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ABSTRACT

In the first chapter the works of modern scholars who have attempted
to write the history of the Eastern Gahga dynasty has been discussed. The sources
which have been drawn upon to write this thesis have also been dealt with. Additionally

the use of ahka regnal years in the inscriptions of the Eastern Gahga dynasty have

been discussed.

The second chapter deals with some basic but controversial problems,
such as different theories regarding the origin of the Eastern Ganga dynasty, the begimming
of their authority in Kalil'lga, the relationship between the early and the later Eastern

Gér'lgas as well as their relationship with the Western Gahgas of Mysore.

In the third chapter some of the epithets of Vajrahasta I and

Ra_ljaraja I as well as their relationship with the Ca}as are examined.

The fourth chapter deals with the following: Anantavarman Codagahga's
relationship with Permadideva; the two wars between the Colas and the Eastern
Gahga armed forces; the annexation of all territory north of the river Godavari
from the Vengi kingdom; Anantavarman Codagahga's victory over the King of
Mandara; the victory of the Cedi King Ratnadeva II of Ratnapura over Anantavarman

CB:_:Iagailga and the precise location of Trikalinga. Finally the erection of the J agannatha




temple at Puri by Anantavarman CSgiagal'lga has also been discussed in this

chapter,

In the fifth chapter the lengths of the regnal periods of Kamirpava VI,
Raghava, Rajaraja II, Anahgabhima IT and Rajaraja III together with the main events

of their reign are discussed.

The sixth chapter covers the main events of the reign of Anafgabhima III
and the controversial views of T.V. Mahalingam regarding a possible invasion and

occupation of the Cala kingdom by the Eastern Gahga army.

The seventh chapter examines various subdivisions of the Eastern
Ganga Kingdom and the order of precedence amongst its officials. It also deals

with various types of land grants made by the King, his relatives and officials.

In the final chapter the legendary origins of two of the gods worshipped
by the Eastern Gangas, i.e., Madhukesvara of Mukhalingam and Jagannatha of Puri
are examined, in addition to the religious practices of the Eastern Gahga Kings and

their subjects.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION AND SdURCES

The subject of this thesis is the history of the Eastern Gangas of
Kalihga between circa 1038 and 1238 A.D. The history of this dynasty is of
great interest because of several reasons. It was one of the longest reigning
dynasties of India. The Eastern Gahga kings reigned from the close of the fifth
century A.D. to the middle of the fourteenth century A.D. During the period
under study they came in conflict with many dynasties, viz, the Ca}as, the
Eastern Callﬂcyas, the Cedis of Ratnapur, the S_enas, the Velanaglu Chiefs of
Véhgi, the Kakati_yas as well as the Muslim rulers of Bengai. They had
matrimonial links with the Vaidumbas, the Cc_)!as and the Haihayas. The Eastern
Ganga king Vajrahasta IIT was the ruler of an area which extended from the river
Nagavali to the Mount Mahendra. He had, however, also annexed Trikalihga to
his kingdom. Trikalinga has been identified as the area from the upper course of
Mahanadi to near the source of Langulia river, i.e. modern Sambalpur district,
Kalahandi and Gumsoor Maliah., Dravidian influence was very strong on this
dynasty, while the two above mentioned kings were ruling Raj argj a I married
Raj asundaﬁ, a CB!a princess. We learn from an inscription of Anantavarman
Cagiagahga that there was a temple of Réjaraj esvara. This seems to be an
imitation of the CB}a custom to build temples named after a deceased king,

implying perhaps some form of apotheosis. (op. cit. Chapter VIII).




This dynasty is also responsible for the construction of two of the
most famous temples of Eastern India, i.e. Jagannatha temple of Puri and the

temple of the Sun God at Konarak.

A fusion between the Indo-Aryan culture of the North and the
Dravidian culture of the South occurred in the Eastern Ganga empire. This
will be discussed when we examine the legendary origin of two gods worshipped
by the people of the Eastern Gahga kingdom, viz. Madhukesvara of Mukhalihgam
and J aganna?mtha of Puri. Another interesting point to note is that Anaﬁgabhi—ma I
handed his entire empire to T.ord Jagannatha and declared himself to be a ruler

of the rauta class or a servant of the God.

The first attempt to write the history of the Eastern Gahga dynasty
was made by Ratha Somayaji at the beginning of the eighteenth century. He was
the court poet of éﬁ Purushottama Deva of Gudari Kai_:aka line. According to his

book, ""Gahga Vam8anucharitam', six Devas reigned, followed by six Narasimhas,

who were finally followed by six Bhanus. This book is unacceptable as a true
record of historical events because the facts mentioned in this book do not agree

with the epigraphic evidence, but are based on the Madala Pﬁﬁ'j'_.

Stirling1 also attempted to write the history of this dynasty after

lAsiatic Researches, XV (1825), pp. 163-338,




Anantavarman Cagiagax'lga's Conquest of Orissa. In his work he has suggested
that as statues of various gods and godesses are found in the precincts of the

J agannatha temple, it indicates that the Hindus by worshipping J agannitha pay
homage to all Hindu gods and godesses. He has also thrown light on various
religious festivals that are celebrated in that temple. His work also throws light

on the architecture of J aganne-ttha temple at Puri.

W.W. Hunter1 has also attempted to do the same in his book. His
work is based on the Madala PEIYE"_ and on Stirling's articles on Orissa. His book
contains much interesting information regarding revenue details during the rule
of the Eastern Gahgas. It also contains important information regarding the

intermixture of the Aryan and Dravidian cultures in Orissa.

M. Chak:t‘a.marti2 wrote an article of this dynasty, using chronicles
as well as Sanskrit, Oriya and Telugu inscriptions. His article contains the
history of this dynasty from the time of the reign of Anantavarman CBglagaﬁga
till its end. He discovered the peculiarities of anka regnal years and a method
of converting them info regnal years. He has also suggested that Raj asundari, ,

the wife of the Eastern Gahga King Rajaraja I was the daughter of the Cola King

1Hist(ncy of Orissa, 2 Volumes, London, (1872),
2
J.A.8, B, LXXII (1903), pp. 97-147.
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Vira Raj endra I. He has also pointed out that traces of Anantavarman Cc;c}agahga's

name may still be found in Chu;‘anga—S&hi, a quarter in Puri town; in Churanga

Pokhari, a tank about six miles south west of Cuttack town; in Saranga-garh,
a fort, the remains of which are still visible on the Madras Trunk Road close to

Barang Railway Station and in the temple of Gangeévara, town Jajapura, district

Cuttack.

R.D. Banerji's work on the history of Orissal also contains a short
history of this dynasty. As he had not utilised many Telugu inscriptions, one
does not get a true picture of the history of this dynasty from his work, He has
suggested that the early and the later Eastern Gangas belonged to different branches
of the Eastern Ganga dynasty. He has also erroneously suggested that the Ganga
era started in the eighth century. He has also in my opinion erroneously suggested
that Rajasundari, the wife of Rajaraja I was daughter of Kulotturiga C(—)la I. He
has also suggested that although Anantavarman Cadagaﬁga conquered Orissa, he
allowed some other king to rule there. He suggested this because he did not find
any inscription of Anantavarman CBt_iagailga in Puri, Cuttack and Balasore districts
of Orissa. I do not accept his view because since he wrote his book many

inscriptions of Anantavarman Codagariga have been found in Puri district.

1. R . . .
History of Orissa from the earliest time to the British period. 2 Volumes (1930).




H.C. Ray1 in his book has also dealt with the history of this
dynasty. He has suggested that forefathers of earlier and later groups of Eastern
Ganga kings, if not identical, had at least migrated to Kalinga about the same time.
In his opinion the early and the later Eastern Gargas belonged definitely to the same
family. He has further suggested that the power of the early Eastern Ganga kings
may have been eclipsed by encroachments of the Karas of Tosali., The kingdom
probably became dismembered into a number of smaller Eastern Gahga principalities.
Gul_lamahé:rrgava or Gul'lafrl}ava, 10, the chief of one of the principalities began to grow
powerful towards the end of the ninth century. He has suggested that the renewal of
the Eastern Gahga power in early eleventh century may have been a result of their
becoming feudatory of the Cf)las. He has further suggested that the period of
comparative weakness in the CB@a kingdom which followed the death of Rajéndra

in circa 1044 A.D. possibly helped Vajrahasta III in asserting his independence.

R. Subba Raca2 has written the history of this dynasty from the close
of the fifth century A,D. to the middle of the fourteenth century A.D. He has
clearly proved that both the early Eastern Gahga kings and the later Eastern
Ganga kings belonged to the same dynasty. He has suggested the possibility of
some kind of relationship between the Eastern and the Western Gangas as well
as between the Eastern and Western Kadambas, He has further suggested that

Gaﬁgavic]i, from which the Eastern Ganhga monarchs came is situated in Ganjam

lDynastic History of Northern India, 2 volumes. Calcutta University Press (1931-36).
2J.A.H.R. S. V to VIII.
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district in Orissa and not in Mysore as suggested by Fleet. He was the first scholar

to suggest that the Fastern Ganhga era started in the last decade of the 5th century.

H.K. Mahtabl in his work on the history of Orissa has also briefly
dealt with the history of this dynasty. He has further suggested that the cult of
Jagannatha is a result of fusion of aboriginal, Buddhist and Hindu religions. The
three statues of J agé-nnatha, Balbhadra and Subhadra according to him also

represent Triraina or the three gems of Buddhism, i.e., Buddha, Dharma and

Sangha.

The aim of the present work is a discussion of the political history
of this dynasty between circa 1038 to 1238 A.D. including also the religious
practices of the people as well as the administration of the Eastern Ganga Kingdom
during the period under study. I have taken into consideration the works of the

above mentioned scholars.

1Hisi:ory of Orissa, Lucknow University Press (1947).




SOURCES -

I have used the undermentioned sources for writing the history of

the Eastern Ganga dynasty from circa 1038-1238 A.D. These are as follows:

Epigraphic, Numismatic, Titerary, Archaeological and Muslim.

Epigraphic sources:

Eastern Gahga inscriptions

Nine Copper Plate inscriptions of the reign of Vajrahasta I were
found in the Ganjam district of Orissa as well as in the Srikakulam and Vizagapatam
districts of Andhra. Five stone inscriptions were found in various Mukhalingam

temples.

Two Copper Plate inscriptions belonging to the reign of Rajaraja I
were found; one in the Ganjam district of Orissa and the second in the Srikakulam
district of Andhra Pradesh. A stone inscription of his reign was found in Dirghasi,
four miles north of Kalingapatam in the Ganjam district, Another was found in the

Nilakante§vara temple at Narayanapuram in the Ganjam district.

Three Copper Plate inscriptions of the reign of Anantavarman
C&_iagaﬁga were found in the Vizagapatam district of Andhra Pradesh and four were
found in the Ganjam district of Orissa. The place where the discovery of the

Murapaka Copper Plate of Anantavarman Cagiagailga took place is not known,
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There are over 150 stone inscriptions of Anantavarman C(-)tjlagahga.
These have been found in the temples at Sreekurmam, Bhuwaneshwar ,Narayanpuram,
Draksharama and Puri. These grants were made on the occasion of eclipses, solstices

or other holy occasions.

There are no known Copper Plate inscriptions of the reigns of
Kamarnava VII, Raghava, Rajaraja II and Anafhgabhima II. Three stone inscriptions
of the reign of Kameﬁ'p.ava VII have been found in Mukhalingam, two in Sreekurmam
and one each in Simhachel‘am and Khilor (in the Puxi district of Orissa) which

contains a Siva temple,

Five stone inscriptions of the reign of Raghava were found in the

Sreekurmam temple. Two more were found in the Lihgaraja temple at Bhuwanedwar.

Five stone inscriptions of the reign of Rajaraja II were found in
various Mukhalingam temples, two in the Sreekurmam temple and one in the
Lifgaraja temple at Bhuwaneshwar. A stone inscription of the reign of Anahgabhima II

was found in the temple of Anantavasudéva at Bhuwaneshwar .

The Dasgoba Copper Plate of Rajaraja IIl was found in the Puri

district. Two inscriptions of his reign were also found in the Sreekurmam temple.

The Nagari Copper Plate of Anahgabhima IIT was found in the village
of Nagari about eleven miles from the town of Cuttack. Two stone inscriptions of

his reign were found in the Draksharamatemple, two in the Simhacheltam temple,




five in the Sreekurmam temple, two in the Arulala Perum3l temple in Kanchipuram

and one in the Lihgaraja temple at Bhuwaneshwar,

Three types of inscriptions of the later Eastern Gahga Kings have been
discovered to date. These are, firstly Copper Plate inscriptions which record the
grant of a land charter to the donee by the king, Secondly, there are stone
inscriptions also recording grants of land charter to the donees. These are
inscribed on the walls of various temples and record donations made by the Eastern
Ganga kings, queens and officials. Thirdly there are votive inscriptions also
inscribed on the walls of various temples, which record ordinary private donations,
either of a perpetual lamp or of a few cows or magias for feeding the perpetual lamp.
The votive ingeriptions provide less reliable evidence because they have not been

inscribed with great care.

Copper Plate inscriptions .

While making a grant by issuing a Copper Plate inscription, it was
the usual practice of the Eastern Ganga Kings to assemble all their subjects, who
lived in that locality along with ministers and important officials of their kingdom.
The kings then acquainted them with the content and the nature of the grant together
with area of the land donated and its boundary. The names of the village and visaya

where the land was located was always mentioned.

If the donation was given for the purpose of creation of an agrah-éra

it was mentioned in the charter, Whether the donation was free from all taxes and

]
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obstacles and whether it included water rights or not was also mentioned.

The language used in the Copper Plate inscriptions of the Eastern
Ganga kings is Sanskrit. The character belong to the north Indian script. The dates

in these charters are indicated by chronograms or words.

Tn my opinion all the Copper Plate inscriptions of the Eastern Gahga
kings are genuine. This is because all the Copper Plate inscriptions of Vajrahasta III
contain the same varfavay. This varmsavaii is copied in the Copper Plates of
Rajaraja I and the earlier Copper Plates of Anantavarman Cagagaﬁga. The same
varndavali is found in the Vizagapatam Copper Plate of Anantavarman Cagiagal'lga
dated 1135-36 A.D. The later Copper Plates of Anantavarman Cagiagaﬁga present
us with a different vatasSavali, This genealogy with minor modifications is also found

in the Copper Plates of Rajaraja II and Anahgabhima TII.

It is interesting to note that the names of the writer and scribe are
present in only three out of nine Copper Plate inscriptions of Vajrahasta III. The
three in which the names are included are the Narsapatam, the Chicacole and the
Boddapadu Copper Plates of Vajrahasta III. The writer of the Chicacole Copper
Plate inscription of Vajrahasta III was D-:imodara, son of Mahakafyastha Sandhivigrahin

Mavura, The scribe of the same Copper Plate inscription was Vallemoja. The same

persons were responsible for the writing and inscribing of the Boddapadu Copper Plate of

Vajrahasta III and the Korni Cooper Plate of Anantavarman Codagariga dated 1081 A.D.
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The names are also not given in the two Copper Plate inscriptions of Rajaraja L
In most of the Copper Plate inscriptions of Anantavarman C(_)glagaixga, the names

of the writer and the scribe are similarly absent.

Names of the writer and the scribe are also absent in the Dasgoba
Copper Plate of Rajaraja I and the Nagari Copper Plate of Anangabhima III.
This seems to indicate that it was not considered the normal practice to include

their names in a Copper Plate inscription.

In gspite of the absence of these names from most of the Copper
Plates of the later Eastern Gahga Kings I regard these Copper Plate inscriptions
as genuine, This is because north Indian script has been used in all the Copper
Plates. Also all the Copper Plate inscriptions of the later Eastern Ganga kings

closely resemble each other in palaeography, orthography and style.

Stone inscriptions

Some of the Eastern Ganga inscriptions are in Sanskrit language.
In other inscriptions the Telugu language has been used, Some of the inscriptions
are partly in Telugu and partly in Sanskrit. Most of the stone inscriptions have

been written in the Telugu script, though in some north Indian script has been used.

Even after the conquest of Utkala, the Eastern Gahgas continued

to publish their grants in the temples of Kalinga in the Telugu language and script.




In Utkala, however, they used Sanskrit language and the north Indian script in their

inscriptions. The stone inscriptions of the Eastern Gahga kings in Utkala exhibit

considerable influence of the Oriya language.

The stone inscriptions of the later Eastern Ganga kings are dated in
different ways. Some are dated in the Saka year only, Other inscriptions of these
Kings contain dates only in the anka regnal year. Most of the stone inscriptions of

these kings are dated in the Saka as well as the anka regnal year.

It was M. Chak'r:ewarti1 who first discovered the peculiarities of the
anka regnal years. According to him the chief special characteristic of the anka
regnal reckoning are as follows:

1) One and all figures ending in zero and six (except ten)
should be omitted.

@) The last aika regnal year of one King and the first anka
vear of the succeeding King, i.e. two fall in the same year.

(3) The abka year begins on the day of Suniya Sithha (Bhadrapada)

sukla dvadasi.

Again in some other inscriptions the King's regnal year as well as the
Saka year is given, A large number of these also contain astronomical information,
e.g, name . of the weekday, eclipses, paksha, lagna etc. These can be verified with

Swamikannu Pillai's Indian Ephemeries. There are some other inscriptions where

the date can not be verified for want of such astronomical data. These inscriptions
are in Sanskrit, Telugu or Oriya. In these stone inscriptions, after 1038 onward when-

2
ever an era year has been used it has always been the Saka Era and not the Ganga Era,

15, A.S. B. TXXII (1903) pp. 97-147.
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Inscriptions of the Eastern Kadamba Kings:~

There are four Copper Pl:a.’ce1 inscriptions of the Eastern Kadamba
Kings. We learn from them that the Eastern Kadambas were feudatories of the
Eastern Ganga Kings. The Mandasa inscription of Anantavarman and Dharmalkhedi
is dated in Saka 917 which corresponds to 995 A.D. The Simhipura C. P.
inscription of Devéndravarman and Dharmakhedi is dated in Gn. E. 520, which
corresponds to 1018 A.D. Thus it seems that where as Dharmakhedi son of
Bhi_makheg]i issued the Mandasa C.P. during the reign of his suzerain Anantavarman,
he issued the Simhipura C.P. during the reign of his suzerain Devéndravarman.
Anantavarman and Devéndravarman of the above mentioned charters have been
identified with Vajrahasta II (c. 979-1014 A.D.) and Madhaka_,majrr.lava (c. 1019~

37 A.D.) op. cit. chapter II,

1

The Mandasa C.P. inscription of Anantavarmadeva dated 995 A.D. edited by
G. Ramdas. J.B.O.R.S. XVII (1931) pts. IN and III pp. 175-188,

A Note on the Mandasa C.P. of Anantavarmadeva by M. Somasekhara Sarma.
J.A.H.R.S. XII (1939-40) pt. I pp. 21-28.

The Mandasa C.P. of Anantavarman and Dharmakhedi by J.C. Ghosh.
J.A.H.R.S. VII (1933-35) pt. 4, pp. 233-237,

A reply to the Mandasa C.P. of Dharmakhedi by G, Ramdas

J.A.H.R.S. IX (1933-35) pt. I, pp. 13-22.

The Simhipura C,P. of Kadamba King Dharmakhedi dated 1018 A.D. edited
by Satyanarayana Rajaguru, J.A.H.R.S. Il pt. II, I and IV pp. 171-181,
The Madagrama grant of Devendravarman of 1065 A, D, Ep, Ind. XXXI
(1959-60) edited by R.C. Majumdar No. 7, pps 45-52.

Note on Madagrama grant of Dévéndravarma by D.C. Sircar. Ep. Ind, XXI (1959-60)Na.8
The Kambakaya grant of Devéndravarman dated 1081 A.D. edited by /pp. 53-56.
T.N. Ramachandran. J. Bomb. H.R.S. IV (1931) pp. 27-39,

The date of the Kambakaya grant of Devendravarman by G. Ramdas.

J.A.H.R.S. X (1937-38) pt. I. pp. 116-119,

B.V. Krishna Rao, A Note on the date of the Kampakaya grant of

Devendravarman. J.A.H.R.S. X (1937-38) pt. Ip.120.




The Madagrama grant of Dévéndravarman is dated in (§aka 988)
1065 A.D. Where as the two above mentioned charters have been issued by
Dharmalkhedi this Charter has been issued by Bhimakhedi son of Dharmakhedi.
The name of the suzerain in this Charter is Dé_vgndravarman, who is described

as King of all Kaliriga.

The Kambakaya grant of ($aka 1008) 1081 A.D. describes the name
of the suzerain as Devéndravarman and name of the feudatory as éﬂ Udyaditya
son of Dharmakhedi. The Suzerain Dévéndravarman, in both Midagrdma and

Kambakaya grant is described as having his capital at Kalihganagara.,

As no Devéndravarman was ruling at Kalinganagara either during
1065 or 1081 A, D, it appears that the Eastern Kadambas became feudatories of
a collateral Eastern Ganga dynasty which was not ruling from Kaliriganagara.
We learn from an inscription of Kulottunga C(')l'a I of 1103 A, D, 1 that he destroyed
Dévendravarman of Kaliriga. As Anantavarman Codagariga was reigning over
Kalivga at this time, this Devendravarman may have been a collateral branch of
the Eastern Gariga dynasty. Probably this Devéndravarman was an Eastern Gahga
King reigning from éve‘taka. I agree with D. C. Sircar that the Eastern Kadamba

scribes copied the Eaé':asti of their former overlords, the Eastern Gahgas of

Kalinga even though they became feudatories of another branch of the same dynasty.

o4

15. L.I. IV, No. 1239, p.428.
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Inscriptions of §vetaka branch of the Eastern Ganga Kings:~

Two C.P. inscriptions1 of évetaka branch of the Eastern Gangad
have so far been found. PFrom them we learn that their capital was at Svetaka
and their hereditary deity was Gokarpasvimi. Both these Charters are undated.
On paleographic basis the scholars have assigned them to the 12th or 13th Century.
These Charters contain official designations of a large number of officials who
served the donors of the two Charters. We learn the order of precedence among

the officials of this dynasty by examining these two Charters.

Qther inscriptions:-

Inscriptions of the CB!as, the Sé—nas, the Cedis of Dakgina KBS’aia,
the Eastern C.ﬂukyas, the Kakatiyas, the Hoysalas and the Velana—,c_lu chiefs of
Vehgi have been consulted, where they throw light on the history of the Eastern

Ganga dynasty.

Numismatic sources:-

I have also examined several coins of the Eastern Gahga dynasty in
the British Museum. I have also consulted articles by several scholars who have

examined the coins of this as well as the Eastern Kadamba dynasty,

1The Madras Museum C.P. of Indravarmadeva, edited by R. Subba Rao,
J.A.H.R.S. I (1927-29) pp. 183-188,
The Ganjam C.P. of Pﬂthvivarmad’éva, edited by F. Kielhorn,
Ep. Ind, IV (1896-97) No. 26, pp. 198-201.




Archaeological sources:—

Archaeological sources are unimportant for the study of the history

of this dynasty during the period under study.

Literary sources:—

I have consulted Madala Panji, Kalingattuparani and Ballala Carita.

Madala Panji is the log book of Jagamatha temple and it contains the traditional

history of the Kings who reigned over Utkal_a.

According to this Chronicle Anantavarman Cagiaga.ﬁga conguered
Utkaloa from the KeSari dynasty and established the records of the J agannatha
temple. He was succeeded by his son Gaflgeé'varadeva in 1151 A,D. This
conflicts with the epigraphic evidence according to which Kﬁmérr_lava VII succeeded

Anantavarman Codagahga in 1147 A. D, (op. cit. chapter V).

In my opinion the evidence of Madala panji can not be regarded as
reliable. The Chronicle further states that Kémszr:r.lava VII commited incest with
hig daughter. This in my opinion can not be regarded as true because there is

no other evidence which corroborates this.

According to this Chronicle Raja Anazigabh—imadeo, who appears to
be the same as Anangabhima III ascended the throne in 1174 A, D. after two short

and unimportant reigns., This can not be accepted because we know from the




inscriptions that Anafgabhima III was the fifth Eastern Gahga King after
Kg,mé-rx.lava VII. Also we know from the inscriptions of Ana:tigabhi_ma III that
his consecration took place sometime after circa 1211 /12 A.D, The Chronicle
further tells us that having commited the sin of killing a brahmana, he expiated
by constructing numerous temples. He is also described as having constructed
numerous works of public utility such as tanks, bridges, wells, ghajs etc. He

R

is also said to have built 60 temples, and granted 450 villages to bra,hmanas as

aggahajra.

