte!b.b!l£ l~lb411t a 

II 6\ 1\ :~J!!:~lb1t~~lLBlha.ha~l.h:t!? ~HrJ~~ /~!b.\;}Ul:h~ 
I E~liWl.h!D~b :~W.e.h~~illJ bl~~lb :b~I.hJel@!!:@!!:a .tete 

II ) \I :tllt~a.e,E1!!:e}.e'I..l)d.hml'l:}l"'J:l.l?Il!~fttJ~~o.l~ 
c ~ ~- v ""'S "'~ W "iJ'-

I ;b~.e-tloi~ .ltill.l£ ~h :olWil :£lli~JE:ll:!1E.b!!t!~1~1.h::t~ 
II '» II :@Jb~~ ~~)_b~l:2.lh~!tJt.t;,; :.I£ll~~~~ah~!?2..1:11~~ 

I :.llib}l.bhltl.Jl~~.l:!JBJJJ!.h:l:lnlJbl~J~l£l.hal£Jl~~a?E!tJJt.b! 

, II !\ II :bl.l:!..b :b.I.,2.b/}!:I:~J.td~J~!?bl.hltU~ ~l~ ~~Itl 
I!!J.It1l.2J.h :.h2~ltl J~lbllal~ 1d~l:H'3Em~.h~I!? D<I!! 

'" - - v..... • ""J • ...., ...... 

\I ~ II :~Il1.h Jlb blllllbHlhll.l:!I:J1H&.htlh :elte 

I '1t.l:tllttJ}J!b lHell .lli.h~)1l lJt~.h glli~lli!.I:1~ t...~? 
"n ~lS1Jf1J"td7Jfpu 

"NV)l){:>IG :>IH.L dO A 'HOLSIH A'l'HV:>I 91I 



EARLY llISTORY OF THE DEKKAN. 

aTff ~" ~ 'l'r~~~{: ~~it9 Hq~ ~~~li~ I 

~9liql~ I~~lq- 6q<r: iflqa~'l f'f{ (l qBfRr II \ 4, II 
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Kh. \ ~'l~r~q: D. 6'lIJfT~: Kh. The middle letter of the name in G. 

looks somewhat like 0" but there is little question that the copyist had :;r 
before him and made it appear like 0" by producing the nether curve lind 

making its cnd touch the knot of ~. \I ~qeit~ D. 





SUP P L E MEN T. 
SECTION X I. 

THE RASHTRAK1l.TAS. 

GOVINDA II. 

At the end of a Purl1l).a entitled Harivamsa of the Digambarllo 
Jainas, it is stated that the work was composed by Jinasena in the 
15 aka year 705 while Vallabha the son of Krishl).1t was ruling over tho 
south. Govinda II. is in the Kl1vl grant called Vallabha, while ono 
of the names of Dhruva the second son of K,ishl).a I. was Kalival-
18,bha. Govinda II., therefore, must be the prince alluded to, and he 
appears thus to have been on the throne in the S aka year 705, or A.D. 
783. . 

The north was ruled over at the same time by a prll1ce of the 
name of Indrl1yudha, the east by the king of Avant!, and the west 
by the sovereign of the Vatsas. The last prince must have been 
the same as that whom Dhruva Nirupama is represented to h!1VO 
defeated. The ruler of the country of the Sauryas (Sauras) was 
Varaha who is spoken of as a victorious warrior.l 

J AGATTUNGA. 

The Kar4a grant has been re-examined by Mr. Fleet and a new 
transcript and translation along with a facsimile have been publish­
ed by him.2 From the latter I see that Jagadrudra, as a name of 
Govind Ill. and of his great grandson, is a misreading; and that tho 
correct name was Jagattui,ga as given in the other plates. 

AMOGHA v ARSHA I. 

An inscription at S'irur in the Dharvl1q district publishecl by 
Mr. Fleet is dated l5aka 787, Vyaya, which is represented as thl) 
fifty-second year of tho reign of Amoghavarsha 1.3 According to a 

1 ~r~C:~~~~l 1Jll~ T{U 1f~~r'rf{1[TI{f 

Ifrcfr;ng,l:lrrrr'trf '!i .. ur-rr~ ~19~~ ~~orrl!.l 
q<ir ~lq~9Pn+r'n~ rril 9,lJrr~ (I~) uat Sq{i c-... ...,.". ~ c. 

~1~f(~r)t1]rqr~q,,;sii5- (~).P:r~a- <'.lr't 'fU~S9rff II 
Rajendr"la]'s Hkr. Mss., Vol. VI" p. 80. There is a copy of this PUral!B in the 

Govel'Dment collections deposited ill thc library of the Dekkan College; but it has be~", 
""nt to Germany. 