The Chronicle further states that great temple of J agannajtha was
erected by his orders under the superintendence of Paramahans Bajpai. This
does not seem to be correct as the inscriptions indicate that it was Anantavarman
Caglagailga who constructed this temple. The date of its completion according to
Madala Panji was 1196 A.D. Possibly Anantavarman Codagaiga started this
temple's construction and it was finished during the reign of Ana.ﬁgabhfma I

(op. cit, chapter IV),

According to Madala Palji the total area of the land of Anahgabhima's
III kingdom was 62, 28000 vatis. We also learn from this Chronicle that the treasury

of Anahgabhima TI contained 40 lakhs marha of gold as well as jewels to the value

of seven lakhs eightyeight thousand marha of gold. This Marha appears to be the

same as Maglas of inscriptions. According to Stirling a marha of gold is equivalent




to five mashas in Weightl. The annual revenue of Anadgabhima IIT according to
this Chronicle was 15 lakhs marha of gold. It is difficult to understand why the
annual revenue should be stated in gold as the cowries were used as the principal

currency at that time.

The Chronicle further states that Anahgabhima I could muster
300, 000 paiks or footmen, His army however ordinarily consisted of 50, 000 paiks,
10, 000 horsemen and 2,500 elephants. Probably the 300, 000 paiks whom

Anahgabhima III could muster were cai.:a or irregular soldiers.

Kaliﬁgattuparar_li by J ayailgondé-r\ describes the conquest of Kaliiga
by Cola forces. According to this text once Kulottuhga Cala I arranged a durbar
and ordered all his feudatory kings to assemble and pay him in person the annual
tribute. All the feudatory kings came except the King of Kalinga. Kulottuhga I
greatly enraged ordered that an expedition should be sent against Kalihga.
Karupz?kara Tondaiman was appointed Commander of the expeditionary forces.
The invading army reached Kalinga after crossing Polar, Ponmukhari, Mannaru,
Krishna, Godavari, Pampa and Gotami rivers. The army of Anantavarman
Cé-c}agaxiga was defeated and he had to seek safety in flight, The CEl.a forces
after an unsuccessful search for Anantavarman Cat_iagaflga returned home with

much booty.

1Asiatic Researches XV (1825) p.272.




In the Ballala Carita Vijaya Sena is described as a friend of

Anantavarman Co—c'_lagailga by Ananda Bhatta.

Muslim sources:-

'I‘abaqg.t—i—Nis.iri_ by Maulana Minhaj-—ud-cﬁ_n tells us that the first

Muslim attempt to invade Orissa was made during the reign of Rajaraja III.
According to this Chronicle Muhammad-i- Balg]gtyér _K_I_lalji_ was appointed by
Kutbuddin Aibak to conguer Bihar and Bengal from the S'én'a Kings. He succeeded
in doing so. Before Muhammad~i-Bakhtyar Khalji went to invade Assam and Tibet,
he sent two Khalji Amir brothers Muhammad-i-Sheran and Ahmad-i-Sheran to
invade Lakhnor and Jajnagar. The two brothers abandoned their invasion and
returned to Devkot, when they heard the news of the assassination of Muhammad-i-
Ba_l_:_l_ltyar Khalji. The attempted invasion of Orissa or Jajnagar took place in about

A,.H, 601 or 1205 A, D,

Tabaqgat-i-Nagiri further tells us that a battle took place between the

Eastern Ganga forces and the forces of Ghiyathuddin 'Twaz __K_I_laljf. According to
this Chronicle the forces of Jajnagar were defeated. The Chronicle further states
"the neighbouring rulers of Jajnagar, Bang, Kamrud and Tirhut sent to him
(Ghiyathuddin 'Twaz Khalji) tributes and (when) the territory of Lakhnor came

into his possession, elephants and much treasure fell into his hands and he posted

his own Amirs in that place". This clearly indicates that as a result of their victory




the Muslims conquered the territory of Lakhnor. The Chateévara inscription of
Vi§1.1u1, speak of heroic deeds by him against the Muslim army. An inscription

of Narasimha II2 describes the destruction of a Yavana Chief by Anahgabhima III,

On the basis of above mentioned evidence it appears that in spite of
the bravery shown by the Eastern Gafiga army which was led by Anahgabhima I

and his minister Visnu the Muslims succeeded in conquering the territory of

Lakhnor.

However, I agree with A, H, Dani that the Fastern Ganga Kingdom
was not a feudatory kingdom under Ghiyathuddin 'Twaz ghaljf. The above mentioned

contention should be regarded as mere traditional praise and not as trustworthy

evidence.

IEQ. Ind, XXIX (1953-57) No. 16. pp. 121-133.

2 The Bhuvaneshwhr inscriptiondfNar simhadéva II, edited by L. D. Barnetk.
Ep. Ind. XIII (1915-16) No. 11. pp.150-155.




CHAPTER II

ORIGIN AND GENERAL FEATURES

The earlier Eastern Ganga insciptions supply us with no pedigrees,
but some of the later grants, following the current custom, provide long lists
recording ancestors of the Eastern Ganga Kings. The following genealogy is given
in all the copper-plate inscriptions of Vajrahasta ITI, Rajaraja I and in some of the
copper-plate inscriptions of Anantavarman C&'iagahga, 1 henceforward to be called

the first genealogy:-

1. 1. Gunamaharnava

l

2. Vajrahasta I (44 years)
|

4 \ v
3. Gundama I 4. Kams;rl}ava I 5. Vinayaditya
(3 years) (35 years) (3 years)

b

6. Vajrahasta II, alias Aniyahkabhima

(35 years)
- ¥ v , ¥ _
7. Kamarnava I 8. Gundama II 9. Madhukamarpava III
L year (8 years) (19 years)

(married to Vinayama-
hadevi of the Vaidumba
family)

10. Vajrahasta ITL
Crowned 3rd May 1038 A.D.

1The Vizagapatam C.P. of Anantavarman Cagiaga:hga of 1081 A.D., .edited by Fleet,
Ind, Ant, XVIII (1888-89), No. 178, pp.161-165;
The Korni C.P. of Anantavarman CBdagaﬁga of 1081 A.D., edited by @ V. Sitapati,
J.A.H.R.S. 1, (1926-27) pp. 40-48;
The Chicacole C.P. of Anantavarman Codaganga of 1084 A.D., edited by C. Narayana
Rao and R. Subba Rao, J.A.H.R.S. VIO (1933-35), pts. II and ITI, pp. 163-194,
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A quite different account of the predecessors of Vajrahasta III is
given in some other copper-plate inscriptions of Anantavarman CE@agangal.
This genealogy is also found in the copper-plate inscriptions of subsequent
Eastern Ganga kingsz. This genealogy begins with a mythical part mentioning
some of the gods and epic heroes as ancestors of the Eastern Ganhga Kings., It
is Virasithha's eldest son KEmQrpava I, who seems to have founded this dynasty

according to this second type of genealogy:-

1The Korni C.P. of Anantavarman Codagahga dated 1113 A, D. edited by 6.V, Sitapati.
J. A H.R.S. I (1926-27), pp. 106-120,
The Vizagapatam C.P. of Anantavarman Codaganga dated 1118/19 A.D. Edited by
Fleet. Ind, Ant. XVIII (1888-89) No.179, pp. 165-172,

% The Dasgoba C.P. of Rajaraja III of 1198/99 A, D, Edited by D.C. Sircar.
Ep.Ind. XXXI (1956-60) No. 34, pp. 249-262.
The Nagari C.P. of Anangabhima III, edited by D.C, Sircar. Ep. Ind. XXVII
(1952-58) No. 40, pp. 235-258,
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A comparison between the two types of genealogies clearly shows
that, whereas the writer of the second type of genealogy has tried to trace the origin
of the dynasty back to Visnu himself, the writers of the first type of genealogy has
mentioned Gunamah#rnava as the real founder of this dynasty. It seems that
Gunamaharnava of the first list can be identified with Gunarnava II, the seventh
king of the first list. There is some similarity in the names of the kings in both
the lists following this king. However, there are several differences; these are
as follows:- First of all the second genealogy traces the origin further back. In
the second genealogy sixteen predecessors of Vajrahasta Il are mentioned. The

first genealogy however mentions only nine of his predecessors.

List I shows that Gupamaharnava, Gunarpava II of list IT, had a son
named Vajrahasta, who reigned for 44 years. But list IT omits his name. List II

gives the name of two kings Jitankusa and Kalihgafhkusa (his brother's son) who are

said to have reigned for fifteen and twenty years respectively but these names are
omitted in list I. Another noteworthy point is that the length of the reign of Gundama I
and that of his brother Kamarpava IV are stated in list IT as seven and twenty-five years
respectively, while list I has the figures of three and thirty-five instead., Finally the
second list makes Vajrahasta III the son of Madhukamarnava VI, but the first list con-
tains the information that Vajrahasta IIT was born from Kamarnava II, the eldest son of
Vajrahasta II. Charters of Rajaraja I and those charters of Anantavarman Codagafiga,
which have the first type of Vathsavali give Vajrahasta III a regnal period of 383 years.
The second list however gives Vajrahasta III a regnal period of 30 years only, In my
opinion we can not accept the evidence of second list as reliable. pecause it is

wnlikely that the charters of REjar&ja I, son and successor of Vajrahasta III
should be mistaken in calculating the number of years for which Vajrahasta III

reigned.
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As to the differences between the two lists, greater credence
should be given to the first list, which appears to be more factual in its approach.
Furthermore Vajrahasta Il was nearer to his ancestors than his grandson.
Therefore, in principle, inscriptions of Vajrahasta I may be regarded as more
reliable in this respect than those of Anantavarman C&:}agaﬂga. In addition, as
the earliest Vizagapatam Copper Plate of 1081 A, D.l, the Korni Copper Plate of
the same year2 and the Vizagapatam Copper Plate of 1135/36 A.D. 3 provide the

same information as copper plates of Vajrahasta III it seems reasonable to consider

that list I is more reliable.

C(_)(,iagal'lga authorised a new type of pradasti in honour of himself.
The court poets complied and included a new genealogy, which was different in

several respects from the first type of genealogy.

In spite of these discrepancies there is some agreement between the
two lists as regards the successors of Gupamahg.rr'lava/ Gupﬁrapava II. There is
especially a considerable measure of agreement in respect of the total number of
regnal years. According to the first list the total is 1421 years (44 + 3 + 85 + 3 +
85 + 4 + 3 +19), The second list yields 1465 years 27+ 15 +12+7+25+3 + 85 +

% + 38 +19). In the first list however, the sequence 3 + 35 + 3 + 35 seems suspect.

1ind. Ant. XVIII (1888-89) No. 178 pp. 161-65. Edited by Flect.
27, A HLR.S. I (L926-27) pp. 40-48. Edited by @.V. Sitapati.
3Ind, Ant. XVIII (1888/89) No. 180, pp. 172-76. Edited by Floet.

In my opinion the genealogical part of the Vizagapatam Copper Plate of 11.35/36

A.D. was copied from his earlier charters. Probably the scribe who copied it
was unaware of the new type of pradasti authorised by Anantavarman Codaganhga.




There are various views concerning the original place, from where
the kings of the Eastern Gaﬁéa dynasty came. According to G. Ramdas the
Eastern Gahga dynasty originated from Trikalinga. He bases his con’centién on
the fact that in all the charters of Vajrahasta III, Rajaraja I and in some of the
charters of Anantavarman Cagiagaﬁga 1, the family is traced back to Gul_lamahargava,
who is said to have come from the family of the Gahgas ruling over Trikalinga:-

aneka - samara - samghatta - samupalabdha vijaya laksmi samalifigit - ottuhga -

bhujadanda - manditanam Trikalihga - mahibhujam Gahganam anvayam. "Who

wished to adorn the family of the Ganga kings of Trikalinga, the scions of which
had their high shoulders embraced by the goddess of victory acquired in numerous

pitched battles. "

This Gupamaharpava corresponds to Gunarnava II of the genealogy
given in the second list. In the latter records the pedigree is traced back to
Kamarnava I, a son of Virasithha, king of Kolahalapura, the chief town of
Gal'lgavagii. The enlargement of the pedigree probably required a change of the
name of the country from which the founder had come. In the Korni C.P.
inseription of 1113 A, D.2 and in the Vizagapatam C.P. inscription of 1118/19 A.D. 3,
both of Anantavarman CZ)giagailga, the country from which Kamamava I cameis

called Gahgavadi. This genealogy was retained till the end of this dynasty.

1'l‘he Vizagapatam C.P. of 1081 A, D., edited by Fleet, Ind., Ant, XVIII (1888-89),
No. 178, pp. 161-165, 1, 9-11.
The Korni C.P. of 1081 A.D., edited by G.V. Sitapati, J.A.H.R.S. I (1926-27)
pp. 40-48, 1, 9-11;
The Chicacole C.P. of 1084 A.D., edited by C. Narayana Rao and R. Subba Rao,
J.A,H.R, S. VII (1933-35) pts, I and ITI, pp. 163-194, 1, 9-11.

23 A H.R.S. I (1926-27), pp. 106-120, edited by G.V. Sitapati.
3Ind. Ant, XVIII (1888-89) No. 179, pp. 165-172, edited by Fleet.
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Also in the charters of Narasimha II and Narasimha IV it is stated

that Ka—mérl_lava I came from Gahgavadi.

The Korni Copper Plate inscription of Anantavarman Caglaganga
(1113 A, D.) mentions Mount Mahendra to the east of Gangavadi as the place from
where Kamarnava I came. This indicates that Gahgavadi must itself be to the west

of the Mahendra mountain®.

One part of this inscription relates how the founder of the family, had
left his paternal throne to his uncle and, accompanied by his four brothers, proceeded
eastwards in search of a new kingdom. This part of the ingcription remind us of
the legend of the five Pgl,u,iavas. When the five brothers had gone some distance,
they came to mount Mahendra, 'its summit reaching to the sky and its stream
flooded by the rut of the elephants'. They ascended the top and having worshipped
god Gakarl}a they descended (to the Eastern side). Having defeated éabaréditya,

Kﬁmgrl}avzi I subdued Kalinga.

The above account suggests that the original home of Kamarnava I

was to the west of the Mahendra mountains. This was the Gahgavadi area and

1 -
The Kendupaina C.P.of Nagsimhadeva II, edited by N.N. Vasu, J.A,S.B. LXV
(1896) pt. I, No.3, pp. 229-271. ’

®The Puri C. P.of Narasimhadéva IV, edited by M. M. Chakravarty J.A,S. B, TXIV
(1895) pt. I, No.2, pp. 133-144,

37, A.H.R.S.T (1926-27) pp. 106-120. Edited by &.V. Sitapati.




Kolahalapuram was its capital as this information is conveyed to us from another

- . 1 - = ... . o T
inscription of Anantavarman Codaganga (nirmmayorjjita-Gamgavadi-vigaye

Kolahalakhyam puram). i.e., created the lofty . city of Kolahalapura in the

- 2
Gangavadi vigaya.

As Gur_lamahg.rr.lava appears to be a descendent of Kém:;r:;lava I, his
origin, too, must be the same place. The discrepancy regarding the story of the
origin apparently reflects different legends prevalent in different times. Fleet has
identified Gahgavadi and Kolahalapuram with the kingdom of the same name founded
in the third century in Mysore and ruled by the Western Gahgas. This Kolahalapuram
has been identified with Kuvalaflapuram, which is modern Kolars. R. Subba Rao and
G. Ramdas have refused to accept this identification. According to them Gailgav:;c}i
or the land of the Géﬁgas, from which the Eastern Gahga monarch came, is
situated in the Ganjam district of Orissa. G. Ramdas has identified Gahgavadi
with modern Gahgada, about three miles west of Galavelli, a village in Bobbili
taluk in the district of Ganjam. This place contains some ruined temples. As
Gangada is corruption of Gaﬁgava?c}i it seems that Gahgavacii vigaya existed around
this village during the time the early Eastern Ganga Kings were ruling. In support

of his argument R, Subba Rao mentions évetaka Ganga King P;‘thvi_varmadeva's

Y he Vizagapatam C.P. of Anantavarman Codaganga of 1118/19 A.D., edited by Fleet.
Ind. Ant. XVITI (1888-89) No. 179, pp. 165-72, line 37.

2 - -
The quotation algo suggests that the original homeland of Kamarpaval was m a
plateau. As Mysore is located on a plateau this is another indication of the origin
of the Eastern Gangas from that place.

Smnd. Ant, XVII (1888-89), pp. 165-172.
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Ganjam platesl of the 12th century in which the latter is mentioned as the lord of
the excellent city of Kolahalapura. However as Gaflgave?c}i is nowhere mentioned
in this charter I do not consider that R. Subba Rao has made a convincing case in
support of his view. Probably the founder of the Eastern Ganhga dynasty conquered
Trikalifga after arriving there from Gar'lgavigﬁ in Mysore. One of the cities of the
newly conquered kingdom may have been named Kolahalapura after the capital

city of the ancestral kingdom. Similarly the visaya containing Kolahalapura may

have been named Gangavadi. The Eastern Gahgas of évetaka, a collateral branch
of the main Eastern Ganga dynasty, were ruling over this city at the time when
P;:-th‘vi—varman issued the Ganjam copper plates, i.e., in the twelfth century.
Probably in course of time the Eastern Ganga kings started regarding themselves
as of Trikalifga. It was Anantavarman Caglagaliga who revived the old tradition
when a new Qraéasﬁ of the Eastern Ganhga kings was composed during his reign,
according to which the original homeland of the Eastern Ganga kings was Ga:hgavgu_ii
with the capital Kolahalapura. It could be argued that very few of the Indian
dynasties were established by princes, who had travelled over long distances in
order to found a new kingdom. One of these ig that of the Senas, who originally
came from Karl}a—,’gaka. Again the distance between Gaﬁgavadi in Mysore and
Kalihga is approximately six hundred miles only. Kamérpava I, the founder of
the Eastern Gahga kingdom according to list II is described as going to the east,

showing thereby that his ancest#ral kingdom lay to the west. Mysore is south-

1EQ.Ind. IV (1896-97) No. 26, pp. 198-201, edited by F. Kielhorn.




west of the Eastern Gahga Kingdom. Therefore in my opinion the original home

of the Eastern Ganga kings may have been in Gaﬁgavagi in Mysore.

According to the second list Kamarlgava I established his kingdom. in
Kalinga 311} years before the consecration of Vajrahasta Tl. We arrive at this
figure by adding up the regnal periods of all the Eastern Ganga kings on this list.
Thus Kamarnava I came to rule over Kalihga in 726 A, D, This year can not be
accepted as the starting point of Eastern Gahga rule over Kalihga because there

are several ingcriptions of Eastern Gafga kings, which belong to an earlier date.

The Jirgingi C.P. of Indravarmamof 39 Gn, E.l suggests that the
Eastern Gahgas originally reigned over (the area known as) Trikalihga, We also
learn from this charter that Dantapura was their capital. There is no mention of
the god Gokarpasvamin on mount Mahendra as the hereditqry deity of the Eastern

Ganhgas. The king speaks of himself as a devotee of god Paramesvara., According

to the charter, the king is a Gahgamalakula-tilaka. In the opinion of G. Ram Das2

this king did not belong to the main Eastern Gahga family of Kalihga, from which

he was separated by the barrier of the Mount Mahendra. This prevented this line

(%]

1J.A. H.R.S. I (1927-29) pt. I, pp. 49-53, edited by R, Subba Rao.

2J. B.O.R.S., XV (1929) pts. III and IV, p.640.

G. Ram Das argues on palaeographic grounds that Indravarman, the donor of
the Jirgingl C.P. did not belong to the main branch of the Eastern Gahga family.
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of kings from worshipping Gokarpasve—lmin on mount Mahendra. According to him,
another branch of the Eastern Gahga family was established in Trikalinga in the 39th
year of the prosperous and victorious kingdom of the (main) Eastern Ganga family.
He further states that the date of the Jirgingi grant is given in the regnal year of

the king and not in the Gahga era, because it is very common to indicate the regnal

year with the phrase "Pravardhamana satmvat". On palaeographic considerations

he ascribed this grant to the early part of the 7th century.

I do not agree with G, Ram Das., In my opinion Indravarman I was
the son of Mitavarman, who was an Eastern Ganga king. The Godavari Copper
Plate of P;thv:fmﬁlal, describes Adhiraja Indra as son of Mitavarman., In my
opinion Adhirg.ja Indra of Godavari Copper Plate is the same as Indravarman of

39 Gn.E. Thus Mitavarman should be regarded as father of Indravarman.

In my opinion, it would be wrong to say that the Eastern Gahga kings
from Kalifiga conquered Trikalinga and established a principality there. The
Eastern Gailgas, who were rulers of Trikalinga, the capital of which was Dantapura,
conquered Kalihganagara in Gn, E, 51. Thus, according to the Satyavarmadeva C. P,
grant of Gn. E. 512 the king was devoted to Gokarl,lasvamin on Mount Mahendra and

acquired supremacy over whole of Kalihga., The capital of the king is described as

1y, B.B.R.A.S. XVI (1883-85) pp. 114-120, edited by J.F. Fleet.

ZInd. Ant., X (1880-81), No, 5, p.243.
Ind, Ant, XIII (1884-85) pp. 273-76.




Kalihganagara. The date of this grant is expressed as follows:-

Gahgeyavatméa-satvatsara-satanam ekapan.lcg.éat. Fleet has interpreted the date

to be 351 Gn., E. R. Subba Rao1 has read the date as 51 Gn. E. because of the
particular type of script and the presence of Prakrit words of archaic or early

type. I accept R. Subba Rao's interpretation. There is however, no satisfactory
explanation for the use of the word datanam in this inscription, The Urlam grant

of the Gn. E, 80 of Hasi:ivarma:n2 indicates that the capital was at Kalinganagara.

The king W;;rorshipp-ed Gokarr_1asv5.min, established on Mount Mahendra. Two

charters of Indravarman II of Ganhga era 8'7’3 and one of Ganga era 914 indicate

that they were written by the same scribe Vinayacandra, son of Bha.nucandra, the
scribe of the Tirlingi C.P. of 28 Gn. E. ° These charters indicate that Indravarman II

worshipped Gokarpasvﬁmin and ruled over Sakala-Kalihga i.e. the whole of Kalihga.

These charters were issued from Kalifiganagara. However, it is significant to note
that Gokarpasvs_amin is not associated with Mount Mahendra. This may indicate
that the Eastern Ganga kings temporarily lost control over Mount Mahendra during
these years. More likely scribal error may have led to the omission of Mount
Mahendra from the two charters. Another point, which indicates that Eastern

Ganga kings, like Indravarman II, were successors of Indravarman I, son of

1y A H.R.S. VI (1981-83) pt. II, p.74

2EQ. Ind, XVII (1923-24 ) pp. 330-334, edited by

3The Achyutapuram C.P, of 87 Gn, E. edited by E. Hultzch
(2) Ep. Ind. IIT (1894-95) No. 20, pp. 127-130.
(b) Santa Bommali C.P. of 87th Gn, E. edited by Laksminarayan Harichandan
Jagdev Rajah Bahadur.
J.A.H.R.S. IV (1929-31) pt. I, pp. 21-24,
The Parlakmidi C.P, of 91 Gn, E.

“Ind. Ant. XVI ( | 897) pp. 131-34.
5J.A. H.R.S. III (1927-29) pp. 54-57, edited by Satyanarayana Rajaguru.




Mitavarman, was that the scribe, who wrote the ingcriptions of Indravarman II,
was Vinayacandra, whose father was Bhanucandra, the engraver of the Tirlingi
C.P, of 28 Gn, E. If the argument of G. Ramdas is accepted that the Jirgingi
C.P. belong to the early 7th century A.D., then Vinayacandra could not have
engraved the charter of Mitavarman, who is described as father of Adhirgtja Indra

in the Godavari C.P. of P;:thvr-fmﬁla.l

In my opinion Mitavarman, the probable donor of the Tirlingi C.P.
of 28 Gn. E., founded the Eastern Gahga dynasty after the decline of the Guptas.
He succeeded in establishing his kingdom at the expense of the Vignukundin kings,
who were then ruling over Kalihga. His successor Indravarmawl had his capital
at Dantapura, which probably he acquired as a result of his victory over the
Vigpukundin king., The battle, which took place, is described in the P?thv{ml—ila’s

Godavari Copper Plate. Satyavarman of 51 Gn, E. is not described in his charters

as Trikalihgadhipati, He is described as Sakalakalihgadhipati or Lord of all

Kalingas. The capital of this king was at Kalifganagara. The king is described
as being devoted to God Gokarpa'svamin ohMahendra mountain, The king is also
described as having acquired supremacy over all of Kalihiga by the edge of his
sword. Thus it seems that by 51 Gn. E. the Eastern Gahgas had succeeded in

establishing control over the whole of Kalinga.

v
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1J. Bomb B,R.A.S. XVI (1883-85) pp. 114-120, edited by J.F. Fleet.
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Some scholars are of the opinion that the early and the later Eastern
Ganga kings of Kalihga belong to different dynasﬁesl. One of the main arguments
of these scholars is the fact that the early kings of the Eastern Ganga dynasty used
the Ganga era whereas the later Eastern Ggﬁgas used the Saka era; they must
therefore be considered to have constituted different dynasties. This contention
is unacceptable because the use of éaka era became prevalent around 1000 A, D.
among the South Indian kings. It however became prevalent among the Cal_ukyas from
the sixth century onward. Madhukamz;rnava, the immediate predecessor of
Vajrahasta IIT on the throne of Kalihga, is acknowledged by the later Eastern
G-él'lga kings, e.g. Vajrahasta III, Rajaraja I, and Anantavarman Cadagaflga as
bhelonging to their line. This becomes clear if we look at the charters of the later
Eastern Ganga kings of Kalihga, including those of the three above-mentioned kings.
However, a copper plate dated Ganga Era 528 and belonging to Madhukamimava
has been foundz. The existence of this copper plate clearly shows that the Gahga
era was used till 1026 A.D., which is the equivalent of 528 Gn. E. The Gahga era
must have been given up some time after that year, because no inscriptions dated
in the Ganga Era have been discovered after that date. Abandonment of dynastic
era suggests some discontinuity. At this stage of our knowledge it is not possible

to suggest what that discontinuity was.

1Burne11, 'South India Palaeography' No. 4, p.53.
Sewell, 'Antiquaries of India' pp. 155-159,

ZJ.A. H.R.S. VIII (1933-35) pts. II and Il pp. 180-82, edited by C. Narayana Rao
and R. Subba Rao.
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These scholars point out some other differences between the early
and the later Eastern Ganga kings of Kalinga, such as the fact that whereas the
early Eastern Gé:hgas gave only short genealogies in their copper-plate grants,
the later Eastern Gahgas gave longer genealogies. This difference can be
explained because at the time when the early Ganhga kings of Kalinga ruled, it
was the custom to trace the genealogy of the donor king to one or two generations
only, This was the case with the early Pallavas, é&laﬁkﬁyanas, Visnukupdins
and Eastern Cﬁlukyas. It was only during the eleventh century A.D. that several
dynasties started giving long genealogies. The practice of concocting lengthy
genealogies and connecting the king with the heroes mentioned in the epics and
with the solar or lunar dynasties spread to South India during the eleventh century
A.D. Tt has further been argued that, whereas the early Gahga kings mention
no gotra as their own, the later Ganga kings of Kalihga are described as belonging

to the Atreya gotra.

According to R. Subba Rao it was also customary for the kings who
had no gotras of their own to belong to I&tréya gotra in their copper plate grants.

It is probably by this method that the later Eastern Gahga kings acquired Atreya

gotra.

The seals of the copper plate grants of Eastern Ganga kings show the

figures of a bull, a conch, a trident, a battle axe, staff, drum, crescent and other




symbols, The fact that the Eastern Gafhga kings of Kalifiga regarded themselves
as belonging to the lunar dynasty is proved by the fact that in the Korni Copper
Plate grant dated 1113 A. D, 1 and in the Vizagapatam Copper Plate dated
1118/19 A. D, 2 the Moon éaéa_rma) is mentioned as one of the ancestors of
Anantavarman C5c}aganga. The Kendupatna Copper Plate of Narasirhha II3 and
the two Puri Copper Plate grants of Narasimha l"V4 describe the Eastern Ganga

kings as belonging to the lunar dynasty. Thus we read in the Puri inscription of

Narasimha IV dated 1318 A.D, :-

Pratyekam S‘:aéi-vaﬁléa—bhﬁpati—bhuja—vyapgra—sarﬂii_rtanax_n kartum kah kgamate,

"'who can sing the exploits of these kings descended from the moon.

As the moon also appears on the seals of Vajrahasta III as well as
those of his successors, it may be concluded that the kings of the Eastern Ganga

dynasty belonged to the lunax dynasty. Atri is mentioned as one of the ancestors
5

»

of Anantavarman Caglaganga in his copper plates of Chicacole, dated 1084 A.D.

I
wela

L

lJ.A.H.R. S. I (1926-27) pp. 106-120, edited by €.V. Sitapati.
?10d, Ant, XVIII (1888-89) No. 179, pp. 165-172, edited by Fleet.

37.A.8.B. 1XV (1896) pt.1, No.3, pp. 229-271,
The Kendupatna C.P.of Naesimhadeva II, edited by N.N.Vasu.

4Ibid LXIV (1895) pt.I, No.2, pp. 133-144, lines 14-15, edited by M., M. Chakravarty.

5J. A, H.R.S. VIII (1933-35) pts. II and Il pp. 163-194, edited by C. Narayana Rao

and R. Subba Rao.




Korni, dated 1113 A, D.l, and Vizagapatam, dated 1118/19 A.D. 2. According

to the charters of Vajrahasta IIT and Rajaraja I, the kings of the Eastern Gahga
dynasty obtained, through the grace of Lord Gokarnasvg,min (éiva), the unique
conch, the drum, the white umbrella, the golden fly~whisk and the bull crest.
From the ingcriptions of Vajrahasta III and Raj ar-é.ja I we learn that these kings
worshipped éiva. The presence of such tokens as the crescent, drum, bull and

trident may suggest that the Eastern Ganga kings before Anantavarman Caglaganga

worshipped Siva.

The éaﬁ_kh_a also appears on the seal of charters of Vajrahasta IIL
and Raj araja I. However, this can not be regarded as an indication that the two
above mentioned kings were Vaigsnavas as is explained in the inscriptions that the
conch was a gift from Lord Gokarpasvémin to the founder of the dynasty. Itis
interesting to note that in spite of the fact that after the reign of Anantavarman
Cagiagaﬁga the Eastern Ganhga kings became Vaigmavas, their seals continued to

have a bull, trident, crescent and drum. 3

There are several arguments, which strongly suggest that the early

and the later Eastern Gahga kings belonged to the same dynasty. They are as

1J.A. H.R.S. I (1926-27) pp. 106-120, edited by C.V. Sitapati.
2In(i. Ant. XVIII (1888-89) No. 179 pp. 165-72, edited by Fleet.

3The Kendupatna C.P. of Nrsimhadeva edited by N.N. Vasu,
J.A.S.B, LXV (1896) pt.I, No.3, pp. 29-31.
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follows:-
1. Sesls.

The seals of the grants adopted by the kings of both lines are very
gimilar. They contain the same emblems, viz. lotus, crescent, bull and elephant

goad.

2. Fendatories.
The kings of both lines had close relations with the Eastern Kadambas,

who functioned under them as provincial governors.

3. Heriditory deities,

Most of the early Eastern Ganga kings of Kalihga as well as the later
Eastern Ganga kings of Kalihga worshipped the holy feet of Gokarpéévara of
Mahendragiri, They worshipped éiva until the time of Anantavarman CBgiagahga,
who started worshipping Visnu. There is no evidence of continuation of the worship
of Gokarl}eévara after Anantavarman Cagiaga:r'lga. His successors however, continued

/
to patronise Saiva shrines. (op. cit. chapter 8)

4. Types of names.

The names of the early Gahgas are of the same type as those of the

later Géhgas, ending in varman/ arnava and hasta.

5. Throne Names.

The early as well as the later Eastern Ganga kings probably adopted
a throne name after their consecration. These names are different from their real

names, which ended in arpava and hasta. The two names which have come to light

so far are Anantavarman and Dév@ndravarman. The custom of assuming the
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throne names of Anantavarman and Devendravarman by father and son alternately
was prevalent among the early as well as the later Eastern Gahga kings of Kalihga.
It is interesting to note that while the Nadgam Copper Platel, Narsapatam Copper
Platez, Peddabammidi Co\pper Plates, Chicacole Copper Pla‘ce4 and the Arsavalli

Copper Plate’ introduce Vajrahasta IIT as Srimad Vajrahastadevah, the Madras

Museum Plates, Ganjamv, Chikkavalauata8 and the Boddapadu Plates9 refer to him

[ —
as Srimad Anantavarman Vajrahastadevah. It seems that Anantavarman was one

of his consecration names. The absence of Anantavarman in five of the copper-
plate grants of Vajrahasta III may have been a mere lapse on the part of the scribe,
although this explanation is not completely satisfactory as the omission occurs in
no less than five charters. There is little doubt that Anantavarman was one of his
consecration names, It was used by some of the predecessors of Vajrahasta IIT,

too. The Kadamba chief, ranaka Dharmakhedi, was a feudatory of two Eastern

0 . . - = 1
Ganga kings, Anantavarman and his son Devendravarman, The Mandasa Plates 0

of Dharmakhedi were issued during the reign of his suzerain Anantavarman and

jary

Ep. Ind, IV (1896-97) No.24, pp. 183-93, edited by C.V. Ramamurti.
Ep. Ind, XI (1911-12) No.14, pp. 147-153, edited by Sten Konow.
Ep. Ind, XXXI (1956-60) No.40, pp. 305-308, edited by R.C. Majumdar.

J.AH,R.S. VII, (1933-35) pts. I and IIT, pp. 163-194, edited by C. Narayana Rao
and R. Subba Rao.

Ep. Ind, XXXTII (1959-62) No. 37, pp. 310-316, edited by @.S. Gai.
Ep. Ind.IX, (1907-08) No.1l, pp. 94-98, edited by Sten Konow.

Ep. Ind. XXIII (1935-36) edited by R.C. Majumdar, No.1l, pp. 67-73.
Ep, Ind, XXXTII (1960-63) No. 26, pp. 141-146, edited by D.C. Sircar.
Ep, Ind., XXIV (1961-62) No. 8, pp. 42-44, edited by €.S. Gai.

105 B.0.R.S. XVII (1931) pts. TI and III, pp. 175-89.

J.A.H,R. 8. XI (1939-40) pt. I, pp. 21-28,
J.A, H.R. 8. IX (1933-85) pt. III, pp. 13-22.
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are dated in 995 A.D. The Simhipura copper plate grantl of the same king was
issued in the Ganga-Kadamba era 520, i.e. 1018 A.D. Dharmakhedi is described

in this charter as Mahamandalika of Devendravarman, son of Anantabrahma

(varman) of the Eastern Ganga family, The difference between the dates of the
Mandasa and the Simhipura inscriptions is only twenty-three years, which
indicates that the Mandasa inscription was issued by Dharmakhé(_ii during the
reign of his Eastern Ganga suzerain Anantavarman and the Simhipura inscription
during that of his son Devendravarman. It seems perfectly clear from the latter
inscription that Anantavarman's son Devendravarman was reigning in 1018 A.D.
However, the Chicacole Plate of Madhukgma—n_lava (dated Ganhga year 528) proves
that Mah-érezjéfdhiraja Madhukéma—r{lava, the son of Anantavarman, was reigning
in 1026 A.D. 2. The proximity of these two dates suggests that Devendravarman
and Madhukamarnava denote the same king. G. Ramdas and R. Subba Rao have
identified Anantavarman of the Mandasa Plate with Vajrahasta II, the sixth king
of the first type of genealogy, who had a son named Madhukamarnava. They have

drawn this conclusion on the assumption that all the kings of the Eastern Ganga

dynasty were alternately called Anantavarman and Devendravarman. R.C. Majumdar

has, however, objected to this assumption, "The assumption" he writes, "rests
on the fact that for some generations the Eastern Gahga kings were named in

succession Anantavarman and Devendravarman. But it would be unreasonable to

1J.A. H.R.8, TII (1927-29) pp. 171-180, edited by Satyanarayana Rg.jagaru.

ZJ. A.TL.R.S, VII (1933-35) pts. II and ITI, pp. 163-194, edited by C. Narayana Rao
and R. Subba Rao.
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conclude from this that their predecessors were also so named, so long as we

do not get any satisfactory evidence for the same. t The necessary evidence

is now supplied by the sixth king of the first type of genealogy. The grant is
dated 998 A.D. (Gn. E. 500) and was issued by Vajrahasta IT son of Kamarpavaz.
As this grant was made twenty years earlier than Dharmakhégii‘s Simhipura grant
of 1018 A, D., which belongs to the reign of Anantavarman's son Dévéndravarman,
it seems likely that this Anantavarman was the same as Vajrahasta II. From

these grants we get the following genealogy:~

1. Kamarnava
2. Vajrahasta alias Anantavarman

3.  Madhukamarnava alias Devendravarman

This genalogy makes good sense if we identify these kings with Kgmslrpava 1,
Vajrahasta II and Madhlﬂcéma-lrl_lava as mentioned in the second type of genealogy.

It is possible, however, to object against the identification of Devendravarman,

who was on the throne in 1018 A.D. according to the Simhipura grant, with
Madhuk-émarpava, who was the king in 1026 A.D. The objection against this
identification can be raised because according to all the charters of Vajrahasta I,
Madhukamarpava ascended the throne nineteen years before his nephew Vajrahasta III.

The inauguration of Vajrahasta IIT is known to have taken place in 1038 A.D.

‘nd. cul. (1937-38 ) p.175.

2The Ponduru C. P, of Vajrahasta If edited by Manda Narasimham.,
J.A.H.R.S, IX (1933-35) pt. III, pp. 23-28.
Ibid XI pts. I and I, pp. 6-12 edited by G. Ramdas.




After deducting nineteen years from this, we get 1019 as the date of the
inauguration of Madhukamarnava, This conflicts with the information in Simhipura
plates, according to which Devendravarman (with whom I have identified

Madhlﬂiéma—zmava) was reigning in 1018 A.D.

In this connexion it is important to remember that the numbers of
years attributed to several Eastern Ganga kings, as mentioned in the charters of
Vajrahasta ITI, are not exact, but only approximate, for they do not mention any
months and days in addition to the years of their reigns, If Madhlﬂcﬁma_r{xava
reigned for nineteen years and a few months, he might still have been the king
in 1018 A, D, In view of these considerations there seems little doubt that
Vajrahasta II, alias Aniyahkabhima, the sixth king of the first type of genealogy,
was called Anantavarman and his son Madhukémirpava, the ninth king of the first
type of genealogy, was called Devendravarman. But Vajrahasta II alias
Ariyaﬁkabhi—ma, the sixth king according to the first type of genealogy, was
succeeded by his son Kamarnava II, who reigned for only six months. Kamarpava
II, the seventh king according to the first type of genealogy, was succeeded by his
younger brother Gundama II, who reigned for three years. Gupdama II, who was
the eighth king according to the first type of genealogy, was succeeded by
Madhukamarpava ITI. There is no evidence in any charter which indicates that
Kamarnava II or Gundama II were known as either Anantavarman or Devendravarman.

But as the ninth king Madhukamarnava was a Devendravarman, the alternate use




of Anantavarman and Devendravarman is established; in that case it may be agreed
that Kamarpava II was known as Devendravarman and his younger brother Gundama
I, who succeeded him, as Anantavarman, Thus in my opinion the Eastern Ganga
kings alternately used the epithet of Anantavarman and Devendravarman till the
reign of Anantavarman Cadagaflga. As demonstrated earlier, Vajrahasta II alias
Aniyafkabhima, used the epithet of Anantavarman. His son Madhuk_émérqava used
the epithet of Devendravarman. His son and successor Vajrahasta IIT used the
epithet of Anantavarman. The latter's son and successor Rajaraja I used the
epithet of Devendravarman, Rajaraja I's son and successor Cagiagaliga used

the epithet of Anantavarman. Thus from the evidence presented above it is clear
that from the reign of Vajrahasta II, when a son succeeded the father, they used
the epithets of Anantavarman and Devendravarman alternately. Probably this

also happened when a brother succeeded his elder brother. The use of alternate
consecration names by father and son by some of the Eastern Gahga kings is in

line with the practice of the CB}as and the kings of Ceylon. However, this system
was discontinued after the reign of Anantavarman C§@aganga. Almost all the
successors of Anantavarman Cagaganga are known to have used the consecration

name of Anantavarman.

6. Capital.

The capital of most of the early Eastern Ganga kings of Kalifiga was

Kalinganagara. The capital of later Gahga kings was also Kalihganagara.




Both the early and the later Eastern Ganga kings of Kalihga mention in their
charters another chief town, Dantapura. The kings of the early Eastern Gahga
dynasty used a pedigree, which remained the same for about five hundred years.
It was Vajrahasta III, who was followed by his descendent Rﬁjarija I. Rij arija I's
successor Anantavarman CEc_Iaganga used this pedigree for some time, but later

adopted a new pedigree of his own.

In view of the arguments given above it can be safely concluded that
the early and the later Eastern Ganga kings of Kalihga belonged to the same dynasty

and used the same era till the end of the tenth century A.D.

After taking into account the first type of genealogy, R. Subba Rao

has arrived at the following list of the Eastern Gahga kings.

1. Donor of Tirlingi Plates of 28 Gn. E. (526 A.D.)

Earliest known ruler Mitavarma,

2. Trikalihgadhipati Indravarman I of 89th Gn. E. (537 A, D.)
3. Anantavarmadeva.
4. Devendravarmadeva of 51st Gn. E. (549 A.D,)

5. Satyavarmadeva of 51st Gn. E. (549 A.D.)

-
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10.

11,
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Rajasithha Hastivarman of 80th Gn. E. (578 A.D.)
Rajasirtha Indravarman of 87th and 91st Gn. E. (585 and 89 A.D.)
Dzmarr_lava.

Indravarma II of 128, 137, 138 and 154 Gn, E. (626, 635, 636 and

652 A.D,)
Gunﬁn}ava.

Devendravarman II of 183, 184, and 195 Gn, E. (681, 682 and

693 A.D.)

(11.a) Jayavarma.

12,

13.

14,

15,

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Anantavarma II of 204 Gn, E. (702 A.D.).

Nandavarman of Gn. E. 221 (719 A.D.)

Devendravarman III of Gn. E, 254 (752 A.D.)
Rajendravarman I.

Anantavarman III of 284 and 304 Gn. E. (782 and 802 A.D.)
Devendravarman IV of 310 Gn. E. (808 A.D.)
Rajendravarman IT 313 and 342 Gn. E. (811 and 840 A.D.)
Vajri,

Marasirnha.,




21. Bhupendravarman,
22. Devendravarman V of 397th Gn. E. (895 A.D.)
23. Gux.la;mahan'lava.

24, Vajrahasta I (894-938 A.D.)

N
25. Gundama I 26, I(Emérx}ava 27. Vinayaditya
(938-941 A. D, ) (941-976 A.D.) (976-979 A.D.)
A4

28, Vajrahasta II (979-1014 A, D.)

v v 1\
29. Kamarnava II 30, Gundama II 31. Madhukamarnava
1014 A.D. (1019-37 A.D.)

32. Vajrahasta III

I accept this list of kings with one exception. I could not find any
inscription of a king called Jayavarma (op. cit. 11, a) who would have reigned in

this dynasty or was connected with this dynasty. Perhaps his name was included

by mistake.

According to R. Subba Rao, the explanation of similarity of names

between the kingdoms and the capitals of the Eastern and the Western Géflgas

oI
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seems to be that when one line of Gﬁflgas migrated to the South from their place of
origin, they called their new kingdom after their old kingdom in the North, T do
not agree with him in this respect because we hear of the Western Gahgas at least

a century earlier than those of Orissa.

Although Western Ganga inscriptions of the third century have been
found, we find a detailed account of the origin of the dynasty in the stone inscriptions
of the eleventh and twelfth century. 1 This is in keeping with the trend prevalent in
the eleventh century among the kings of the several dynasties of South India, who
vied with one another in tracing lengthy genealogies and connecting themselves with
the epic and puranic dynasties. According to the above records, the Western Ganhgas
were of the ]I:gvﬁku and therefore Solar race. They were descended from
Dhananjaya, whose son was Hari§candra. Dadiga and Madhava, according to the
first two inscriptions, were sons of HariScandra. The other two inscriptions make
them the sons of Padmanabha, who descended from HariScandra. Harifcandra's
son, according to these two inscriptions, was Bharata, whose wife was Vijaya
Mahadevi. At the time of conception Vijaya Mahedevi bathed in the river Ganges
to remove her langour. As a result of this act a son named Gangadatta was born

to her, whose descendents were henceforth called the Ga:t'lgas. After some time

1B. L. Rice 'Mysore and Coorg' pp. 29-32.




there was Visnugupta, who pleased God Indra and as a result of which he received
from him an elephant. Visnugupta had two sons, Bhagadatta and éri_datta, among
whom Visnugupta divided his kingdom. Bhagadatta received Kalinga and ruled
henceforth as Kalinga Ganga. Sridatta received his paternal kingdom together with
the elephant, which thus became the crest of the Western Gangas. Later on there
was Priyabandhu, to whom the God Indra gave five tokens, with a warning that
they would disappear if the king adopted any other faith. At length arose
Padmanabha, who by his penance obtained two sons. When later on Mahipala,

the king of Ujjayinf , suddenly attacked Padmanabha, demanding the five tokens

given by Indra Padmanﬁbha, refusing to surrender prepared for war.

Padmanabha sent away the five tokens along with his two sons and
a daughter. At the time of separation he gave his sons the names Dadiga and
Madhava. When Dadiga and Madhava arrived at Perur, which is still distinguished
from other Perurs as Ganga Perur (in Kadapa district), they met Sithhanandi.

This Sithhanandi has been identified by B. L. Rice with a Jain #earya of that

name. Other scholars, however, have not agreed in this respect with B. L. Rice.
This Simhanandi, who was interested in the story of these Ganga princes, gave
them instructions and training and eventually procured a kingdom for them. This
kingdom was obtained as a boon from the goddess Padmavati, who confirmed it
with a gift of a sword. Midhava, who is said to have been a boy at the time,

seizing the sword with a shout struck with it a stone pillar, which broke in two.

Py
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What the pillar was is difficult to say, (because it seems to be used here as an
analogy) but one account describes it as an obstacle in the way of his gaining the
throne. The kingdom thus founded was named Gax'lgavagii. This Gaﬁgavg.gli
consisted of nihety-six thousand villages. Its boundary in the North was Marandale,
which has not been identified so far, In the Eastern direction the boundary was
Topgai—néglu, the area of the Pallavas (the Madras province East of Mysore). In
the Western direction there was the ocean in the direction of the Ceras (Kerala).

In the Southern direction was Kongu (Coimbatore and Salem districts of Madras).
Its capital was Kuvalalapuram (modern Kolar) and its stronghold Nandagiri

(Nandidroog).

There are some indications which point to a relationship between the
Eastern and the Western Gahgas, but also other arguments which point the other

way. The indications, which show some kind of link between the two dynasties,

are as follows:-

1) While the Gahgas and the Kadambas of Mysore were related with each

other, the Gahgas and the Kadambas of Kalihga were also related with each other,

2)  The family God of the Kadambas of Vaijayanti, Palasige and Hangal is

- - 1
described as Madhukesvara, mentioned in their inscriptions as Jayanti Madhukesvara .