2 lod. Ant., Vol. XII., p. 263,t "'f. 
a !hid, p. 2l6 • 
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Kanberi inscription that prince was, as we have seen, on the throne 
in 799 :5 aka. This year Dlust then have been the sixty-fourth of his 
reign. It is very improbable that a prince should reign for such 
a long period, and I think there must be some mistake somewhere. 
The cyclic year Vyaya corresponds to the :5aka year 78~ past and 
'789 current. ' 

PRABHUTAVARSHA AND NITYAVARSHA. 

Mr. Fleet has published an inscription dated S'aka 840, Pmma­
thin, in which year Prabhutavarsha was the reigning prince. l This 
prince he identities with Jagattunga II. The very next inscription 
given by him is dated :5aka 838, Dhatu, when Nityavarsha was on 
the throne. 2 Now Nityavarsha was a name of Indra III. who was' 
the son of JagattUllga II., since in the Sa.ngall grant Indra's son 
Govinda IV. is represented as meditating on the feet of N:tyavarsha; 
and Mr. Fleet himself takes that to be another name of Indra III., 
though he calls him Indra IV. The father's date is thus S'aka 840 
tind the son's 838, which is impossible. I therefore think that the 
PrabhUtavarsha meant was Govinda IV. That was his name, 
though he was called Suvarl)avarsha by people. For, it is stated in 
the SangaJi grant, that "though he was Prabhutavarsha, he was 
called Suvarl)avarsha (' one who rains down gold ') by people, 
because raining down gold in streams (by his gifts), he made the 
whole earth solely golden"3. Mr. Fleet's statement that Jagat­
tunga I I. was called Prabhutavarsha is based upon a mere inference, 
while in this passage we are distinctly told that that was one of the 
names of Govinda IV. The latest date of Akalavarsha or Krishna II. 
is 833 S'aka. Supposing him to have died in that year' a.nd 
Govinda IV. to have begun to reign in S'aka 840 which, by the way, 
is a mistake for 841, the reigns of Jagattunga II., his son Indm III., 
and Amoghavarsha II. the eldest son of Indra occupied only about 
seven years. But since Jagattunga is not mentioned after Akala­
varsha in the Kharepatal). grant, but Indra, the grandson of AkiUa­
varsha, I gather that Jagattunga did not ascend the throne at all; 
and A mogbavarsha II. could have reigned but for a very short time, 
perha ps, a few months, a s he was deposed by his hrother Govinda IV. 

Mr. Fleet mentions another inscription of Govinda IV. dated 
851 ~aka.4 

GovnmAMBA. 

In the facsimile of the Kanja grant published by Mr. Fleet, I 
find the stanza containing the name of Govindamba exactly as it is 
---------------

1 Ind. Ant., Vol. XII., p. 222. 
2 ibid, p. :.!24. 

3 9!!l;fr<ruT9~: qli09~ ,S1f.r cnOfCfi'clfUll:j: I 
'" ... ..... -... _ .... ,.., ~ 

"11J~I\9<i5'1OiiCfir 5:q;:rq~ l1CfiUI~lo "1i'{~ffi: II 
Mr. Fleet'. translation of this is :_" Raining down gifts, discharging showers of 

gold, and raining abundantly,-he is said by people to have caused the whole world 
to be made solely 01 gold by(his) showers 01 gold." (Ind. AnL, Vol. XII., i'P· 250-
253). The whole pc,int of the stanza is lost in this translatIOn WhlCh , of course, IS wrong. 
The word 3ni'{ has beeu altogether neglected . 

• Ind. Ant., Vol. XIJ .• p. 249. 
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~iven by Mr. Wathen, except that we have Jagattunga instead of 
Jagadl'udl'a, and therefore the mistakes I speak of in note 4, page 53, 
are not due to 1\11'. Wathen, but to the engraver or the composer of 
t.he grant. That the KarQa grant contains mistakes here of addition 
and omission is unquestionable. ']'hose who take the text as it is, make 
out that Jag.it~uilga II. married two sisters Lakshmi and Govind­
amba, t,he daughters of S' amkaragal!a of Chedi. If we so under­
stand it, the result will be that the Kar~a grant makes no mention 
of Indra's wife Vijamb:l1 and of his sons Amoghavarsha and 
Govinda IV., the latter of whom reigned, as we have seen, for at least 
fiHeen years. Such an omission is not likely. 'rhen, again, the 
Rangali grant makes no allusion whatever to Jagattuilga's marriage 
with a lady of the name of Govindamba. This name itself is, as 
I ha,e observed, queer. And the line in the KarQft grant S'rim(in 
.AmoghaL·a,."~ Govindrl",Z,Ii))hidhrlnd!lltm, looks as if the intention 
of the writer of it was to set forth the names of the two sons of 
Indra, Amoghavarsha and Govinda, and of their mother Amba or 
Vijamha. And it appears to me that the following stanza. in which 
the liberallty of a monarch has been praised refers to Govinda IV. 
who, as noticed ahove, WIlS called SnvIlrlp1varsha by people, because 
he "rained down gold". The name of that prince, therefore, must 
occllr in the verse immediately previous. The line which precedes 
that beginning with S'rtw(in must thus have crept in through 
mistake; and probably a verse or two are omitted here as also after 
the next stanza when KrishlJaraja is abruptly introduced and spoken 
of parenthetically. 