1Ind. Ant, X, (1880-81) p.252 lines 24 and 25,
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The Korni Copper Plate of 111 31 and Vizagapatam Copper Plate of 1118/192 of
Anantavarman Codaganga state that Kamarnava II built a temple for Madhukeévara

in Nagara. The tradition recorded in the inscription is that the God manifested

Py

himself from the Madhuka tree and became known as Madhukesvara. M. Somasekhara

Sarma has suggested that when the Kadambas migrated into Kalinga, they brought
their family God Madhukesvara in their new home. It appears that Kamérr.lava II
built the temple of Madhuk'és,vara at the instance of one of his feudatories, the
Eastern Kadambas. According to M. Somasekhara Sarma the Kalinga Kadambas
probably came from the districts of Dharwar, Belgaum and Ramagir13. This view
is substantiated by the existence of a village called Palasa (Palasika), which is
also an important railway station in the Ganjam district of Orissa. This name
Palasa is a crude distortion of the Kanarese Palasige of the Belgaum district in

Mysore,

The arguments against any direct link between the Eastern and the

Western Gangas, are as follows:-

1) While the seals of the grants of the Western Gahgas and Kadambas contain
the emblems of an elephant and a lion respectively, those of the Kalinga

Gaﬁgas and the Eastern Kadambas contain a bull and a fish respectively.

1J.A. H.R.S. T(1926-27) pp. 106-120, edited by G.V. Sitapati.
%nd, Ant. XVIII (1888-89) No. 179, pp. 165-72, edited by Fleet.
SJ.A. H.R.S. IV, (1929-31) pt. I and I1, pp. 113-118.




2) While the early as well as the later Eastern Gahgas of Kalihga were ardent
worshippers of Siva (till Anantavarman CBglaganga became Vaigpava), some

of the early Western Gahgas were Jains (but most were éaivas, too).

3) The Western Gahgas belonged to the Kanvayana gotra and the Solar line
and claimed to belong to the f[k;svaku dynasty. The later Eastern Gangas

belonged to the lunar line and professed the Atreya gotra,

4) There is no resemblance between the names of Eastern and Western Gahga

kings.

These arguments may prevent us from formulating any direct relationship between
the two Ganga dynasties but the similarities mentioned earlier indicate the strong
possibility of the founder of the Eastern Ganga dynasty arriving in Trikalinga from

Gahgavadi.
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CHAPTER 1I

VAJRAHASTA III AND RAJARAJA T

Vajrahasta IIf (c. 1038-1070 A.D.)
Rajaraja I (c. 1070-1078 A.D,)

According to all inscriptions belonging to Vajrahasta III the

consecration of this king took place when the sun was in Vrsabha, the moon in

the Rohi:r.ﬁ_ Naksatra, in the Dhanur lagna on Sunday, the third tithi of the bright
forinight, corresponding to the 9th April 1038 A.D. According to Kielhornl, this
indicates that the consecration took place at 21,00 hrs. or at 9 p.m. The hour
of his congecration at 9 p.m. seems strange. Perhaps the consecration took
place at that time because it was the most auspicious time. As indicated earlier
there are two types of genealogies found in the charters of the Eastern Ganga
kings. The first type of genealogy is found in the charters of Vajrahasta III,
Rajaraja I and in some of the charters of Anantavarman Cadagahga. " The second
type of genealogy is found in some of the éharters of Anantavarman Cagagahga as.
well as in the charters of his successors. (op.cit. chapter II.) According to the
geﬁealogy of the second type, Vajrahasta III was the son of Madhukamarlgava.
According to the genealogy of the first type, Vajrahasta Il was the son of

Kém_am}ava II. As the first type of genealogy is found in all the charters of

1The Nadgam C.P. of Vajrahasta III, Edited by G.V. Ramamurii,
Ep. Ind. IV (1896-97) No. 24 pp, 183-193.
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Vajrahasta III, we must accept the evidence of the first type of genealogy. It is
unlikely the charters of Vajrahasta III himself should be mistaken in the name of

his father. The genealogy of the second type is found in inscriptions written several
years after the reign of Vajrahasta Il and contains myths as well as facts. Therefore,

in my opinion Vajrahasta III was the son of Kamarnava TI and not of Madhukémarpava

1.

It is mentioned in all the charters of Vajrahasta III that the sovereignty

of all the Eastern Gahga kings was resplendent by the paiica—mah-ééabda,. It has been

suggested that the epithet of bearing the paﬁba—mahﬁéabda in the issues of the reignh

of Vajrahasta IIT indicates that this ruler was a feudatory of some other king.

B.P. Ma'zumdarl has pointed out that the panca-mahaSabda were conferred by one

king on another to emphasize that the power conferring the paica-mahababda was
the suzerain, while acceptance entailed feudatory status. He also argued that this
system of accepting overlordship was not prevalent before the eighth century A.D.
But this is not quite correct. In an inscription of 675 A.D. it is applied to

Dadda I]Iz.

Grammatically the term paicamahifabda can be interpreted in two

manners, It could mean either "the five great sounds", i.e. musical instruments,

1Th«a Socio-Economic History of Northern India, p.24.

2C. LI, IV, pp. 617-22.
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or "the five words, commencing with %ﬁ”. The different theories on its meaning
are based on either of the two possibilities, It is apparent from the study of the
relevant data that the exact connotation of the term varied in different times and

in different parts of India. It appears from the Rz—a.jataraflgi?ihl that the five titles,

covered by the term, were Mahﬁpraﬁhérapf@a (High Chamberlain), Mahasandhivigrahaka

(Minister for Peace and War), Mahasvasala (Chief Master of Horses),

Mahabhar,ldégara (High Keeper of the Treasury) and Mahasadhanabhaga (Chief

Executive Officer), The recipients of these titles are said to have held these five

offices singly. According to Buhler, the titles of Mahasamanta, Mahapratihara,

Mahadandanayaka, Mahakartakrtika and Maharaja were attributed to Dhruvasena I

(c. 525-545 A.D.) of the Maitraka dynasty. 2 It is interesting to note that these
very titles were used by a feudatory chief, named Vi‘spuséna‘g, who ruled in

western India in the sixth century. In early medieval India there was a distinct
tendency on the part of the big feudatories to use five high titles. As the titles

used in these cases are different from those given in Rﬁjatarahga:pi_, it may be
concluded that there was no uniformity in this respect. However, the more common

connotation of the term paficamahafabda was the privilege of using five musical

instruments, described in Prabandhacintﬁmaz}ﬁ. It is indicated that palicamahagabda

meant five musical instruments, which were sounded when the king mounted his

horse to meet invaders. In a story we read that a certain Kaku bribed the men,

[y

IV, pp. 140-143, 680.

Ind, Ant, IV (1874-75) p. 106, note

Ep. Ind, XXX (19556-58) No. 30, pp. 163-181, edited by D.C. Sircar,
p. 109-11, 10-11,
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who then sounded these five musical instruments so loudly that the king's horse

e . . R =2
ran away. The five instruments, which were associated with pailcamahasabda,

were according to the Jaina writer Révakoty—écﬁi'ya and the Liﬁgéyata

Vivekacintamani: $rhga (horn), tammata (haliage), sankha (conch), bherl

(kettledrum) and jayaghanta (bell and cymbal or gong)l. Whatever may have been

the exact connotation of the title, it is certain that pa’iicamahééabda was conferred

only on powerful and influential feudatory chiefs. It has to be noted that the Eastern
Ganga dynasty is said to have received instruments such as the E"M (conch) and
bheri (drum) by the blessing of Gokarnaévamin, The conch and the drum appear

on the seals of the charters of Vajrahasta I and Rajarﬁja I, which presumably
indicates their feudatory status. However, as only two of the five instruments

are present on their seals, this does not seem to supply a completely satisfactory
explanation. As stated earlier, the Eastern Gahga inscriptions ascribe the Sankha
as a gift from Lord Gokarpasvﬁnﬁn to the founder of the dynasty. The explanation
in terms of titles referring to offices does not suit the case of Eastern Ganga kings.
Also, the inscriptions of Vajrahasta ITI and Rajaraja I do not reveal the name of

any overlord, who could have conferred on them the privilege of using pé“ncamahﬁé'abda.

According to their own inscriptions the early Eastern Ganga kings were

established at Trikalinga at the end of the fifth century A.D. During the next century

lind., Ant. XTT (1882-83) pp. 95-96.




the Eastern Gaflgas established their control over Kalinganagara at the expense of
Vignukundin dynasty. But in the seventh century their position was threatened by
the expansion of the power of their Eastern neighbours, the éailadbhavas of Kongoda
(near the border between the Ganjam and the Puri districts of Orissa), and by the
establishment of the Eastern Calukyas at Pistapura in the South. The authority of
the Eastern Gahgas was also weakened by the rise of collateral branches, such as
that of the Gahgas of évétaka. This process of disintegration continued until in
course of time the kingdom broke up into five parts. According to H.C. Ray the
growth of the power of the Eastern Ge_xﬁgas was connected with the expansion of
C(—)la influence in the Eastern Ganga kingdoml. I agree with him in this respect.
According to all the charters of Vajrahasta III and Rajarﬁja I it was Vajrahasta II,
who reunited the kingdom in about the first half of the tenth century. His success
may have been due to the help he may have received from the Calas. Vajrahasta II,
whose reign can be calculated on the basis of inscriptions of Vajrahasta ITI and
R-é,jar-é,ja I from circa 981-1016 A.D., seems to have considerably strengthened
the dynasty. He was a contemporary of the great Cola monarch Rajaraja I
(985~1016 A.D.), who claims to have conquered V—eflg'-i, the kingdom of the Eastern
Cal_.ukyas, and Kalir'lgaz. His son Rajendra I (1016-1043) also claims victory over
the Eastern Célukya king and is supposed to have set up pillars on the mount

Mahendra in Kalifiga. 3 Whether, however, this achievement of Rajendra I should

1D. H.N.IL I, p. 450.
ZS. I,I, I Nos. 40 and 66.
3A.R. S.L.E, (1896) Nos. 396 and 397,




be attributed to his own reign or to that of his father, when Rajendra I may have
led the expedition against Vér'lg'i_ and Kalinga as the commander of his father's
forces is difficult to decide in the present state of our knowledge. It is, however,
interesting to note that in the description of the expeditions led by the commanders
of Raj-éndra I about 1025 A.D, in countries as far east as South-East Bengal,
mention is made of his victories over Odra (the Puri-Cuttack region) and Kosala
(the Sambalpur area along with certain western tracts), both then under the
Somavaméi kings of YayEﬁnagaral. There is no mention of any conflict with a
king of Kalihga, This fact, coupled with the earlier claims by Rajendra I to have
set up pillars of victory on the Mahendra mountain in Kalihga, seems to indicate
that at the beginning of the eleventh century the kings of the Eastern Ganga dynasty
were regarded by the Colas as their subordinate allies. The real founder of the
greatness of the Eastern Gahgas was Anantavarman Vajrahasta I, grandson of
Vajrahasta II and grand-father of Anantavarman Cagaga:ﬁga, under whom the
Eastern Ganga kingdom became very powerful. The Chicacole Copper Plate of
Vajrahasta I]I[2 records a grant, made by Vajrahasta III to Ganapati Nayaka, the
village of Valutavur in the Kanci area. Thus we learn from the above-mentioned
inscription that the Eastern Gahgas of Kalifiga had close relations with the Cola

country. The very fact that son and successor of Vajrahasta IIT was called

1Ep. Ind, IX (1907-08) p. 230,
S. Krishnaswami Aiyangar, Ancient India, p. 104.

25, A H.R.S. VI (1933-85) I and Il pp. 163-194.
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Rz_tjaraja and his grandson Cagiagahga, suggests CB}a influence on the kings of the
Eastern Ganga dynasty during the eleventh century. This would be true if we
regard Cagia as the equivalent of Cola. In this connection it is important to note
that the new praéasti composed by the court poet of Anantavarman Cagiaganga,
which was copied in charters of his successors, reference to the Eastern Ganga

kings' sovereignty being 'resplendent with the pancamahagabda' has been omitted.

Perhaps at the time the court poet of Anantavarman C&_iagaflga composed the new

praéasti, the latter had succeeded in asserting his independence against the CB}as.

According to G. Ramdas, the kingdom of Vajrahasta Il extended from
the river Nagavali to Mount Mahendral. In addition to this area, Vajrahasta IIT
would have acquired the area known as Trikalinga. This follows from the use of

the epithet of Trikaliflga—dhipaﬁ by Vajrahasta IO and Rajaraja I in all their charters.

The Cedi king I{an}adéva, according to his Benares Plates dated

10422, also had the epithet of Trikalihgadhipati. Gahgeyadeva, the father of Karpa,

is said to have held in check the P51_1g1yas, Muralas, Kalingas, Vangas, Kiras and Hﬁl}as.
This seems to be an empty claim as the presence of Hﬁr}as in this area is very
unlikely and the Pér.lglyas are very far away. It seems, however, quite likely that

some of the above-mentioned kingdoms may have tried to encroach upon the Cedi

Ly s, xav (1924) No. 4, pp. 261-274,

2The Benares C.P. inscription of Karnadeva edited by F. Kielhorn,
Ep. Ind. II, (1894) No. 23, pp. 297-810,




kingdom during the reign of Karna's father Gaflgéyadéva. According to G. Ramdas,
Karna's ambitions were foiled by Kirtivarman Candella from one side and by
Somegévara Calukya on the other side, Vajrahasta III, taking advantage of Karpa,
must have defeated him and regained Trikalinga. This must be the reason for the

appearance of the title of Trikalihgadhipati in charters of Vajrahasta III and

Rajaraja I and its absence in the inscriptions of their immediate predecessors.

Vajrahasta III is described as having extended the kingdom of Kalinga
in all directions, which seems to be an exaggerated way of saying that he acquired
territory on either one or more than one side. If one considers the situation and
condition of his kingdom, it was possible for Vajrahasta I to extend his kingdom
only towards the north-west, for the Svetala country had already been subdued by
the Eastern Gahgas of Kalihganagara. To the north of this Svetaka lay Utkala,
where the Eastern Gahgas had no power till the time of Anantavarman Codaganga,
who is described in the charters of his successors as having replaced the fallen

lord of Utka}a.

The precise location of Trikalihga has given rise to different views.
To the north-west of Svetaka lies a hilly region, comprising Kalahandi, the
Sambalpur district of Orissa and the Gumsoor Maliahs of the Ganjam district.
This is the arga which, according to G. Ramdas, separated the dominions of

Cedis from those of the Eastern Gahgas and for the possession of which
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Vajrahasta [0 and Karna went to war, G. Ramdasl, therefore identifies Trikalinga
with modern Kalahandi, the Sambalpur district of Orissa and Gumsoor Maliah of
the Ganjam district, more precisely the area from the upper course of Mahanadi

to near the source of the Languliya river. According to R.C. Ma;iumrldau'2 the
boundaries of the area as suggested by G. Ramdas should be extended further
south. R. Subba Rao's contention3 that Trikalinga extended from the Ganges in

the Noxrth to the Godavari in the South is unacceptable because the first Eastern
Ganga monarch, whose dominions extended over an area situated between Ganges
in the North and Godavari in the South was Anantavarman Cagiag‘ailga. Vajrahasta
IIT can not be described as having reigned over a kingdom between Ganges and
Godavari, because the Kes{ari dynasty was ruling over Utkala during the reign of
Vajrahasta III. As stated earlier, it was Anantavarman CBgiagaﬂga, "'who replaced
the fallen lord of Utkala'. The identification of Trikalifiga by G. Ramdas seems to

be correct.

According to all the charters of Vajrahasta IIl his mother's name was
Vinayamahadevi of the Vaidumba family. In the inscriptions of Vajrahasta's son
Rajaraja 14‘, however, the name of the latter's mother is given as Anailgamahadévi.

A number of queens of Vajrahasta III are known from inscriptions. A stone

JJAH,R.S., I (1926-27) pp. 16-23.
Ep. Ind. XXTI (1935-36) No. 11 pp. 67-73, edited by R.C. Majumdar.
JAH.R.S. VI (1931-33) p. 203.

The Galavalli C.P. of Rajaraja I, edited by D,C. Sircar
Ep. Ind, XXI (1956-60) No, 24 pp. 187-196.
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inscription in the Madhukedvara temple dated 1068 A.D. 1 reveals that

Vij ayamahade_vi_, who was a daughter of Hailhaya king, was married to Vajrahasta
III. Another inscription in the same temple records the gift of a perpetual lamp
by P.rthv:imahadev'i, the chief queen of Vajrahasta I]Iz. Probably the chief queen
P;'thv.i_mahadev{ had no son; therefore the son of Anahgamahadevi, Rajaraja I,
succeeded Vajrahasta III as king of Kalihga. No inscription mentions a brother

of Rajaraja I. Therefore, it can be presumed that Rajaraja I was the only son

of Vajrahasta IIT by one of the chief queens. The Nadgam Copper Plate of
Vajrahasta III of 105’?’3 reveals that he had a son-in-law, hamed Pangu Somayya,
who was also a commander in his army. We also learn from the above-mentioned
charter that érika:g’ga Nayaka was the father of Pafigu Somayya. As the title of
_lg_g.lgl__{_q was held only by military officers at this time, it seems quite likely

that ér—ikaz_l’l_;a nayaka was also serving Vajrahasta ITI as an officer in the latter's
army. The Chicacole Copper Plate of Vajrahasta III4 records a grant made by
Vajrahasta III to Adityacoda, the grandson of Chottachodapa and his Vaidumba
queen. The donee could have been a close relative of Vajrahasta III as the mother
of Vajrahasta III was a Vaidumba princess. Another inscription of the reign of

Vajrahasta IIT, dated 10585, refers to a donation by Rekama, who is described

1S. II. V No. 1120 p. 412, A,R, No. 248 of 1896.

2'S. II, V. No. 1122 p, 412,

SEE. Ind., IV (1896-97) No. 24 pp. 183-93, Edited by G.V. Ramamurti.

4
JJA.H,R.S. VIII (1933-35) 1I and III, pp. 163-194, Edited by C. Narayana Rao

and R. Subba Rao.
°s.L1 V, No. 1123 p. 412.




as the wife of Kapayanayaka. Presumably Kapayanéyaka also was a commander
in the army of Vajrahasta III. Another inscription of the time of this king records
the gift of a perpetual lamp by Gundama N&yakil, the wife of Madhuriya, who is
also described as a commander in the king's army. This inscription is dated in
the thirty-ninth ahka or thirty-third actual regnal year, which corresponds to
1070 A.D. Another inscription of Vajrahasta I, dated in his thirty-fifth ahka

or thirtieth regnal yearz, i.e. 1068 A.D,, records a gift to Madhukedvara by an
inhabitant living on the banks of the river Godavari. We learn from the charters
of Rijaréja I that Vajrahasta III reigned for 33 years. Therefore, as his
consecration took place on 9th April 1038 A.D., hisreign must have come to

an end in 1070, This is confirmed by the fact that no ingcriptions belonging to
his reign are found after 1070, Also, according to the charters of Rﬁjaréja I,
his consecration as king took place in éa;ka 992, Jyé.f,:i.:ha Sudi 8, Thursday

Uttaraphalgunf naksatra, Sirmha lagna. The details correspond to Thursday,

May 20, 1070 A,D, Itis stated in the charters of Anantavarman Cagiagaflga and

his successors that this king would have defeated the Cc—J}as and married Raj asundari,
a daughter of the defeated Cola king3. According to the charters of Anantavarman
Codagahga, the name of the defeated Cola king was Raj endrac-c')l[a4. According

to M. Chakravarﬁs, R_ajaraja I married Vira Rij:andra's daughter.

lihid, No. 1121 p. 412.
23.1.I. V, No. , 1133 p. 415,

S The Vizagapatam C.P. of Anantavarman Codaganga, edited by Fleet.
Ind, Ant. (1888-89) No. 179 pp. 165-72.
45 A.ILR.S. VIO (1933-35) p. 166.

®J.A.S. B, LXXII (1903) p. 108.
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R.D, Banerjil, however, followed Kielhorn in identifying the Cala king, whose
daughter was Rajasundari, with Rajendra CB!a II, alias Kulottuhga CB!a 1.
Nilakanta Sastri and N, Venkataramanayya have taken the same viewz. According
to charters of Anantavarman Cogagahga 'Rajaraja Devendravarman I first became
the husband of the goddess of victory in a battle with the Dramilas and then wedded
Rajasundari, the daughter of the 0-6!3. king, and when Vijayaditya, begimming to
grow old, left (the country of) Vehgi as if he were a sun leaving the sky, and was
about to sink in the great ocean of the Cagas, he, the refuge of the distressed,
caused him to enjoy prosperity for a long time in the Western horizon'S. n my

opinion the word Codas has been used for the Colas in this inscription,

In order to cement the alliance between Vikram&ditya, the younger
brother of Somesvara II, and himself, Vira Rajendra married one of his daughters
to him. Raj araja 1 of Kalihga, who was another ally of Vikramaditya, received
another daughter of Vira Réjéndra in marriage, whose name was Rajasundari,
K.R. Subramanyam has taken the View4 that Vira Rajendra married his daughter
R-éjasundar_i to the Eastern Ganga king R-éj aréja I after his expedition to Vén'gi_,
which he undertook before his fourth regnal year. An inscription of Vira Rajendra

of 1063 A. D. ° at Tiruvewgkagu mentions the Cola victory in Verigi, Another

History of Orissa, I, p. 247.

G. Yazdani (ed.), Early History of the Deccan. II. (1960) p. 496.
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J.A.H.R.S. I (1926-27) pp. 197-202.
A.R.S.L E. (1896), No. 193,

o




inscription of Vira Rgtjéndra's 1065 A.D. at Karuvﬁrl mentions his victory over
the army sent to Vengi by Vikramaditya. It has been suggested by K.R. Subramanyam
that the reason why the CBla army had been defeated by the Western Calukyas, when
V—eflgf was attacked for the first time, was probably the existence of an alliance
between the Western Calukyas, the Eastern Galigas and Vijayaditya VII of Vehgi.
As a diplomatic move, Vira R;Ljéndra, according to K. R. Subramanyam, married
Rajasundari to Rajarajal, after conquering Kalihiga in his second expedition,
before his fourth regnal year. His motive was to isolate the Eastern Ggﬁga kings
from the Western Cﬁl:ukyas and Vijayaditya VII. As stated earlier, R_aj araja I's
inauguration took place in May 1070. So if we accept the suggestion put forward

by K.R. Subramanyam that the Cala ling Vira Rajendra (1063-1069 A, D, ) in his
second expedition to V—éflg{ and before his fourth regnal year married Rajasundari-
to Rﬁj araja 1 of the Eastern Ganga dynasty, then we must also accept the fact

that Rajarajal married Rg,j asundari before he was inaugurated as the Eastern
Ganga king. The reason for R—éLj arafja I going to war against the CB}aS seems to

be two-sided: the ostensible reason may have been that Rajaraja I (of the Eastern
Ganga dynasty) wanted to help Vijayaditya VII of the Eastern Cﬁ;lukya dynasty

to retain his throne. But the real reason probably was that Rajaraja I wanted

to assert his independence from the Ct—)}as. Rajaraja I is described in the
chartersz of his successors as having offered help to Vij ayaditya VII at the

end of his life, The charters state that "when Vijay&ditya, beginning to grow old,

L _
A.R.S.I.E. (1890) No. 58.

2 -
The Vizagapatam C.P. of Anantavarman Codaganga edited by Fleet.
md. Ant. XVIII (1888-89) No. 179 pp. 165-72, lines 86-89,
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left the country of Vehgi, as if he were the sun leaving the sky and was about to
sink in the great ocean of the Codas Raj ara,ja of Kalifganagara caused him to enjoy
prosperity for a long time in the Western Region", that is Véﬁg{ , which was
sitnated to the south-west of Kalihga., This event must have taken place before
1075/76 A.D. because the ]jirghé.si inscription of Vanapatil, which is dated
1075/76 A.D., mentions the fact that Banapati or Vanapati, who appears to have
been the commander in chief of Rajaraja's forces, defeated the Caglas. It appears
that another war between the Eastern Ganga forces and the Calas took place. The
reason for this war may have been the wish of the CB}a emperor Kulottunga I to
remove his uncle Vijayaditya from the throne of Vehgi and to become king of
V_e-l'lg‘-i- as well as of the Ca}a kingdom. It appears that because of mediation by
Réj araja I between Kulottunga I and Vijayaditya VII the latter was allowed to
continue as king of Vengi. As the only son of Vijayaditya VII was already dead,

Kulottuhga T was in a position to be generous to his paternal uncle.

However, Vanapati claims in the same inscription that he defeated
the king of Vehgi several times. He also claims to have acquired all the wealth
of the king of V-él’lg;:. In the present state of our knowledge it is not possible to
understand why Réjare_lja I allowed Vanapaﬁ to invade Vc—aﬁg‘i_ several times. This
appears strange as it was Rajaraja I, who was responsible for the continuance of

Vijayaditya VII as the king of Vengi.

lEp. Ind., IV (1896-97) No. 45 pp. 314-18. Edited by G.V. Ramamurti.
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It has been suggested by Nilakanta Sastri and N, Venkataramanayyal
that Rajaraj a I was married to the daughter of Kulottuhga CB}a I. According to
this theory, after Vira Rajendra had bestowed Véﬁgi— on Vij ayaditya, his nephew
Réj_éndra attempted to conquer the throne of the country for himself. This led to
Vijayaditya's flight from V_er'lgi_ to the court of the Eastern Gghgas. Ag soon as
Rétjéndra had left Véflgf in order to claim the 0513, throne, R-éjaraja I invaded
V—éﬁg{ to restore Vijayaditya VII on the Véﬁg{ throne and make an end to C(_)%a
supremacy. As Kulottunga I was then busy in counteracting the designs of the
Western Calukyas, he could not send any reinforcements. The Ca%a, army suffered

a defeat, though not a serious one,

According to Nilakanta Sastri and N, Venkatarmanyya, Kulottuhga I
subsequently married his daughter R;j asundari to the Eastern Gahga king
Rajaraja I. The motive behind this action of Kulottunga I was to convert the
Eastern Ganga king Raj araja I into a valuable ally of the 06! as. In my view the
identification of the father of Raj asundari with Kulottunga. Ct—)@a I is not correct.
There are several inscriptions of Kulottunga 12, which describe two invasions of
Kalinga with the purpose of subduing a revolt. The date of the first invasion is

not known, but according to Nilakanta Sastris, the second invasion by Kulottunga I

1G. Yazdani (ed.), Early History of the Deccan, II, 1960, p. 495.
2A.R.S.I.E. (1892) No, 44,
3 he Colas, II, pt. I, p. 35.




took place in 1110 A.D. It appears unlikely that if Anantavarman C(_)(_:laganga

was the grandson of Kulottunga I, the latter should have gone twice to war with

him. On the other hand, it we accept the argument that Anantavarman C&:;laganga
was a grandson of Vira Rﬁj endra I, the relationship between Anantavarman
CBglagailga and Kulottunga I becomes a more distant ong so that the possibility

of war between the C(_:qas and the Eastern Gangas would by no means be excluded.

It seems therefore more likely that Rﬁjasundarf was a daughter of Vira R;jéndra.

It is distinctly mentioned in the records of Anantavarman C&jlagangal that Rajarija I
married Rajasundarf , who was a daughter of Raj endracala. Rajendra was the

Eastern Calukya name of Kulottuhga I. But the inscriptions distinctly refer to

Rajendracslasya tanaya Rﬁjasundarf. There is no mention of any Eastern Calukya
epithets, which would be necessary to prove the identification of Raj endra Cala
with Kulottuhga I of the Eastern Calukya and Cala dynasty. Therefore we must

accept the identification of Rajasundari's father with Vira Raj endra.

In the Dirghasi inscripiionz, Vanapati, the brahmana general of
Réjarafja I, declares that he defeated in war the kings of the Vt—al'lgf country,
Kimigii, Koéala, the Gigirisingi and the Odda country. Vanapati's exploits with
the affairs of the Véﬁg{ country have already been dealt with. Kosala corresponds

to the upper valley of the river Mahanadi and its tributaries. Odda signifies

1The Korni C.P. of Anantavarman Caglagaflga dated 1081 A.D. Edited by G.V. Sitapati. :
J.AH.R.S. I (1926-27) pp. 106-120.

zEp. Ind, IV (1896-97) No. 45, pp. 314-318, Edited by G.V. Ramamurti.
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Utkala or modern Orissa. Kimidi is located in the Ganjam district. Gidrisingi
cannot, however, be identified. It seems that as a result of the victory achieved

by Vanapati over the above mentioned kings no territory was ceded to the Eastern

Gangas. Therefore, we must conclude that these invasions were of the nature of

the mere raids.

According to the charters of Anantavarman Codaganga, Rajaraja I
reigned for eight years. As the inauguration of Rg.jaréja I took place in May

1070 A.D., he must have reigned till 1078 A.D.
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CHAPTER IV

ANANTAVARMAN Cé]_)AGANGA (c. 1078-1147 A, D.)

According to the Vizagapatam Copper Plate of Anantavarman Cagiagailga
dated 1081 A.D. ! the consecration of Anantavarman Cadagal'lga took place in éaka
999, while the Sun was standing in the Kumbha i.e. in the solar month Phalguna,

in the bright fortnight on Saturday joined with the third tithi under the Revati Nakgatra

and during the rise of the sign of Mithuna. This according to Fleet regularly

corresponds to the 17th February 1078 A.D.

However, it seems certain that his consecration took place at an
earlier date. There are a large number of his inscriptions according to which his
first regnal year would fall in 1075 A,D, There is another group of inscriptions
belonging to Anantavarman CBgiagaﬁga, according to which his first regnal year
would fall in 1076 A.D. Besides these two groups of inscriptions there is one
inscription of Anantavarman CBEiagal'lga, according to which his first regnal year
would fall in 1074 A.D., As 1074 A.D. appears in only one of his inscriptions as

his first regnal year, it can be considered a mistake by the scribe. Again, as

1The} Vizagapatam C.P. of Anantavarman Cac}agailga of 1081 A.D.
Ind. Ant. XVIII (1888-89) No. 178, pp. 161-165.
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1077 A.D. is suggested by only three inscriptions out of more than two hundred
discovered so far, we can not accept the former as genuine evidence. Probably
the scribes of these three inscriptions made a mistake while inscribing the regnal
year. The actual accession of Anantavarman Caglaga:hga must have taken place
either in 1075 or in 1076 A.D. The difference of one year may be due to the fact
that in some of the inscriptions the current _éaka, era was used, while expired
years were used in others. According to an insxc.‘n'iption1 Rajaréja 1 was alive

in 1075 A.D. M. Chakravarty2 has taken the view that, as the inauguration as
king of Anantavarman Cagagahga took place in 1078 A,D,, he is more likely to
have started his reign in 1077 A, D, than in 1076 A,D., as a king would prefer the

earliest possible occasion for his coronation.

However, there are some examples of delay in the coronation of
a king after his accession to power, e.g. Aéaka, Harga etc, M. Chakravarty
has dismissed 1075 A.D. as the first regnal year of Anantavarman Caglaga:hga
on the ground of the existence of an inscription of Rajaraja I, dated in the same
year. It seems that the Eastern Ganga kings of Kalinga followed the pfactice of

the Cglas in having a co~ruler during the last years of the reign of a king, After

1The ﬁfghasi inscription of Vanapati, edited by G.V. Ramamurti,
Ep. Ind. IV (1896-97), No. 45, pp. 314-318, v. 7,

27,A.8.B, IXI (1903), p. 108.




the death of the king, the co-ruler became the sole king. Thus it seems that
Anantavarman C(—)giagailga was a co-ruler with his father Réjaraja I between

1075 or 1076 and 1078 A.D., when he became the sole king.

According to the charters of Anahgabhima III1 and his successors,
the consecration of Kamﬁrpava VII, the son and successor of Anantavarman
Codaganga, took place in 1147 A.D. Inscriptions of Kamarnava VII,2 describing
1148 A.D. (éaka 1070) as the king's third regnal year, have been found. In my
opinion the regnal years are _a_f_ﬂc_g years in these inscriptions. The inscriptions
of Ks?tmg.m}ava VII indicate that 1147 A.D. was his first regnal year. A Mukhalingam
inscripﬁon3 equates Saka 1069 (1147 A.D.) with Anantavarman Cagiagahga's
seventy-second reghal year. The evidence of the charters of his successors,
which assign him seventy years of reign, cannot therefore be accepted. The
discrepancy between the inscriptions of Anantavarman Caglagaﬁga and his
successors is probably due to the fact that the inscriptions of C(;Qagahga count
from his accession to the throne till his death and the inscriptions of his successors

count from his consecration to the time when he died.

1The Nagari C.P. of Anahgabhima ITI edited by D. C. Sircar,
Ep. Ind. XXVIII (1952-58) No, 40, pp. 235-258,

2A.R.S.L.E. (1896) No. 178.
%A.R.S.IE. (1896) No. 388.
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The names of the following queens of Anantavarman Cagagaflga
are known:-
- -=1 -2 - - - -
Rajuladevi , Padmaladevi , Pattamahadevi Jayamogonda Cogiiam3 (who is also
. " === & - -4 - = -5 PO s
described as Kalingamahadevi), Sriyadevi , Lilavatidevi , Prthvimahadevi ,
Dennavamahadevi, mother of A’gt_he_\sadévar?, Kalyépadév—is, Cagiamahg.dév{g,

Kastﬁﬁkémodini"lo, Indiran, and Chandralekha 2,

Anantavarman Cagiagahga had several sons, four of whom succeeded
him on the throne, one after the other. Their names are:- Kamarnava VI,
Raghava, Rajaraja I and Ahargabhima II. Two of his sons, who did not become

king, were Umavallabha and Attahasadeva.

Anantavarman CB(_iagaixga used several other names, viz. Ca}ukya
Gafga, Vikrama GahgeSvara, Vira Rajendra Codagahga and GahgeSvaradevabhupa.
From his stone inscriptions we learn that he had a brother named Ulayiganda
Perméc’jidé-vala, married with a certain Pallavamahadevi. Their son was

Peddajiyyani CBgiagaﬁga. Ulayiganda Permagidéva and his son Cagagahga

-t

A.R.S.LE. (1893) No. 316,
A.R.S.LE. (1893) No.S317.
S.LI IV, No. 1194 p. 411,
id |, No. 1195 p. 412,
A.R.S.LE. (1893) No. 314,
A.R.S.IE, (1896) No. 211,

'S.LL IV, No. 1199,

S.LI IV, No. 1198,

S.LL IV, No. 1152,

OEp. Ind, XXVII (1952-58) No. 40, pp. 235-58, v. 33.
1 bid, V. 44-45.,

®Ibid, V. 5.

3A.R.S.LE. (1926-27) No. 649.
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held the rank of mahamal.n_ialika. Another ingcription dated 1134 A, D., corresponding

to the 60th regnal year of Anantavarman Cagiagaﬁga1 reveals that Mahkama Mahadevi
was the wife of Ulagiyaganda Permaglidéva, the younger brother of Anantavarman
Caglagaflga. One of the inscriptions, found in the Ni_laka{l’géévara temple at
Narsjya:l}apuram in the Vizagapatam district, dated in his 37th regnal year, records

a gift made by Perm;_ujiz. Two other inscriptionss, found in the same temple,

dated 1131 and 1132 A.D., record similar gifts of perpetual lamps in favour of

God N—iléévara, i.e. modern Nilaka:g’geévara or Siva temple, by Caglagaﬁgédeva's

younger brother, named Ulayigonda Perm'égli.

The Vizagapatam Copper Piate of Anantavarman Cagiagaﬁga, dated
1135/36 A.D., indicates that Oagagahga, who was a son of Permagiiraja and his
‘wife Mafkama Devi, received as a gift the localities called Sumuda and Tittlingi
in the Sammaga Vi_saya4. An inscription of Pramﬁgli, dated 1142 A. D, 5, records
the gift of a perpetual lamp by Rajan Pramﬁgii, who is described as the younger
brother (anuja) of Anantavarman CBgIagaflga. D. C. Sircar rightly identified
Pramat_ii of this inscription with Permé@iréjaof the Vizagapatam Copper Plate,

dated 1135 A, D.

s

S.1.I. V, No. 1019, p. 388.

Tbid., X, No. 656, p. 353.

Tbid., X, No. 674, p. 359 and 679, p. 360.

Ind. Ant. XVIII (1888-89), No. 180, pp. 172-176. Edited by Fleet.
Ep. Ind. XXX (1955-58) No. 18 pp. 90-94. Edited by D.C. Sircar.
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Two of the Néraya:papuram inscriptions in the Nﬁilakar.l’geé'vara temple
dated 11291 and 1139 A.D. 2 record gifts of perpetual lamps by Rﬁj endracagladéva,
the son of Pedda Perm;giiréja. If this Permégliraja is identical with Pramégii of
BhuWhneshwar inscription dated 1142 A.D., then Rajendracagla of the two above
mentioned inscriptions may be re%arded as a brother or half-brother of Cagiagahga.
R. Subba Rao3 has taken the view that R—ajendracé'cja and Cagagaflga were identical

persons. I do not agree with his view.

A Narayal}apuram inscription of 1117 A.D. described Vira Permgu_ii,
however, as a son of Ayt'éiya4. Another inscription of the same place, dated
1118 A.D., records a gift by Surama, who is described as the wife of Permégiira_jaﬁ.
It is difficult to decide whether Permadi of the above mentioned records is the same
person as that who claimed to have been the younger brother of Anantavarman
Cc_)glagahga. This is because the Palaxhg‘ara6 C.P. of Anantavarman Caglagaﬁga,
dated 1118 A. D., described Permadi as the son of Vajjedeva and his wife
Alapirgmdar, the grandson of Caliyar and his wife ériyadé-vi—, who were residents
of Uratturu in Rattamandala, Another important detail mentioned in this

inscription is the use by Anantavarman Caglagahga of the term priya-bandhava,

with reference to the donee Permﬁgli. This indicates that Permagii may not be a

)

8.1.1. X, No. 672 p. 358.

Ibid, No. 692 p. 365,

J.A H.R.S, VII (1931-33) p. 126,
S8.1.I. X No. 658 p. 354,

S.1.I. X No. 659, p. 354,

A.R.S.I.E, (1936) pp. 61-63.
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co-uterine younger brother of Anantavarman CBgIagaflg‘a, as it has been suggested
by R. Subba Rao. The word anuja does not necessarily mean a co-uterine younger
brother. C.R. Krishmamacharlu's suggestion that Permadi was a younger cousin
of Anantavarman CBglagaflga has been accepted by D. C. Sircar. According to this
suggestion, Permégli or Pramagﬁ was a younger cousin of Anantavarman Cagiagailga
on his mother's side. As his mother was Réjasundaﬁ, a Cc_)!a princess, this
suggestion seems reasonable. The reason for linking Permigii with the CB}as,

as suggested by Krishnamacharlu, may be because the name of the donee in
Palaingara grant is given as Ulagiya-gongda-Perumal. Permat'ii and Pramadi

are contractions of the Tamil compound expression Perumg:pagii, the first
compound is Peruman, Peruman may be another form of the word Perumal.

Ulagiyagonda and its other variations are similarly derived from Tamil magtﬂd;opga.

There was strong Tamil cultural influence in the Eastern Ganga
Kingdom during the reign of Anantavarman Catj[agailga. The main reason for this
influence may have been the marriage of R;jasundar_i, the Cala princess, with
Rajaraja I, the father of Anantavarman C(—)(‘iagahga. Many Tamil names and
epithets among the officers of the Eastern Ganga Kingdom have been found in the
temples at Mukhalingam. Tamil names are also common among the donors of
perpetual lamps at the same place. The surname of one donor, for example,

is Rayaraya Vil‘uppar'éyal. Some other Tamil names are Gaﬁga—vgpppargyaz,

1S.LL V, No. 1023, p. 389.

—————

ZI]c»id, No. 1029, p. 390.
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Colandi's daughter Pemm::u'l(.iil, Gahgamarttanda-~ Brahmamarayaz, Chuttat_t]ig,
Pratapagahga Velandt((Tamil Velan)® Odayandi-Nayaka Komarandi Niyaka®, The
official title Purva}'_i., met in Tamil inscriptions frequently appears in the Eastern
Ganga inscriptions of this periode. However close the cultural links between the
Eastern Gangas and the CB}as may have been under the reign of Anantavarman
CBgIagaﬁga, their political relations were marred by several wars. These were
mainly due to two causes: Firstly Anantavarman Cagagaﬁga wanted to annex
Southern Kalihga territory, which comprised the area between the river Godavari
and Mahendra mountain, i.e. the modern Vizagapatam district and part of Ganjam
district. The inscriptions of Kulottunga I mention two Cal.a invasions of Kalinga.

J ayan‘gop(_:lan, the poet of the Kalihgattuparani, a war poem, has described in

detail the conquést of the Kalihga country by Karup?akara—Topgiaiman, who was
the commander of the invading Cola forces. Nilakanta Sastri has suggested that
this poem described the second CBTga invasion of Kalihga, which took place in

about 1110 A.D.

The date of the first CB],a invasion of Kalinga is given in Kulottunga's

inscription as his 26th regnal y’ear'7 i.e., 1096 A.D. In an ingcription of

1s.L1 v, No. 1039, p. 393.

zIbid, No. 1040, p. 393.

31bid, No. 1053, p. 396.

“1bid, No. 1054, p. 396.

SIhid, No. 1074, p. 401,

GIbid, Nos. 1034, 1040, 1058, 1068, 1081,
7

LR.S.1I. E, 304 of 1908 also 483 of 1912,




Vikramacc_)}a, issued after his accession to the throne, there occurs a brief
description of his vice-royalty in Vehgi. This inscription makes it clear that
Vikramacala took part in the first invasion of Kalihga. According to an inscripﬁonl,
"while yet a child, (he) bore the cruel weapons (of war), so that at Kulam the
Telinga Vimana ascended the mountains as refuge, and so that he thus stayed

joyfully in the Vc—aﬁgai-Ma:glgialam and was pleased to subdue the northern region'.

The reference to the conquest of northern region is important, The
region north of Vengi indicates South Kalihga, comprising modern Vizagapatam
district and parts of Ganjam district. According to Nilakanta Sastri, this
invasion may have been undertaken with the purpose of subduing the subordinate
kings, who were reigning in Southern Kalinga as Cala feudatories, and, therefore,

may have no connection with the Kingdom of Kalinga.

However, according to Venkayya, the way Vikrama C'a]:a's invasion
is described may mean that he succeeded in repelling an Eastern Ganga invasion
of Vergi. On the basis of an inscription of Parantaka Pa,l}giyaz, who was a vasgal
of the CB]:as and helped Vikrama CB}a in this war, Venkayya has claimed that the

Eastern Ganga army reached as far as modern Ellore, where it was defeated.

S,I.I. IO, p. 184,

0, ALS.L, p. 22, 1. 8.
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The above mentioned inscription of Parantaka PEI_lglya as well as the inscriptions
of Vikrama CE}a state that the Chief of Kolanu (modern Ellore) was defeated and
captured. These inscriptions clearly indicate that the chief of Kolanu was in
league with the Eastern Gahga emperor Anantavarman C&Qagaﬁga. It is difficult
to say whether the fighting in this Kalihga war took place on only one or on two
fronts. According to Nilakanta Sastri, the Cala forces had to fight on two fronts

simultaneously, i.e. in Southern Kalinga as well as in Kolanu.

According to Venkayyal, the fighting took place on only one front.
viz. near modern Ellore. A Tamil inscription of Kulottunga I dated 1098/99 A. D,

makes it clear that the CB}as suppressed the revolt.

The second invasion of Kalihga, according to Nilakanta Sastri, took
place in 1110 A.D. According to him, this is the invasion described in the

Kalihgattuparani, Inscriptions of Kulottuhga 12 say that the Cola Army, after

devastating vast areas, succeeded in subduing the seven Kalihgas. The

Kalingattuparapi describes the conquest of Kalihga in a slightly different manner.

According to this text, once Kulottunga arranged a durbaxr and ordered all his
feudatory kings to assemble and to pay him the annual tribute personally. All

the subjects king came, except the king of Kalinga. The C—ol.a emperor,

1A R.S.ILE. (1905) I, p. 52-53.
25,11, IV, No. 445, pp. 135-137.
A, R S I.E, No. 44 of 1891,




enraged by the absence of this king, ordered that an expedition should be sent against
Kalinga; the king should be brought to the CBla capital as a prisoner. He appointed
Kam;lakara Topglaimgn commander of the expeditionary forces. The invading army
reached Kalihga after crossing the Palar, Ponmukhari, Mannaru, Krishna,
Godavari, Pampa and Gotami rivers. The forces succeeded in defeating the

Kalihga army completely and Anantavarman Caglagaflga had to seek safety in

flight to avoid being captured by the Cala army. The CS}a forces, after an
unsuccessiul search for Anantavarman Cat_iagaﬁga, returned with much booty.

Thus, if we can believe the Kali:ﬁgatmparlgi, the cause of the second Kalinga war

was the rebellion of Anantavarman Cat_iagar'lga, whom the Cola emperor Kulottwiga I
regarded as a feudatory. Nilakanta Sastri, however, does not consider the reasons,

advanced in Kalihgattuparani, completely satisfactory. In his opinion it is not

possible that throughout the long and prosperous reign of Anantavarman Cagiagal'lga
Kaliiga was a vassal state of the C—o_las. It may therefore be suggested that the

real cause of the war may have been the desire by Kulottuhga I to assert his control
over Kalinga, which, under Anantavarman Cagiagax'lga, was trying to become
independent. An inscriptionlin the reign of (Kulottunga I) Visnuvardhana, which

was discovered in the Drak.sarﬁma temple and is dated 1081 A.D, by K.A. Nilakanta

Sastri records a gift by the wife of a Pradhani of Trikaliﬁgadhipati Réjarajadéva.

As Trikalihgadhipati Rajarajadeva could only be Rajaraja I of the Eastern Gahga

dynasty, who was the father and predecessor of Anantavarman Caglaga:t'lga on the

1A R.S.ILE. (1894) No. 181.

It gives 1080 as the date of inscription,
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Eastern Gahga throne, it follows that Kalifga was a feudatory state of the Cola empire
at least for some time during the life of Rajaraja I. Probably both the first and
the second Kalihga war have been caused by a desire of Anantavarman Coglagahga
to assert his independence against the Cc—ﬁ,as. An undated inscription1 found in the
Drakgarama temple tells us that KSnappta, a feudatory of Rajendracogda beat the lord

of Trikalinga and was given one thousand villages as a reward. Kagap'éta may have

received his reward for taking part either in the first or in the second Kalinga war.

Neither the first nor the second Kalifga invasion of the Colas had
any permanent effect on Kalinga. These two invasions must be regarded as more
raids. Anantavarman Cadaga:('lga kept his independence and did not give up the hope
of annexing Southern Kalinga, comprising modern Vizagapatam district and parts
of Ganjam district, His Korni Copper Plate dated 1113 A, D, 2 and Vizagapatam
Copper Plate dated 1118/19 A. D. 3 state that he replaced the fallen lord of Utkala

in the Eastern region and then the waning lord of Venhgi in the Western region,

restoring their fortunes. It is difficult to understand the implications of the
statement that Anantavarman Codaganga had replaced the fallen lord of Vehgi

in the Western region and then restored his fortune. According to R. Subba Rao,
this statement indicates that Anantavarman Cadagailga had forced the lord of

Vengi to form a subordinate alliance with him. Here I do not agree with

LS L1 v, No. 1153, p. 393, A.R.S.I.E. (1894) No. 286.

2J.A. H.R.S. I (1926-27) pp. 40-48, editor G.V. Sitapati.
3Ind. Ant, XVIII (1888-89) No. 179 pp. 165-172, Edited by Fleet,
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R. Subba Rao because in the time, to which these two charters belong, Vikramaca%a
was acting as viceroy of the 051a king on the Véﬁgi_ throne., It is difficult fo

believe that Vikramacc_)l.a, who was the son and heir-apparent of the CB}a emperor,
should have accepted the overlordship of Anantavarman Cagagahga. It seems more
likely that the above mentioned quotation with regard to Vehgi from these two
inscriptions is mere boast on the part of Anantavarman Cagagaﬁga. However, he
got the opportunity of annexing a considerable part of Vengi after the death of
Kulottuhga I in 1117 A, D. At that time, the vice-royalty of Vehgi was entrusted

to the Velan—é,i_:i Cala chief Kulottunga Ra.j'é'ndrac:(—)t'ia. The departure of VikramacB}a
from Vér'lg_i resulted in a situation where it was devoid of a ruler as the Pithapuraml
inscription of Mallapadeva tells us., Subseguently Vikram—éditya VI of the Western
Céi!ukya dynasty, taking advantage of the situation, invaded Vehgi and occupied it.
The Western C-é_lukyas remained in occupation of Véflg:i: till about 1132-1133 A.D.
After the death of Vikramﬁditya V1, the CE]_.as managed to re-establish their
suzerainty over the Velan_a.ti Chiefs. Probably taking advantage of the war between
the Colas and the Western Calukas, Anantavarman C&_iaga.ﬁga occupied the part of
Vehgi lying north of Godavari, 1.e. South Kalihga. In 1135 A.D., as his Sreckurmam
inscri];ﬂ:ion2 dated in the same year, indicates, he annexed the whole region to his
empire. Hc;wever, the Velanaifi Cagas, who were ruling in Véﬁg{, did not become

reconciled to the idea of the annexation of South Kalinga to the Eastern Gahga empire.