THE LATER PRINCES. 

Krishl:1a III. was on the throne in S'aka 873 according to an 
inscription2 in tho Dharv;'cj. District publighed by Mr. Fleet. and his 
younger brother Khotika was the reigning sovereign in S'aka 81}3, 
prajtipati, according to another.' Krishl~a's dates are thus 867, 
873 and 878 Sob. 

Mr. Fleet adheres to )11'. W'lthen's translation of the passage in 
note 2, p. 54, which makes out the Krishna there mentioned to be a 
son of Jagattunga II. I need not discuss the grammitr further than 
I have done. He brings in, as before stated, another Krishl).a, 
whom he calls Krishr.ra 1 V. and identifies him with Nirupama the 
younger brother of Khotikit and the father of Kakkala the 
last Ritshtrakfita. prince, and with the Krishna whose dates range 
from 867 to 878 S'aka. nut if Khotika was his elder brother it is 
impossible that he should be reigni'ng in 893 S'aka, while Krishl).a 
should be on the throne from 867 to 878 S'aka, that is, before his 
elder hrother. Krishlla, therefore, was the elder' of the two as stated in 
the Khilrepatar,: grant. and Khotika the younger. Mr. Fleet, howey-er, 
being II nder the belief that this last was the elder brother, gIVes 
the following explanation of the discrepancy in the dates:-

I Mr. Fleet in hi, revised transcript and translation of the Sangall grant calls her 
DvijambA, but in the facsimile given hy him the name ill distinctly Vijambft in both 
the places where it occur.. The Han,krit of VijamM i. Vidyamba. Ind. Ant., Vol. 
XII., p. 250. 

z In(I. Ant., Vol. XII., p. 2:'7. :l !hid, p. 255. 
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" Kottiga or Khottiga left no issue, and this explains why the date of 
his iuscription now published is considerably later than the dates 
obtained for Krishl)a IV. ; viz., there being no probability of Kottiga 
leaving any issue, first his younger brother Krishl)a IV. was joineil·t . 
with him in the government and then the latter's so\,. Kakka 111."1 -. 
This supposition is not supported by any circumstt . .lce; on the 
contrary it is utterly discountenanced by the inscriptions of Krish':ll!. 
which represent him to be the "Supreme king of great kings,"! 
and to have been reigning at the time at Milnyakheta and govern­
ing the kingdom.3 Otherwise, they would have spoken of him as 
Y1wal·t1ja. 

Khotika is called Khoniga in the Kar~la grant and not 
Khotviga. 

In addition to these several new inscriptions we owe another to 
Mr. Fleet. It is dated S'aka 896 current, S'rimullJia, when the 
reigning prince was Kakkala. 1 This was the year in which the 
Rashtrako.tas were overthrown by 'I'ailapa. 

Section XIV., p. 76. 

SEUNADESA. 

This name seems to be preserved in the modern Khandes. In 
a foot-note on the opening page of the Khandes Volume, the Editor 
of the" Bombay Gazetteer" observes that the name of the country 
was older bhan Musalman times, and it was afterwards changed by 
them to suit the title of Khiln given to the Farllki kings by Ahmed 1. 
of Gujarat. Seu~adesa, therefore, was. very likely the original 
name and it was changed to Khandes, which name soon came into 
general use on account of its close resemblance in sound to Seu~a­
desa. The country however extended farther southwards than the 
present district of Khandes, ~ince it included Devagiri or Danla­
tabad, and probably it did not include the portion north of the Tapt 

Section XV., p. 82. 

JAJJALLA AND KAKKULA. 

Jajjalla whose elephants Sillgha~a is spoken of as having carried 
away mnst have been a prince belonging to the eastern branch of 
the Chedi dynasty that ruled over the province of Chhattisgarh, 
for that name occurs in the genealogy of that dynasty.5 The name 
Kakko.la I would identify with Kokkala .which was borne by some 
princ3s of the western branch of the family, the capital of w}:Lich 
was Tripura or Tevur. 

1 Ind. Ant. Vol. XII., p, 255. 2 Ibid, p. 258. 
3 Ibid., Vol. I .• p. 210. • Ibid. Vol. XII., p. 270. 

6 General Cunningham's Arch. Reports, Vol. XVII., pp. 75,76, & i9. 