1Ep. Ind, IV (1896-97), No. 33, pp. 226-242, edited by Hultzsh.
%3 LI V, No. 1335, p. 469.
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This becomes clear from a Velanati Cogla insc:nc‘iption1 which suggests that the

Velana’gi Cat.ias defeated the Eastern Ganga army. This probably refers to a mere

raid as there is no indication of occupation of South Kalihga by the Velanﬁ’gi Cat_:las.

This raid by the Velanai_:i Cagla chief must have been made as an act of reprisal.

The Korni Copper Plate dated 1113 A. D, and the Vizagapatam Copper Plate of
Anantavarman C(;d.lagaflga dated 1118 A, D, state that he "first replaced the fallen

lord of Utkala in the Eastern region and then the Waning lord of Véﬁgﬁ in the Western
region, restoring their fortunes". In such passages East means North-East and West
means South-West. The above quoted passage probably indicates that Anantavarman
CBdagaﬁga forced the king of Utka}a to accept his suzerainty. Probably after defeating
the king of Utkala, Anantavarman Ct—)glagaﬁga replaced him on the throne of Utkala as
his feudatory. However, the charters of successors of Anantavarman C5Qlagaf1ga2
clearly state that as a result of his conquest Anantavarman Cagiagaﬁga obtained d_]zl;a__%ﬁ: ,
i, e, new territory. Thus it seems that for some time after conguering Utka}a,
Anantavarman CS@agaﬁga allowed the king of Utkala to continue as his feudatory, but
finally he annexed the whole kingdom of Utkala to his empire, According to the Madala-~
panji, Anantavarman Codagahga defeated the last king of the Somavam#&i dynasty, named

SuvarnaKe®ari, in 1131 A.D. This chronicle says that Anantavarman Codagahga was

$,1.1I. IV No. 662 p.

2The Nagari C.P. of Anangabhima III edited by D. C. Sircar,
Ep. Ind. XXVIII (1952-58) No. 40 pp. 235-58, v. 26,




instigated by Basudave or Vagudéva Bahampati, who was a Brahmin minister at
court of Suvarna Kegari, It seems that the reason, why this minister sought the
intervention of Anantavarman Codagahga in Utkala affairs was because he had been
dismissed with indignity from the royal presence of Suvarna Kedari, Thus, after
the anmexation of the kingdom of Utka.}a to the Eastern Gahga empire, Anantavarman
Caglagaflga became the master of the region, which now comprised the Puri and

Cuttack areas of present Orissa.

Anantavarman Cagagaﬁga is described in the charters of his successors1
as having built the great Vaisnava temple at Puri, though the Oriya chronicle
Madalapanji states that it was Anahgabhima III, the great-grandson of Anantavarman
CB(_iagailga who built it. The Nagari Copper Plate of Anafgabhima III clearly says
that Anantavarman Codaganga built a temple for Puru§5ttama. The next verse
suggests that the temple was built on the sea-shore. This seems to be conclusive
evidence of the fact that the Purugottama J agannatha temple at Puri was built by
Anantavarman Codagafiga. The reason for the statement in the Madalapanji
ascribing the foundation of the Puri temple to Anahgabhima I, may be that the
latter completed the temple, which was started by his great-grandfather, or he

may have added new buildings to the big temple.

1The Nagari C.P. of Anangabhima III edited by D. C. Sircar,
Ep. Ind., XXVIII (1952-58) No. 40 pp. 235-58, v.27.




We learn from an inscriptionl of the Cedi year 933 (1181/1182 A.D.)
that Ratnadeva II of Ratnapura defeated the Kalinga king Anantavarman Cagiagahga.
The reason for the war between Anantavarman Cagiaga;ﬁga and Ratnadeva II of
Ratnapur, who flourished between 1114 and 1115 A.D., seems to be that the
latter was ordered by his suzerain, the Cedi king, to attack Anantavarman

)
Codagahga. The Cedi kings were known as Trikalihgadhipatis before this epithet

started to be used by the Eastern Gahga king Vajrahasta III, the grandfather of
Anantavarman CEglagafxga. Cunningham has taken the view that Tri-Kalihga
indicates the combination of Dhﬁnyakagaka or Amaravati, Andhra or Warangal
and Kalihga or Rajamundary, three kingdoms existing along the East coast of

India in ancient times. Fleet, unable to justify the epithet of Trikalifgadhipati

for the Somavaméi kings of Cuttack, came to the conclusion that it was a
meaningless epithet2 as he realized the unlikelihood of a kingdom stretching
from the Ganges in the north to the Krishna in the south. This would conflict
with the presence of the Eastern Gahgas of Kalinga, who were supreme in the

region of Mount Mahendra.

R. Subba Rao expressed the view® that Trikalingadhipati means

master of the region between the Ganges in the North and the Godavari in the

A
South. As during the time of the reign of Vajrahasta III Somavamsi kings were

1'I’he Kharod inscription of Ratnadeva III, edited by N, P, Chakravarti,
Ep. Ind. XXI (1933-38) No. 26, pp. 159-165,

ZEp. Ind. T (1894-95) No. 47, p. 327.
3y AJHLR.S. VI (1931-33) p. 203.
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reigning in the Puri region and the Eastern C'élukyas in South Kalihga, comprising
the modern district of Vizagapatam and parts of Ganjam, which is situated north

of the river Godavari, we can not accept this definition of Tﬂkalihgafdlﬁpaﬁ.

G. Ramdas has suggested that Trikalinga is the name of an area to be distinguished
from Kalinga proper. According to him, Trikalihga signifies modern Kalahandi,

Sambalpur district and Gumsoor Maliahs.

I accept this identification. As stated earlier, Vajrahasta III had
conquered Trikalifga from the Cedi king Karpadeva. The charters of Rajaraja I,
son and successor of Vajrahasta III, also use the epithet of Trikalihgadhipati for

him, The Vizagapatam Copper Plate dated 1081 A.D., 1 , the Korni Copper Plate

2
dated 1081 A.D. , the Murupaka Copper Plate dated 1083 A, D. 3, the Chicacole
Copper Plate dated 1084 A.D. 4 and the Vizagapatam Copper Plate dated 1135/36
A.D.® all describe Anantavarman Codagahga as Trikalihgadhipati. However, it

is significant to note that he is not called Trikalihgadhipati in his Korni Copper

Plate dated 1113 A. D. © nor in his Vizagapatam Copper Plate dated 1118/19 A.D. 7

=

Ind, Ant, XVIII (1888-89) No. 178, pp. 161-165. Edited by Fleet.
J.A H.R.S. I, (1926-27) pp. 40-48, Edited by G.V. Sitapati.

J,A H.R.S, XII (1939-40) pt. I, pp. 8-16, edited by R. Subba Rao.

Ibid., VII, (1933-35) pp. 163-194, edited by C. Narayana Rao and R. Subba Rao.
Ind, Ant. XVIII (1888-89) No. 179, pp. 173-176, edited by Fleet.

JLA.H.R.S. T (1926-27) pp. 106-120., Edited by G.V. Sitapati.

Ind, Ant. XVIII (1888-89) No. 179, pp. 165-72.

o I =T 1 B~ L B o)




Furthermore, Anantavarman Caglagaﬁga's inscriptions discovered at Mukhalingam
and other places, ranging from 1118 onwards, do not ascribe to him the epithet

of Trikalihgadhipati. This has led G, Ramdas to assume that Anantavarman

C&_iagaﬁga lost the control over the area known as Tri-Kalinga, thereby losing

the epithet of Trikalingadhipati.

I agree with his conclusion. It seems that Anantavarman Cagagaﬁga
was defeated, in or about 1113 A,D,, by Rainadeva II of Ratnapura, who was a

vassal of the Cedi kings. The title Trikaligadhipati disappears also from the

inscriptions of the immediate successors of Anantavarman Cat_iagaﬁga. The use

of Trikalihgadhipati in Anantavarman Cagiagariga’s Vizagapatam Copper Plate dated

1135/36 A.D. is probably due to a scribal error, as the introductory portion is
apparently copied from a charter, issued prior to 1118 A, D, It is significant to

note that the epithet of Trikalihgadhipati starts appearing in the Cedi inscriptions

of a few years later. We may therefore conclude that Trikalihga during the reign
of Anantavarman Ct_)glagaﬁga was the area comprising "the expanse of hill and

plateau that overlooks the plains of Ganjam and Vizagapata.:rn1 .

All copper-plate inscriptions of successors of Anantavarman
Cat_iaga:ﬁga mention a battle between the king of Mandara and Anantavarman
Caglagaﬁga. According to the account given in these plates, Anantavarman
CEglaga:ﬁga destroyed the walls and the gates of the city of Aramya, which was

the capital city of the kingdom of Mandara. As a result of his defeat, the king

]G. Ygzdani, (ed.), Early History of the Deccan. II, 1960. p. 32.
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of Mandara fled from Aramya, which was subsequently destroyed by the Eastern
Ganga forces. In another battle taking place on the bank of the Ganges, the king
of Mandara was again defeated. He is described as having been Wounded1 several
times during this battle. M, Chal«:ra.vau:ty2 was the first to suggest that the Mandara,
mentioned in these inscriptions, may be identified with Sarkar Mandaran of the
'Ain-i-Akbari', whose headquarters Mandaran (now known as Bhitargarh) are
about fifty miles from the river Ganges. Aramya is located eight miles from

and has been

Garh Mandaran,/identified with modern Aram-bagh. Garh Mandaran was a well-

known frontier town between the fourteenth and the sixteenth century.

H.P. Sastri has, however, identified this with Apara-Mandara,
a principality situated in West Bengal during the 11th and 12th century. It was
ruled by the Suras, who were related to Vijaya Senas. R.C. Majumdar on the
other hand has identified Apara Mandara with Garh Mandaran. I accept the
identification of H. P, Sastri. The conquest of Mandara brought Anantavarman
Cagiagahga into close contact with Vijaya Sena. There is no mention of any conflict

between the two rulers. In the Ballala-Carita Vijayasena is described as a friend

of Anantavarman C-c‘)glagaﬁga‘% But we cannot rely on this statement in the

=
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Ballala-Carita as its author lived four centuries after Anantavarman Cc_)glagaflga.

It seems that Vijayasena did not pursue a war-like policy against Anantavarman
Cagagaﬁga because he dreaded the strength of his army. However, Vijayasena,
according to his inscriptions, succeeded in defeating Raghava, who was the
Eastern Ganga king from 1156-1170 A.D, The cause of the conflict may be
connected with Mandara. According to the charters of successors of Anantavarman
Cagiagaﬁga, the latter levied tribute from the land between the Ganges in the North

and the Godavari in the South.

According to R. Subba Rao Anantavarman Cadagaﬁga transferred
hig capital to Katakam from Kaliiganagara. There is no epigraphic evidence to

suggest this. The Madala Panji also does not mention any change of capital by

Anantavarman Codagahga.

D. C. Sircar has suggestedl that the Eastern Ganhga capital was
probably transferred to Katakam during the reign of Anaﬁgabhi_ma III or prior to it.
According to the Madala Ps—jﬁfii- there were five famous cities in the Eastern Ganga
kingdom during the reign of Kgmé,-n‘lava VII. Abhinava V5.r§r_1asf which has been
identified with Cuttack was one of them. This may be correct because the Nagari

Copper Plate of Anaflgabhi_ma I mentions that he made several donations from

1Ep. Ind. XXVIII (1952-58) No,40 p. 247,
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Abhinava Varanasi. We know from another inscription that his wife Somaladevi
made a donation to Arulala Perumal temple while she was staying at Abhinava
Varanasi. This seems to indicate that Abhinava Varér_lasi or Cuttack was one of

the Eastern Ganga cities during the reign of Anangabhima III,

Katakam means royal camp. It is possible to suggest that as

Katakam is mentioned for the first time in the Madala Pai‘fji during the reign of

Kﬁma—frl‘lava VI it was he who transferred his capital to that city. In my opinion
however, this would not be correct. Royal camp does not necessarily mean
capital, At this stage of our knowledge it is not possible to name the Eastern
Ganhga king who transferred his capital to Cuttack.

During his long reigh of seventy-two years Anantavarman C(_)(_:lagahga
succeeded in transforming his kingdom from. a feudatory state of the CB}as to a
strong power on the east coast of the sub continent. In addition he was most
charitable and religious. More than two hundred votive inscription of Anantavarman
CB(_:'laga:hga, discovered all over his empire testify to this fact. His coins have been
found as far away as Ceylone. This again indicates the possibility of existence

of commercial links between the Eastern Gahga Kingdom and Ceylone .

According to M. Ohalnuavartil traces of Anantavarman Caglagaﬁga's

name are still to be found in Jagannatha Puri. These are Churanga-Sahi, a

1y A.S.B. LXXI (1908) p. 113.




quartér in Puri town; Churanga Pakhr-i, a tank about six miles South West of

Cuttack town; Sg.ranga—garh, a fort, the remains of which are still visible on the

© - Madras Trunk Road close to Barang Railway station; and in the Gangesvara temple,

Jagapura town, in the district of Cuttack.
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CHAPTER V

KAMARNAVA VII TO RAJARAJA III

Kamarnava VII (c. 1147-1156 A, D, )

According to the Dasgoba Copper Plate of Rajarija III dated
1198 A.D. 1, the Nagari Copper Plate of Ana.ﬁgabhi—ma IIIZ, which records
several grants made during 1230-31 A.D,, and several other charters of the
successors of Anaﬁgabhi—ma I, the consecration of Kﬁma—tn}ava VII took place
in 1147, It seems tliat Kamarnava VII had become a yuvaraja (crown-prince)
before his consecration as a king, for there are two inscriptions by two military
ofﬁcers3 (s:;_xhilgis) of Anantavarman C(_)giagaflga recording gifts for the merit of
Kamarpava, the crown prince. Thus it seems that Kamarpava VII took part in
affairs of state even before his consecration. After the death of Anantavarman
Codaganga, Kamarnava VII acceded to the throne in 1147, as no inscription of
Anantavarman Codagaiga dated after that date has been found. It seems that

Kamarnava VII was the eldest son of Anantavarman Codagafhga. According to

lEp. Ind, XXXI (1956-60) No. 34 pp. 249-262.
Ep. Ind. XXVIII (1952-58) No. 40 pp. 235-58.

S S.LI, V, No. 1063, p. 399.
No. 1067, p. 399.
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charters of the later Eastern Ganga kings, Ka—unarpava VII was a son of

Anantavarman Cadagailga by Kastﬁrikﬁmodini__, who was not his Pa{:t_améhadé'vi-

(chief queen). The name of the chief queen of Anantavarman Cagiagailga was

(Pa@t.amahadevi) Jayamgonda Codiyam, as is clearly mentioned in one of his

inscriptlonsl. According to R, Subba Raoz, however, J ayamgogga Codiyam
and Kasturikamodani were his two chief queens. This interpretation of Subba
Rao is unacceptable as in no inscription of Anantavarman Cat'iagaﬁga or of his
successors Kasturikamodani is described as his chief queen. The explanation
that Kama-rl_lava VII would have become king by virtue of being the eldest son

of Anantavarman Cc;c}agaﬁga seems to be more satisfactory., As Kamirl_lava vII
was succeeded by three of his younger brothers, it seems likely that K;]ma-lrr_lava VI
was the eldest surviving son of Anantavarman Codagaiga. Kamarnava VI had
several names, like Madhukama_m.lavadéva3, J a’geévaradévf, Rajaraja Devara
and Gangeévaradévas. The Ratanpur stone inscription of the Kalacuri. (of
Tummapa) King P?thvi_déva II dated 1163/64 A.D. describes a victory, which
Brahmad_éva, a feudatory of P?thvi—déva 11, won over J a,tés'varaG. Mirashi has

correctly identified J a’géévara of this inscription with KEmémava VII. The Kharod

and

S.L1I, IV, No, 1194, p. 411,
J.AH.R.S., VI, p. 213.

S.LIL, V, No. 1323 p, 464.

S.LI, V, No. 1044 p. 345.

Asiatic Researches, XV, (1825) p. 268,

() B SN -

2]

Ep. Ind. XXVI, p. 261, Verse 16,




iﬁseription of Ratnadeva IIIl dated 1181/82 A.D. states, however, that Pythvfdéva I
himself defeated J a:tt_asfvara. Both the inscriptions are clear on the point that a war
took place between J a‘teévaradéva and P;'thvi_dt—ava II. The discrepancy lies in the
fact that whereas the Ratanpur stone inscription of Ppthv:idc—ava II dated 1163/64
mentions that Brahmadeva, a feudatory of P?thv{de_va II, was the victor of

J ateévaradéva, the Kharod inscription of Ratnadeva III states that it was Prthv{déva I
himself who defeated Jatedvaradeva. The evidence of Prthvideva I's Ratanpur
stone inscription is more reliable in this case because this is a record of the events
taking place while P;‘thv_idéva 11 was still alive. The Kharod inscription of
Ratnadeva III was engraved 17 years later., The reason for the inaccuracy in

this inscription may be the desire of the poet of the Kharod inscription of 1181/82

to praise the deeds of ancestors of Ratnadeva IIl. Thus, in glorifying the deeds

of P?thvfdéva 11, the poet may have attributed the conquests of Brahmadeva to
Pythvi_de_va II. The cause of this war may have been the desire of Ka_lmz—a,rr.lava Vi

to avenge the earlier defeat of his father. Kgman_lava VII may have attempted to
reoccupy the territory of Trikalihga. As Kam:;rpava VII was defeated, the

territory of Trikalihga stayed under the control of the Kalacuris of Tummﬁpa.

According to the Mg.dalap'éﬂji_ , there were five great cities in the
kingdom of K:—a,mérl.lava VIIL, viz, Jajpur, Choudwar, Amaravati, Chatta or Chaina

2 -
and Biranassi . The city of Amaravati is located on the river Krishna. The

1EQ. Ind, XXI, p. 163, Verse 8-9.
2Asiatic Researches, XV, (1825) p. 268,
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records of Anantavarman CBc.iagarlga as well as those of his successors state that
the Eastern Ganga kingdom under Anantavarman Cc?c}agailga extended as far
South as the river Godavari. It is nowhere mentioned that Anantavarman
C5§agaﬁga conquered any territories as far South as the river Krishna, Itis
difficult to imagine that in his short reign of 10 years Kamarr}ava VII succeeded
in extending the Eastern Ganga empire as far South as the river Krishna. Either
the inclusion of Amaravati in the kingdom of Kamajrpava VII is a mistake or
Amaravati may be the name of another city, for which we have no other
information. Vargu_lasi_ or Abhinava Vara—:[_lass_i refers to modern Cuttack,
Choudwar is modern Chaudwar in Orissa. I cannot identify Chatta or Chatna.
There is a controversy regarding the identification of J a_tjpur. H.P. Sastri had

identified Jajpur with ancient Yayatinagara.

According to the Dasgoba Copper Plate of Rajaraja III, the Nagari
Copper Plate of Anahgabhima III and various other inscriptions of their successors,
thmirr}ava VI reigned for 10 years. These are actual and not afika years. Almost
all the inscriptions of I(Emgmava VI are dated in anka years. The Dasgoba
Copper Plate of Rajaraja TII, Nagari Copper Plate of Anahgabhima III and
other charters of their successors provide us with the information that

Kamarnava VI performed a Hiranyagarbha-Mahadana. The Madalapanji also
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gtates that Ka.mﬁm_lava VII had a splendid tank dug to expiate the sin of having
committed incest with his own daughter. As there is no corroboration of this
story, it catnot be relied upon. According to the Kendupatna Copper Plate of
Narasimha II dated 1295 A, D, 1, during the reign of Ke-tma_mgava VII, the Eastern
Ganga kingdom attracted many people on account of several learned panglits, who
lived there. This charter also informs us that K%mérl_lava VII several times

- donated his own weight in goldz. The coronation of Kg,marx}ava VII took place
in 1147 A.D., and as this king is described as having reigned for 10 years
(actual and not anka years), his reign probably lasted till 1156 or 1157 A.D.

As Réghava approximately started his reign in 1156 the former is more likely.
As no other king has claimed a victory over Kam'én}ava VII, it seems that the
latter succeeded in keeping all the territories left to him by his father. As he
did not have a son, Kﬁmarr}ava VII was succeeded by his younger half-brother

Réghava.

ly.A.8.B., IXV (1896) No. 43, pp. 229-T1, edited by N.N. Vasu.
2J.A.S. B., LXV (1896) No. 43, pp. 229-71, v. 42. Edited by N.N. Vasu.
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Raghava (c. 1156-1170 A.D.)

Raghava was a son of Anantavarman Codagahga by his wife Indira.
His inscriptions range from 1162 to 1170. The date of his inauguration can be
derived in two ways: The Dasgoba Copper Plate of Rajaraja III, the Nagari Copper
Plate of Anaﬁgabh?ima I and other charters of their successors attribute to
Kamarnava VII a total reign of ten years. As the consecration of Ké,ma_rl}ava v
took place in 1147, his reign lasted till 1156 A.D. This can be confirmed by
examining some of the inscriptions of Raghava. Thus one of his inscriptions,
dated 1170 A.D., is also stated to have been issued in the 18th regnal year of
Réghavaz. The years used here are anka years, because in charters of his
successors he is described as having reigned for fifteen years only, so that this
figure corresponds to his 15th regnal year, which would bring the beginning of

his reign to 1156 A.D,

We learn the same information regarding his accession from his

other inscriptions.,

We learn from the Deopara inscription3 of Vijayasena that this

Y5.A.8.B IXV (1896) pt. I, p. 263,
2s..I.I., V, No. 1831, p. 484.
SEQ. Ind, I (1892) pp. 305-15, edited by Kielhorn.
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king defeated Réghava. In one of the verses, Vijayasena's victory over the king
of Kalinga is describedl, while, in the subsequent verse Vijayasena's victory over
Raghava is mentionedz. Though Raghava and the king of Kalifiga are mentioned

in two different verses, they indicate, in the opinion of R.C. Majumdar, one and
the same person3._ Although the inscriptions of Raghava as well as those of his
successors are silent regarding any conflict between Vijayasena and R'éghava,

I fully agree with R.C, Majumdar's identification. As Raghava reigned from 1156
to 1170 A.D. and Vijayasena until 1159 A.D., the invasion must be dated between
1156 and 1159, The cause of the war between Vijayasena and Rﬁghava may have
been the earlier conquest of Mandara, by Anantavarman Cagiagaﬁga. According to
charters of the successors of Anantavarman Caglagahga, the king was defeated by
Anantavarman Caglagaﬁga. As, however, no inscriptions of the latter have been
found in this area, it seems that the king of Mandara retained his throne but had
to accept the suzerainty of Anantavarman Cagagaflga. H.C. Ray has suggested
that, as Vijayasena was married with a princess of the Sura royal family, which
was in control of Mandz_ira, he may have decided to wage a war against Raghava
with the purpose of restoring complete independence to his father-in-law's
kingdom. I agree with H.C. Ray. It seems that as long as Anantavarman
Cagagaﬁga was alive, Vijayasena did not dare to invade Kalinga in order to

free the Suras of Mandara from being the feudatories of the Eastern Gangas.

1EQ. Ind. I (1892) pp. 305-15, v. 20, edited by Kielhorn,
2Ibid, v. 21.
3”History of Bengal" p. 211,
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Probably the death of Anantavarman Caglagaﬁga in 1147 A.D., followed by that of
K-émarr.lava, VI in 1156 A.D., made the Eastern Ganga kingdom appear weaker

than before. The Deopara Copper Plate of Vijayasena clearly states that Vijayasena
defeated Raghava. As the inscriptions of the Eastern Ganga kings are completely
silent in this respect, we must assume that Réghava lost control over Mandara.
This assumption is further confirmed by the fact that we do not find any successor
of Raghava claiming suzerainty over Mandara in any later inscription. Thus, it
seems certain that as a result of their defeat by Vijayasena the Eastern Gahgas

lost control over Mandara. The Madhainagara grant of Lakgmapasena informs

us that in his youth this king enjoyed himself with the women of Kaliflgal. H.C. Ray
argues that the youth of Lakgmanasena is mentioned in connection with his visit to
Kalinga, so that the event may have taken place during the reign of Vijayasena or
during that of his brother Ballalasena. Probably Lakgmal.lasena accompanied his
grandfather Vijayasena, when the latter invaded Kalinga, I accept this view of

H.C. Ray. The Edilpu:c'2 and Madanpara Copper Plau:e3 of his sons Kedavasena

and Viévarﬁpasena also testify to Lakgmanasena as having been involved in a war

in Kalinga. According to these inscriptions, Laksmanasena erected pillars of
victory '"on the Southern seas', where exists (the image of) Musaladhara (Balarama)

and Gadé.pé,pi J agannﬁtha)4. Thus it seems certain that Vijayasena was assisted

J.A.8.B., V, N.S. pp. 467-76, verse 11. Edited by R.D. Banerji.
JLA.S.B., X, (1914) N. S, pp. 97-104, Edited by R.D. Baneriji.
J.A.S.B., LXV, (1896), pp. 6-15. Edited by N.N. Vasu.

The identification of Jagannatha with Gadapani is strange because gada is not
generally associated with Visnu., Itis a weapon of Hanuman or $iva as well as of

Rakgasas. Gada however, is one of the four objects which is carried by Visnu
the other three are égnkha, chakra and padma.
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by his grandson in his expedition against Kalihga. As Raghava is described in the
charters of his successors as having reigned for 15 years, the last year of his
Reign pmowdd fe ([70 4-D. A3 e Am&x,(fﬁ Ko
reign is found, which bears a date after 1170, this view seems justified. Raghava

reigned for a total period of about 14 to 15 years.
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Rajaraja II (c. 1170-1192 A.D.)

According to the charters of successors of Réghava, this king was
succeeded by his half-brother Rajaraja II, the son of Anantavarman Codaganga by
his wife Chandralekha. It follows from his inscriptions that his consecration took
place in 1170 A, D, Thus one of his ingcriptions dated 1171 A.D. (éaka 1093) is
stated to correspond to his 3rd anka or 2nd actual regnal yearl. Another of his
inseriptions dated 1175 A, D. (éaka 1097) is stated to correspond to his 8th aika
year, i.e. his 6th regnal yearz. Another of hig inscriptions dated 1192 A, D.
(éaka 1114)3 is stated to correspond to his 27th anka year which is equivalent
to his 22nd regnal year. An examination of these inscriptions establishes that
his consecration took place in circa 1170 A,D. However, it follows from the
Dasgoba Copper Plate of Rajaréja IIT and other charters of the successors of
Ra-tjarﬁja II that I(E,mirpava VII veigned for 10 and Raghava for 15 yvears. As
the consecration of Kémgrl'lava VII took place in 1147 A.D., the total number of

years for which both the kings reigned is 23 or 24 as the last regnal year of

IS.I.I., V, No. 1143 p. 417,
%S.1.1., V, No. 1113 p. 410.
3S.LL, V, No. 1142 p. 417,
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Raghavawas 1170. The discrepancy of one or two years is probably due to the

fact that the composer of the charters counted parts of a year as a full year. Thus
nine years and a few months may have been counted as 10 years. Similarly 14 years
and a few months may have been counted as full 15 years. According to charters of
his successors, R;jarg,ja II reigned for a total period of 25 years. M. Chakravartyl
took the view that R—ajarz;ja II reigned for 21 years only. He interpreted 25 regnal
years as anka instead of actual regnal years. R. Subba Rao2 has refuted this
suggestion because in his opinion R5,j araja I reigned for 25 years. We know from
one of the inscriptions of Rajaréja II that he was reigning in 1192 A.D. This .
inscription may have been composed during the last few months of his reign.
Perhaps Rajaraja II reigned for 21 years and a few months, which the composer

of the above mentioned inscription described as 27 ahka years or 22 regnal years.
Probably the composers of the Copper Plate inscriptions of his successors ignored
the last few months of his reign and assigned him a regnal period of 25 ahka or

21 regnal years. On the other hand R. Subba Rao may be right in suggesting that
the 25 years regnal period assigned to Rajaraja II in the charters of his successors
refer to regnal years and not ahka years. The Méghéévara inscription of
Svapnes’varadéva3 reveals that his sister Surama was a queen of Raj aréja 1.

The inscription gives us the following genealogy:

1J.A.S.B., LXXII, (1903), pp. 114 and 141,
2J.A. H.R.S., VII, pt. 3, p. 186.
3EQ. Ind,, VI, (1900-01) No. 17, pp. 198-208. Edited by F. Kielhorn,
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In the Gautama gotra In the Lunar race
Rajaputra Dvaradeva Cat_iagal'lga
Muladeva
Ahir!ama
1 |
Svapnefvaradeva  Surama Devi = Rajaraja II Aniyahkabhima IT

This inscription describes Svapneé'vared-éva as a divine weapon in the hands of the
Eastern Ganhga kingsl. It also suggests that Rajaraja II installed his younger brother
Aniyahkabhima or Ana:r'lgabhi—ma as a joint king on the throne when he had become very
old. This explains, why some of the inscriptions of Anahgabhima II are dated during
the reign of Rajaraja II. The inscriptions of Rajaraja II discovered so far bear

dates from 1172 A. D. (Saka 1093) to 1192 A.D. (Saka 1114).

1Ep. Ind., VI (1900-01) No. 17 pp. 198-203, v. 18-21, edited by F. Kielhorn.




Aniyankabhima IT (c. 1190-1198 A.D,)

According to the Copper Plate inscriptions of Raj araja T and
Aniyafﬂcabhi_ma I, the inauguration of Aniya;t'ﬂcabhi_ma II as a joint ruler took place
in 1190 A.D. 2 Tt seems that the Meghe&vara temple at Bhuvanesvara was
constructed by Svapnesvaradeva during the reign of Aniya:t'ﬂ(abhi-ma 11, though this
is not specifically mentioned in the Mégheévara inscription. But as the inscription
mentions that Réjarﬁja IT installed Aniyafkabhima II as a co-ruler, it seems that

the temple was either built or completed in the reign of Aniyaﬁkabhi-ma II.

The name of Aniyafﬂqabhfma II is found in inscriptions in various forms
such as Ananka, Aniyanka and Ananga. D.C. Sircar has suggested that Aniyanka is
derived from a combination of the Telugu word ani, meaning battle, and the Sanskrit
word anka meaning mark., This, according to him, became sanskritised into ananga
in the course of time, through the intermediate form 3_13@,2. P.B. Desaj3, however,
has suggested that anka is the abbreviation of aﬁkak-éra, which occurs frequently in
medieval Kannada literature and inscriptions and means a sworn champion, veteran

leader etc. He has traced its adaptation in Telugu al'ﬂ:ake—mc_iu. Thus according to

1y, A.8.B, LXXT (1903) p. 115.
®Ep. Ind., XXX, (1956-58) p. 198.
3Ep. Ind., XXX, (1955-58) p. 198, note 3.




to him Aniyahkabhima would mean "veritable Bhima, the indomitable hero in
battle". In this connection it is interesting to note that Aniyanga was the name of
the leader of the Tamil army, who seized the throne of Ceylon in 1209 according to
the Mahavarhda. I agree with the view of D, C, Sircar regarding the meaning of

the name of Aniyafhkabhima

We learn from the Chatedvara inscription that this king had a chief
minigter, named Govindal. In charters of some of the successors of Aniyahkabhima II
this king is praised as being of good conduct, virtuous and good in the administration
of justice. His chief queen was Bhégalla Dév'iz. The next king, Rajaraja I, was
inaugurated in 1198 A.D. as follows from his inscriptions. As no inscriptions of
Aniyahkabhima TI is found after 1198, it is very likely that he died in the same
year. According to the charters of successors of Aniyahkabhima I, he reigned
for a total period of ten years. But it seems that he reigned for eight years only,
as from 1190 to 1198 are only eight years. Aniyarnkabhima II was succeeded by his
son Raj araja ITT, who was a son of Aniyahkabhima II by his chief queen Bhagalla
Devi. Thus for the first time after 51 years a son succeeded his father on the
Eastern Ganga throne. The ten years described as the regnal period of
Anafigabhima II in the charters of his successors are afika years. Ten ahka

regnal years are equal to eight regnal years,

1Ep. tnd. XXIX (1953-57) No. 16, pp. 121-33, v. 8, edited by B. Ch. Chhabra.

2The Kendupatna C.P. inscription of Narasimha II, edited by N.N. Vasu,
J.A.S.B. (1896) No. 43, LXV, pp. 229-271, v. 63.



Rajaraja IT (c. 1198-1211 A, D,)

Rﬁj araja III, who had the epithet of Rajendra, succeeded his father in
1198 A.D. This conclusion has been reached on the basis of two inscriptions dated
in 1205 and 1206 A.D. According to one of his inscriptions dated 12051, that year
has been described as equal to his 10th afika regnal year, i.e. 8th actual regnal
year. As 1205 A.D, would be equal to his 8th regnal year, the year of his
consecration would fall in 1198 A.D. According to another of his inscriptions,
1206 A.D. is equal to his 11th anka regnal yearz. If we remove the first and the
sixth anka regnal year, we arrive at the conclusion that 1206 A.D. would be equal
to his 9th actual regnal year. As 1206 corresponds to the 9th actual regnal year of
Rajaraja I, his year of inauguration as king would be 1198 A.D. According to the
Nagari Copper Plate of Anahgabhima I the name of his wife was Malhapadévi-s,
who descended from the Cé]..ukya dynasty. However, while editing the Puri C.P.
of Narasimha IV M, M, Chakravarty has read the name of the wife of Rajaraja III
as Sadgunadevi. N.N. Vasu has read it as Mafikunadevi while editing the Kendupatna
C.P. of Narasimha II. The reading of both, M, M, Chakravarty and N.N, Vasu, are
erroneous according to D.C. Sircar4. As the Nagari C.P. was issued by

Anahgabhima TII, who was the son of Rajaraja III by his queen Malhar;adév.i-, it is

=t

S.I.1I. V, No., 1273, p. 467,
S.I.I. V, No. 1817, p. 481.
Ep. Ind, XXVII (1952-58) p. 285, V. 71.
Ep. Ind, XXVIII (1952-58) No. 40, p. 243.
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more likely to be correct than the charters of distant successors of Rajaraja 1

and his wife Malhapad_e\r.i'. From the Tabaguat-i-Nagiri we learn that the first

Muslim attempt to invade Orissa was made during the reign of this king.
Muhammad-i- Bahtyar Khalji who had been appointed by Kutbud-din Aibalk to
conquer Bihar and Bengal from the Sena kings, succeeded in doing so. Before
Muhammad-i- Bal:_l_l_tyz—lr Khalji went to invade Assam and Tibet, he sent two
lg_lalji: @ﬁg brothers, who were in his service, viz. Muhammad-i-Sheran and
Ahmad-i-Sheran, to invade Lakhnor and Jajnagar. Muhammad-i- Bakhtyar
g@lji— also gave them part of his own forces. When the two brothers learnt about
the death of Mul_lammad—i-Ba}{_I_ltszr, they abandoned their plans and returned to
Devkot. The expedition against Orissa took place only shortly before the death of
Muhammad-~i-Bakhtyar Khalji in 1206 A.D. According to H.G. Raverty the
attempted invasion of Orissa took place in or about A.H. 601, which is equal to
1205 A.D. 2 It seems certain that no battle took place between the Eastern Ganga
forces aund the invading Muslim forces. There is no mention of any battle with
Muslims in any of the inscriptions of Rajaraja IIl or his successors. It is

therefore likely that this attempted invasion of Orissa by Muslims had no success.

The barrier, which separated the Eastern Ganga kingdom from that
of the K':akati_yas, was the area under control of Velanagiu chiefs of V'éfxg{ , Who in

the second half of the twelfth century were nominally representatives of the

1T.N. p. 573.

20N, p. 560, Note 4.
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Cc—)la- C-é_lukya emperor, but behaved as though they were independent. Ganapati,

the Kakatiya king, invaded the Ayya chiefs' kingdom Divi. The Ayya chiefs, who
were feudatories of Ve}anégiu chiefs, were defeated and forced to become feudatories
of Ga:glapatil. Ganapati's victory over Divi gave him control over almost the whole
of the kingdom of the Velanaglu chiefs as follows from an inscription dated 1211 A. D,
P?_cithv_i‘s'vara, the Velan;lglu chief, was killed by allies of Ganapati, probably when he

was trying to regain his kingdo:mz. According to the éivayogasara, a fifteenth-

century treatise on V—iragaivisms, the Kﬁkatfya army under the command of
Induluri Sc_)_ma Pradhani, succeeded in a single campaign in subduing the principality
of Kolanu as well as Kalihga. The evidence of this treatise, however, is not
supported by epigraphic evidence, which suggests that Kolanu was conquered by

Gax}apati in 1231 A.D. and not earlier4. Thus it seems that Kalinga was invaded

at an earlier date than Kolanu.

According to inscriptions, several engagements took place between
the Kaliatfya and the Eastern Ganga armies. One inscription indicates that a
battle was fought at Bokkera, identified with the modern Aska Taluk of the Ganjam
district, in which an Eastern Gahga famous warrior, Godhuma;;gti, was killed

together with all his followerss. In another battle, which took place near Udayagiri

'Ep. md. 01, (1894-95) p. ol.
23,11, VI, No. 166, A.R. (1897) No. 206.

3The Kalinga Sarhchika p. 382.

G. Yazdani, 'Early History of the Deccan', (1960) II, p. 605, reference to Kaliﬁga.-
Samchika, Note 3,

————tmteapvre

4(}. Yazdani, 'Early History of the Deccon', (1960) p. 608, Note 2.
5Ep. Ind. II, (1894-95), No. 15, v, 41,




in the modern Pedakimidi agency, Pﬁgiraya, the chief of that place, was forced to
flee, The Kékati_ya army captured his fortl. Though Gadhumeg@ti and Pagliraya
have not been identified so far, Dr. N, Venkataramanayya and M. Somasekhara
Sharma have suggested that they may have been subordinate chiefs of Rajaraja IIIEE

The expedition returned in triumph to Draksharama: in 1212 A, D, 3

The various battles between Eastern Gahgas and Kakatiya kings did
not yield any permanent result. The Ka?\kati_ya invasion of Kalinga must, therefore,

be regarded as a mere raid.

1H.A.S. No. 3, p. 18,

2(}. Yazdani: ' Early History of the Dececan', (1960) p, 606,
3
S.1.1. IV, No. 1117, A.R. on S.I,E. 261 of 1893,
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CHAPTER VI

ANANGABHIMA III (c. 1211-12 ~ 1238 A. D,)

Anahgabhfma IIT was a son of Rajaraja III by his queen Malhapadévi-,
a descendant from the Calukya dynasty. There is some uncertainty about the
date of the consecration of Ana:hgabhfma I, which, according to most of his
own inseﬁptions ,took place in 1211/1212 A.D. 1 M. Chakravarﬁz and R. Subba
Rao3 have accepted the year 1211/12 A, D, as the year of the consecration of
Anaﬁgabh:'i—ma I, However, there are some of his inscriptions, which indicate
that the year of the ‘inauguraﬁon of Anahgabhima TI was Saka 11 34, month of
Phalg_@a, i.e. the beginning of 1213 A.D. For example, an inscription of
Anahgabhima ITT equates his 22nd ahka or eighteenth regnal year with 1230 A.D.
(éaka 1152), 4 This would make 1212 A, D, the first year of his reign if the year
was current and 1213 if the éaka year was elapsed. On the other hand, there are
some inscriptions, which suggest 1211 A.D. as the date of his consecration. °

There are two possible explanations for this discrepancy: it may either be

due to the carelessness of the scribes, who drafted these inscriptions; or else,

1§_._L_I_,_ V No., 1282, p.469,

Ibid No., 1318, p.472.

J.A.S. B, LXXII (1903) p.118.
J.A. H.R,S. VII (1931-33) p. 233,
S.1.I. V No, 1290, p.450.

Tbid No. 1282, p.469.
Thid No. 1818, p.481.
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the earlier date may refer to the consecration of Anangabhima ITl as a joint
ruler together with his father Rajaraja I, Again, the later date probably

refers to Anaﬁgabhima I's inauguration as the sole king.

We learn from the inscriptions of Anahgabhima IIT as well as those
of his successors1 that a battle took pla ce between the Muslim ruler of Bengal,

_Ghiyathuddin ‘Twaz Khalji, and Anangabhima III. The Tabagat-i-Nasiri, a

contemporary Muslim chronicle, throws considerable light on this battle. The
cause of the battle seems to have been the desire of both the rulers to ammex
Lakbnor (Nagar in the Birbhum district of Ben%a;l) to their respective territories.
Lakbnor at the time of battle was a kingless territory, a sort of no-man’s land.
This was because of the fact that when Muhammad Bakhtayar Khalji conquered
Nadia, some time before 1205 A.D., Lakg¢mana Sena still retained control over
Lakhnor and certain parts of East Bengal. We learn from the ':_[‘abaqat—i—NEgiri_
that in 1205 A.D, Muhammad Bakhtyar Khalji dispatched two brothers, named
Muhammad—i-ﬁl_wrﬁn and Ahmad—i—gllergn, with a part of his army towards
Lakhnor and J"ajnagarz. This took place before he himself set out in the same
year with a large army towards the mountains of Kamrud and Tibbet. The result
of the expedition of the two brothers (towards the kingdom of J ajnagar and Lakhnor)
is nowhere mentioned. This is because they returned to Devkot as soon as they

had heard the news of the assassination of Muhammad Bakhtyar ;gl_lalji..

1Ep. Ind. XXIX (1953-57) No. 16 pp. 121-133.
2T.N. Raverty Translation, p.560.
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'_l‘abaqét—i—Nagir—i mentions their departure and return but does not inform us of

any congquest made by them.,

The inscriptions of Rajaraja ITI, the then ruling Eastern Gahga
king, are also completely silent regarding this Muslim invasion., A.H. Dani1 has
suggested that, as Lakhnor and J E.jnagar are mentioned together in the

Tabaqat-i-Nagiri, it would be reasonable to assume that Muhammad Sheran and

Ahmad ﬂl_er;m along with their invading army reached as far as the border of the
Eastern Ganga kingdom, which is mentioned in the Muslim Chronicles as J ﬁjnagar.
In order to reach the kingdom of Jajnagar it seems that the invading army overran
Lakhnor, thereby completely destroying whatever was left of Sena influence in
Lakbnor. But as the two brothers had to return to Devkot, no measures were
taken to ensure permanent administration of the territory. Thus this invasion

had no lasting result. I agree.with A.H. Dani that it was a mere raid. One point
suggested by Dani in favour of his argument is the fact that Mul'lammad ﬁl_xeran
retired to Moseda and Santosh in the present Rajshahi district of Bengal after he
was ousted from Devkot. The fact that Muhammad Sheran never went to Lakhnor,
where he would have gone if he had completely conquered the territory earlier, is

another indication that he never completely conquered Lakhnor.

When, however, Ghiyathuddin 'Twaz Khalji became the ruler of

Bengal, he decided to anmex Lakhnor to his kingdom, which was then kingless.

Lmq xxx (1954) pp. 11-18.
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Anahgabhima TII had the same intentions regarding Lakhnor. It is impossible to
decide, which army first attacked Lakhnor. The inscriptions of the Eastern

Ganga kings and the '];‘abaqét—i—Né.siri_ give different versions of the battle.

However, it is possible to arrive at the truth by comparing the two sources.
The Chatesvara inscri]g)’tion1 of Vigpu who was a minister of Anaﬁgabﬁma I,

praises the former in the following way.

What more shall I speak of his (Vignu's) heroism.
He alone fought against the Muslim king, and applying
arrows to his bow killed many skilful warriors. Even
the Gods would assemble in the sky to obtain the pleasure

of seeing him with their sleepless and fixed eyes.
Another inscription of Narasimha II dated 1278 A.D. 2 describes:-

In his lineage was like a flag of Vaijayanti the
heroic Anahgabhima, whose profound strength was
celebrated by the damsels of a multitude hostile kings
destroyed by (his) might (and) who was exceedingly proud
of (his) similar horses, the speed of which surpassed
(that of) the Snake's foe (Garuda) with good fortume he
destroyed in battle the Yavana, although the latter

possessed an impetuosity that effectively advanced to

attack.

o

lEp. Ind, XXIX (1953-57) No. 16, pp. 121-133, V.15,

2The Bhu%neﬁhv?’a“' inscription of Narasimhadeva II, edited by L.D. Barnett.
Ep. Ind. XTI (1915-16) No. 11, pp. 150-155, V.3,
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In the Tabaqat—i—Nég,iri however, the author says that '"the neighbouring

rulers of J ajnagar, Bang, Kamrud and Tirhut sent to him (Gidyathuddin 'Iwaz)
tributes and (when) the territory of Lakhnor came into his possession, elephants

- 1
and much treasure fell into his hands and he posted his own Amirs in that place".

The ChateSvara inscription speaks of bravery shown by Visnu, the
minisfer of Anar'lgablfima III, against the Muslims. Mention is made in the above
mentioned inscription of Vi‘sr.m's killing many skilful warriors, but no mention is
made of the result of the war. The second inscription attributes heroic deeds to
Anahgabhima II, who is described as having destroyed the Yavana in battle, although
the Yavana possessed an 'impetuousity that advanced to attack'. We know that
Ghiyathuddin 'Twaz Khalji was not killed in this battle, So probably this refers to

the killing of some other commander of the Muslim army,

The Tabagat-i-Nagiri definitely tells us that Ghiyathuddin 'Twaz Khalji

conquered and occupied Lakhnor and posted his own Amirs to administer the
conquered territory, which clearly indicates that the conquest was not a mere

raid but a permanent annexation of Lakhnor to the Muslim kingdom of Bengal.
Collating the material from the Muslim as well as the Eastern Ganga sources we
come to the conclusion that in spite of the bravery shown by the Eastern Ganga army
under the leadership of Anahgabhima IIT and his minister Visnu the Muslims
succeeded in winning the battle, as a result of which Ghiyathuddin "Iwaz Khalji

conquered and occupied Lakhnor and posted his officers to administer it.

1Tabaqat—-i-—N§1§iﬁ , Persian text, p.163.




Some scholars, such as R.D. Banerjil, however, have taken the
view that the battle ended in both sides claiming victory. This cannot be accepted
because this assumption is based on a wrong translation by Raverty of the

2_[‘abaqat—i—N5_si1§. Raverty has translated the result of this war as followszz—

The parts round about the state of Lakhnavati, such
as Jajnagar, the countries of Bang, Kamrud and Tirhut,
all sent tribute to him; and the whole of that territory

named Gaur passed under his control.

"Territory of Lakhnor', which is found in the Persian text, has been substituted

by 'territory named Gaur' by Raverty, thereby altering the whole meaning.

According to A, H. Dani3, the earlier part, in which J ajnagar is
described as one of the feudatory states of _G_hiyatlmddi_n 'Twaz @aljf , 1s mere
traditional praise and therefore should not be regarded as trustworthy evidence.
H.K. Ma.htalo4 has identified the kingdom of Jajnagar mentioned above with another
kingdom and not with the Eastern Ganga kingdom. According to R.D. Banerji and
R. Subba Rao, Anahgabhima ITI was in no way a feudatory of g_hiyagl_mddfn 'Twaz

Khalji,

According to M. Chakravarti? the attempt to conguer Lakhnor was

History of Orissa, I, p.260
Translation pp. 587-589,
I.H.Q, XXX (1954) pp. 16-17,

——rovte———

History of Orissa, p.75.

I J.A.S. B, LXXII (1908) p.119.
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_ _after he
made by Ghiyathuddin Twaz Khalji/was raised to the throne in 1211 A.D, and before

Bengal was invaded by I-yal~timish in 1224 A.D. The sending of tribute by

J Ejnagar and all other kingdoms along with the conguest and permanent acquisition
of Lakhnor is mentioned before the invasion of Bengall. M. Chakravarti has
further suggested that the invasion by _G_hiyatlludd"in 'Twaz _Ig_l_lalji' took place around
1211-12 A.D., just after the consecration of Anafhgabhima III. The reason for this
dating is his assumption that the Muslims often invaded a kingdom when either there
was civil war or the king's inauguration had just taken place. R. Subba Ra02 has

suggested that the earlier date given by M. Chakravarti is more likely.

The Chatedvara inscription of Anahgabhima III describes Vignu the

minister of Anahgabhima III as the opponent of the Tummél‘la—-pythvi—-paﬁ. N.N. Vasu

suggested that this refers to Tughril Tughan Kh'énS. M. Chakravarty has objected

to this identification and has suggested that ’I‘ummé:ga—p?thvf-paﬁ refers to the

Kalacuxi king in Dakg,il}akaéala. As has already been stated earlier, Anantavarman
Cagaganga and his son and successor K-émé’rqava VII fought with Ratmadeva II

for supremacy over Trikalihga. The epithet of Trikalifgadhipati, which was used

by the Eastern Ganga kings from the time of the reign of Vajrahasta III to about
1118 A.D. ceased to be used by Anantavarman Cadaga.ﬁga, probably as a result of
the defeat by the Cedi king Ratnadeva, It is interesting to note that an inscription

of Anarigabhima III, dated circa 1219/20 A.D. (in his eighth regnal year)4 clearly

L H.Q. XXX (1954) pp. 11-18,
2J. A.H.R.S. VII (1931-33) p.&33% -
35.A.8. B, LXV, (1896) No. 3, pp. 229-271.

43,11 1V, No. 1329 p. 467,

A.R.S.I. E. (1893) No. 407.
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gives this king the epithet of Trika]iilgadhigaﬁ. In this inscription Anahgabhima I

claims to have already effected the deliverance of the Trayi Vasundhara, that is the

Trikalihga area., An indication of the fact that as a result of his victory over the

Kalacuri king Anangabima II assumed the epithet of Trikalihgadhipati is that we

find an inscription of a érikara:ga Mahanatha dated 1235 A.D. 1, who, among other

claims, regards himself as supreme magistrate of Trikaliﬁgamapgialam. The
mention of the existence of Trikalihgamandalam inside the Eastern Ganga empire
clearly indicates that by 1235 A, D. Trikalinga was a province of the Eastern Gahga

kingdom.

Ananhgabhima III, taking the opportunity of the death of Kolanu chief
Mahé;rna;pt_ial—éé'vara Kolani Kefavadeva in 1228, tried to annex Vengi to his kingdom.
In order to do this he supported the cause of the Velanaigi Chiefs Kulottuhga
Rajendra Coda and Gofika, who were descendents of Velanati Prthvisvara, killed
in battle. We learn from an inscription that Jesrajaka, the son of Khadgasimha,
who was son of commander-in-chief of the forces of Anaﬁgabh:fma I, arrived in
1230 atdDraksharama. at the head of an armyz. This inscription probably indicates
that Vengi was occupied by the Eastern Gahga armed forces in 1230, Ganapati,
the Kalcati-ya king, extricated himself from the South and dispatched a large

- - - -
army under the command of Induluri Soma Pradhani and Eruva B}ﬁma3. An

1S.1.1. V, No. 1284, pp. 470-471.

ZA. R.S.1L E, 430 of 1893,
S.1.I, IV, No. 1252, pp. 434-435,

3G~. Yazdani (ed), 'Early History of the Deccan' (1960) pp. 606-608.
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inscription of Ganapati dated 1231 A.D. shows that Gapapati conquered Kolanu

in that yearl. Velana‘gi Gonka was defeated by Malyala Hemadri Reddi, a
commander of Ganapati's armed forces, and was forced to retreatz. Kulottuhga
Rajendra C&'ia, another descendent of Velanati Prthviévara, surrendered to Kalapa
Néyakas, who was another commander of Kz_tkat-iya army. Kalapa Nayakawas
rewarded by being appointed governor of Vengi by the Kakatiya king Ganapati.
Thus attempts by Anaﬁgabhi_ma III {o annex V'éflgi' to hig kingdom or to force its

ruler to accept his suzerainty did not succeed.

T.V. Mahalingam has suggested that Anahgabhima I, taking
advantage of the weakness of the Cala king Rﬁjaraja IIT and the chaotic condition
prevalent in his kingdom, invaded the CB}a Idngdom. According to him, the
Eastern Ganga army occupied parts of the CB}a‘ kingdom., His arguments are
based on three inscriptions, dating from 1225 to 1231, which have been

discovered in the Ca}a kingdom.

The first inscripﬁon4 dated in 1225 A.D., belongs to Maravarman
Sundara Pé:ggiya. According to this inscription, the temple managers of the
Srirahgam temple joined with the Oftar, as a result of which the income of the

temple considerably suffered. Mahalingam has suggested that the word Ottar

1Gr. Yazdani (ed), 'Early History of the Deccan' (1960) Note 2, p.608.

®A.R.S.I.E, 283 of 1905,
S.LI IV, No. 1333 p.468,

3S.1.1. VI, No. 602 p.217.
AR.S.IE. 160 of 1899,

43,11, 1V, No. 500 p.140.

A.R.S.L E,, (1892) No.53,
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in the inscription indicates Oddas or the Oriyas. He has further suggested that
7/
the presence of the inscription in the Srirangam temple points to the conquest of

Tanjore-Tiruchirapalli region by the Oriyas. The inscription also suggests that

- 57
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because of the conspiracy between the ten persons responsible for the administration

of the temple and the Ottar, worship in the temple suffered for about 300 days two
years before the date of this inscription. The inscription also suggests that the
ten persons, who were responsible for the running of the temple, collaborated
with the Oftar in collecting paddy from the temple lands and also in various other

ways destroyed the wealth of the temple.

Two other inscriptions dated 1230 and 1235 A, D., mentioning
Anahgabhi_ma III, have been found in the Arulala Perumal temple at Kan ¢ fpuram.
The first inscription is dated in the nineteenth regnal year of Anahgabhima IIIl,
which, as T.V. Mahalingam has suggested, corresponds to 1230 A.D. The
object of this inscription is to record the gift of the village of Udaiyakamam in
Antarudra-Visaya. The latter has been identified with modern Antarodha Eargana
in the Sadar subdivision of the Puri district of Orissa. As the inscription is dated
in regnal years of Ana;hgabh'ima 11, Dr. Mahalingam has suggested that
Anahgabhima IIT was holding on Kan ¢ ipuram in spite of the loss of the Tanjore-
Tiruchirapalli region in 1225. The donor of the above mentioned inscription was
Somaladevi Mahadévi, The donation was made while she was staying at Abhinava-

Varanasi,

1Ep. Ind. XXXI (1956-60) No. 16, pp. 94-102.
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The second inscription is datedl in the twentieth regnal year of the
Cola king Rajaraja ITI, which corresponds to 1285 A.D. The donor is Anahgabhima IIT
himself. Dr. Mahalingam has suggested that Anailgabh:fma IIT lost control over
Kaﬁ'c:fpuram soon after the date of the first inscription, i.e. 1235 A, D, He further
suggested that Anahgabh_ima I was not present in person in 1235 when the grant

was made.

T.V. Mahalingam has -suggested that most probably Anahgabhima III
invaded K?chi_puram at the suggestion of the rebel feudatory Kégiavariya Chieftain
Kopperu‘ﬁjiﬁgaz, who had already imprisoned Rajaraja III. He has tried to
substantiate this suggestion by quoting from Hoysala inscriptions, These two
inscriptions suggest the presence of a Hoysala army in the CB}a country and the 9

occupation by them of Kanicipuram.

3
One of these inscriptions describes the achievement of Hoysala

Narasimha II as follows:-

"His forcible capture of Adiyama, Chera, Pandya, Makara
and the powerful KE,(.iavas, why should I describe?
Describe how he lifted up the Cola brought under his

order the land as far as the Setu and pursuing after

1E‘p. Ind., XXXI (1956-60) No. 16, pp. 94-102.
% hid, p. 97.
3Ep_. Carn. V (1902) Cn. 203.
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the Trikalinga forces, penetrated their train of

elephants displaying unequal valour."
Another inscription2 provides the following details:-

"The king Vira Narasimha determined to make an
expedition of victory in all directions, first went to the
east, and being surrounded uprooted the Magara king,
set up the Cola king, who sought refuge with him and,
having seen (the God) Allalanatha stationed there a
body of Bherundas (probably Bhém{lfia is the name
of a regiment) to uproot the evil, returned and entering
the Ratnaku’fa capital was at peace, Then the body of
the Bherundas, according to his order, remained for
sometime at Kaﬁ'c—ipuram, the remover of the fears of
the world, the worshipful Allalanatha, and marking
both their arms with signs, the servants went forth
and having conquered unequalled hostile forces and
the Vindhya mountains, acquired the renown of a

present day Agastya for the body of Vfra—bh—erulgc}as. "

Neither of these last mentioned inscriptions is dated. T.V.

Mahalingam has, however, on the basis of the contents of these two inscriptions,

1The pursuit of Trikalinga forces by Narasirmha II indicates the possibility of a

battle between the Ioysala and the Eastern Gaiga armies in which the Hoysala
army was victorious.

®Ep. Carn. V (1902) Cn. 211,




suggested that they can be dated to about 1230, In the first inscription mention

is made of the pursuit of Hoysa}a Narasimha IT of the Trikalihgaforces. T.V.
Mahalingam has suggested that the Trikalinga forces mentioned in the inscription
are the Eastern Ganga army. He has suggested that when the Eastern Ganga forces

invaded the Cola kingdom it was driven away from there by Hoysala Narasithha II,

The second Hoysala inscription may imply the occupation of
Kgi‘{o'ipura:m by the Eastern Ganga army. Mahalingam has suggested that when
the Eastern Gahga army invaded the CB!a kingdom it was driven away from there
by Hoysala Narasimha II. The second Hoysala inscription may imply the
occupation of I(E}'ic:_ipuram by the Eastern Gahga army, as it mentions the
restoration of the CB!a king on the throne and the help received by Rajaraja I1I
from Hoysala Narasimha II in getting back his throne. Tt also mentions the
stationing of Ioysalatroops at K'éﬁ’ci_puram for uprooting of the evil doers.
Dr. Mahalingam has suggested that the presence of a _(:;{'1_1_:'3_1’5_9; element at
Kai‘fc}puram, as indicated in the second Hoysal!a inscription refers to the
Trikalinga army., The reason why Dr, Mahalingam proposed this interpretation
is to suggest that the Bherunda troops, after staying at Ka_ﬁ'fci_puram for some time,
would have gone north, conguered the Vindhya mountains and beat the hostile

forces.

According to Dr. Mahalingam, the foreign army indicated in the

above mentioned inscription could have been that of Anafgabhima ITI, which was
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the dugta element at Kancipuram. Dr. Mahalingam has further suggested that

on the basis of the first Hoysala inscription it is not necessary to assume that
Hoysala Vira Narasithainvaded Kalifga itself. What the first Hoysala inscription
suggests is that when the Eastern Ganga army invaded the CB}a kingdom it was

defeated by the Hoysala king Narasimha and was expelled from the CBJ:a country.

Another important indication in favour of the occupation of
Kaﬁ'c_ipuram by the Eastern Gahgas is the fact that the first of the two
inscriptions of Anagabhima Il found at the Arulala Perumal temple at
Kﬁ'ffc—ipuram is dated in the nineteenth regnal year of this king. It can, however,
be argued that the document would have been prepared at Abhinava Varanasi,
the residence of the donor Somaladevi. If the document had been prepared at
the Eastern Ganga court, it would naturally have been dated in regnal years of
Anabgabhima III. In this comnection it is important to note that the village of

Udayikamam in the Antarudra visaya which was donated by Somaladevi was

located in the Puri district of Orissa. If Anahgabhima IT had conquered part
of the CE}a kingdom, then the donated village would probably have been in the
conquered region. Therefore in my opinion Anahgabhima I did not occupy
Kancipuram, Another reason why this inscription was dated in the regnal
reckoning of Anaﬁgabhfma I could be according to Dr. Mahalingam that when
Anahgabhima IT conguered Kéffci_puram, it had no king. This could have happened
at a time, when the CE}a king Rajaraj a Il was a prisoner of his rebel feudatory
Kadavare—lya Chieftain Kopperu'ﬁjiﬁga. This is distssed by D.C. Sircar as too

much of a coincidence.
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To sum up, according to T.V, Mahalingam, the occupation of
Kéﬁcfpuram was of a short duration. Though Anangabhima III lost control
over Kaﬂcfpuram in 1230, as is clearly evident from the two above mentioned
Hoysala inscriptions of Narasimha II, his reverence to the deity of Arulala
Perumal temple continued, as is evident from the second Arulala Perumal temple
inscription, at Kaﬁ’ci—puram. The second inscription is dated in the regnal years
of R&jar:a.ja 11, the CBla king. This, according to Dr. Mahalingam, suggests that
by 1235 Anahgabhima IIT became reconciled with Cola Rajaraja III and accepted

him as undisputed king of the CE}a kingdom.

D.C. Sircar has, however, suggested that Anahgabhima III did not
conquer any part of the CE}a kingdom. at any time. According to him the
inscription of Méggavarman Sundara Pg:glglya dated 1225 A.D. does not refer to
the Oddas or the Oriyas. D.C. Sircar has accepted the interpretation of
Venkatasubba Ayyar regarding the word Ottar, which occurs in the above mentioned
Srirangam inscription. According to them, Ottar does not refer to the Oriyas,
but means 'those who have undertaken to do a thing or given an agreement to the
temple'. Thus, according to D.C. Sircar, the above mentioned inscription does
not in any way refer to an Oriya invasion of the CB}a kingdom. D.C. Sircar
has further pointed out that Hoysala Narasirnha II was at Kancipuram on the

10th March 1229 A.D. 1.

1Ep. Carn, XII (1904) Tp. 42.




A number of inscriptions of Hoysa%a generals dated between 1230
and 1240 A, D. have been found at Kancipuram. An inscription dated 25th February
12301 refers fo the presence of Ammanna at KEﬁ’ci—puram. Another inscription2
belonging to the same year refers to the presence at K—éﬁ'cfpuram of another
Hoysa}a general, named Gopayya. According to D,C. Sircar, the presence of
these Hoysala generals at Kancipuram from 1229 to 1281 A.D. clearly indicates
that the Hoysalas were dominant during this period at Kéﬁ'ci_puram. Therefore,
according to D.C. Sircar, it is very difficult to believe that Anahgabhima ITI
should have occupied Kaﬁ'ci—puram while the Hoysala army was stationed there.
D.C. Sircar has opined that the identification of the _(}BEE element at Kaﬁ'cfpuram

with the army of Anahgabhima ITI, which was uprooted by the Hoysala army, is

ujustified.

D. C. Sircar has further suggested that at places of pilgrimage
relatives and officials of a king sometimes made grants in the regnal reckoning
of their own kings. For example, a Draksharama inscription dated 1128 A.D.
records a donation by one of the queens of Anantavarman CEgagahgaS. If on the
basis of this inscription one would conclude that the Draksharama area formed
a part of the empire of Anantavarman Caglagaﬁga, then it would be wrong. This

is because of the existence of several other inscriptions bearing exactly the same

1A.R. on 8.1.E. (1919) No. 408,
A.R. on 8.L.E. (1919) No. 404,
3S.1.L IV, No. 1194, p.411.
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date, but referring to the second or third regnal year of Vigsnuvardhana. It was

not necessary for a person to visit a distant holy place in order to make a grant

in favour of the deity worshipped there,

D. C. Sircar has pointed out that as V. Venkatasubba Ayyar has
proved Hoysala Narasithha IT assumed the titles "Egtablisher of the CB}a kingdom
and destroyer of the demon Ka—mgiavaraya" after an engagement with Kéglava
Kopperu‘ﬁjinga I in 1224 A.D. Similarly, according to V. Venkatasubba Ayyar,
most of the other achievements of Narasimha II, like that of planting a pillar of
victory at Rameévaram and defeating of Magara and the Pgl_lglya king in 1223-1224
A.D, or before it, D.C. Sircar has therefore suggested that most of the achievements
of Narasimha II referred to by Dr. Mahalingam should be assigned to a date more
than five years before 1230 A.D, He has not, however, been able to throw any
light on the significance of the defeat of the Trikalifiga forces by Hoysala Narasimha II.
Probably this is an empty boast on the part of the court poet of Narasimha II, who
composed this inscription. The date of capture of the Cola king Rajaraja TII by his
rebel feudatory chief Kz—a.c.lavarafya Kopperﬁﬁjiﬁga I has been congidered by Sewell to

have taken place in 1231 A, D. or a little earlier.

T.V. Mahalingam has however suggested that the date of capture of
Rg,jaréja Il is 1230 A.D. He has also suggested that most probably Anaﬁgabhfma I

invaded Kﬁﬁ'ci_puram at that very time. D.C. Sircar has however brought forward




that as the date of inauguration as king of Anailgabhi—ma III is not certain (it could
have been any time between 1211-1213 A, D.), the identification of 1230 with the
19th regnal year of Anailgabh—ima IIT is questionable. Furthermore, in all the
ordinary inscriptions of Anahgabhima T anka years and Saka years have been
used. However, in the two inscriptions of Kaﬁ'ci—puram there is no mention of
;ank_g, years. If, considering the style of dating favoured by all the Eastern Ganga
kings of this period, the date of the first of the two Kancipuram inscriptions, viz.
the year nineteen is referred to in the anka reckoning, then it would correspond to
the 16th regnal year of Anangabhima IIT and to 1227 A.D. Thus, according to
D.C. Sircar, T.V. Mahalingam is on shaky ground in trying to establish an

Oriya invasion of Kaffci_puram. Dr. Mahalingam's suggestion that Anafgabhima ITT
entered in Kéﬁ’ci_puram at exactly the same time when CBla Rajaraja III was in

prison demands too many assumptions and therefore does not seem credible.

In order to invade the Cc_)la kingdom it would have been necessary
for Anahgabhima III to have passed through the Kakatiya territory. The Kakatiyas
under Ganapati were expanding their power towards the South. There is no proof
at all that Anahgabhima IIT ever defeated Ganapati, Thus it seems most unlikely
that Anaﬁgabhfma I invaded the Cala country as is suggested by T.V., Mahalingam.,
Tt has been suggested by D, C. Sircar that Somaladevi Mahadevi, wife of
Anahgabhima TII, was a sister or daughter of the Cal'a king, Raj araja I,

However, her name points to a Kanmnada origin, As it is already known, the




name of a queen of Hoysala Narasiniha II was Somaladevi-.

Hoysala Narasinmha II married one of his daughters to the CB}a king
Raj arz_a,j a ]I[z. It was a well-established custom then throughout South India to
name grandchildren after their grandparents. Therefore, according to D.C. Sircar,
Somaladevi, wife of Anargabhima III, may have been a daughter of Cola Rajaraja III,

by the daughter of Hoysala Narasimha II, through his queen Somaladevi 3

If Anahgabhima I was a son-in-law of Cola Rajaraja III, it is very
unlikely that he should have invaded the CB]:a kingdom. As to the second
inscription of Anangabhima IIT dated 1285 A.D., even if we believe that the king
was present at Ka—ﬁc—ipuram when making this grant, it should be explained in a
different way. Anahgabhima III most probably visited the temple as a pilgrim in

course of his visit to his relative Hoysala Narasirhha II,

Similarly, a Gahadavala inscription dated 1110/11 A.D, is found in
the temple at Ganga:ikoqqacholapuramzi, but it is impossible to believe that the

Gahadvalas should ever have invaded the Cola kingdom,

N. Sastri: The Colas, p.91.

1
2

Sewell, p.135.
3

Ep. Ind, XXXI, (1958-60) p. 99.
“A.R.S.LE., (1908) p. 65.
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Again, if Ana:ﬁgabhi_ma IIT conquered the Tanjore—Tiruchirapaifi!
region of the CB!a kingdom as early as 1225 A. D, and was in possession of
Kancipuram as late as 1230 A.D., then it is astonishing that the court poets of
Anaflgabhi_ma III are completely silent about it., The Nagari Copper Plate of
Ana.ﬁgabhfma T dated 1230-31 A.D. does not mention the conquest of the CSI?,
kingdom by Anahgabhima ITI at all. Furthermore, the evidence of the Nagari
C.P. clearly proves that Anahgabhima ITI was staying in the vicinity of his
capital in 1230 A.D. Therefore, it becomes very difficult to believe that
Anaﬁgabhfma III could have led an expedition into the Cc_)%a kingdom, a distance

of about 1000 miles away, in or around that year.

The inscriptions of his successors are also silent regarding a

possible invasion of the Cola kingdom by him.

Anadgabhima 1T is described as having observed Tulapurus_adgna,

i.e. he got his person weighed against gold or silver, which he then presented to

the Bréhma:glas. According to the Madala Pﬁi‘l'j'i-l and inscriptions (issued by

Anafhgabhima TII as well as his successors) Anahgabhima I dedicated his whole
kingdom to the god Purug&ttama—J agannﬁtha and started regarding himself as a

feudatary of the God and a ruler of the rauta class. As a result of this decision

1Stivc'li:ng*'s Translation, Asiatic Researches, XV, pp. 254-2786,




his successors did not enjoy any formal coronation. It is in this way that the

Eastern Ganga kingdom came to be known as Pumsoﬁama—samrajyal. It is

interesting to note that an inscription of this king dated circa 1219/20 A.D. gives

this king the epithets of paramavaignava, pglramam-éh-ésfvara, paramabhattaraka,

Durgé,-putra, &ri Purugottama putra and Rudra putra., This clearly indicates that

the king worshipped all the above mentioned deities and was regarded as a very holy
monarch by his subjects. One of the reasons of Anahgabhima IIT worshipping so
many deities may have been his desire to please all religious sects of his kingdom.

{op. cit. chapter 8)

According to an inscription of Narasirmha ZE[Z, we learn that
Anahgabhima IOI had a daughter called Candrikadevi, who was married to
Paramadhideva of the Haihaya dynasty. Anahgabhima III's relationship with the

Haihayas seem to have been very good.

Anangabhima ITI was succeeded by his son Narasithha I as king of

the Bastern Ganhga kingdom.

1Ep. Ind, XXX, (1955-58), p.202.
%Ibid., XTI, p.150.
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CHAPTER VII

PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION IN THE EASTERN
GANGA KINGDOM BETWEEN CIRCA 1038-1238 A, D.

We learn from the inscriptions of the Eastern Ganhga kings that there
existed an elaborate administrative machinery. The emperor enjoyed absolute
powers, but ruled with the advice of his ministers, village chiefs and other civilian

and military officers.

There were many officials ruling over different subdivisions of the

Eastern Ganga empire.

The highest division was known as mahamandala (great province or

region), It was ruled by mah;a.rax_laka or mahamanpgdalika, who was responsible for

the administration of several provinces. It seems that the Eastern Kadambas were

hereditary mahﬁm_a;pt_ialikas under the Eastern Gé-ﬁgas. The charters of the

Eastern Kadamba kings indicate that they were hereditary mahamandalikas under

the early kings of the Eastern Gahga dynasty and held the territory of Paﬁcavigzaya.

According to M. Somasekhara Sarmal the term Panca represents a proper name

1The Proceedings of the Indian History Congress, VII Session (1944) pp. 222-228,
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as well as the numeral five. Thus the territory of Pancavisaya had five districts.
These were (i) Korasodaka Pancali (ii) Pugyagiri Pancali, (iii) Devana Pahcali
(iv) Cikhali Pancali (v) Dagha Pancali. These five Pancalis are mentioned in the
grants of the early Eastern Gahga kings. The term Pa}rlcapatras denoting five
ministers finds mention in the mandasal and the Simhipura Copper Plates2 of the

Eastern Kadamba kings. According to M3omasekhara Sarma each vigaya of the

Palicavisaya was administered by a patra or minister, The patras received their
orders from the Eastern Kadamba kings and were loyal to them. The emblem of
the Eastern Kadambas was the matsya or fish, which is found on all their
inscriptions. In some of their own inscripﬁons3 the Eastern Kadamba kings

described the Ganga era as the Ganga-Kadamba era. Presumably this reflected:-

(1) The existence of close links between the Eastern Kadambas and

their Eastern Gahga overlords and

(2) The desire of the Khedi kings (i.e. the kings, whose names ended
in -khedi) to let it be known that they were linked with another family of kings, who

were also known as Kadambas.

.

1y B.O,R.S. XVII (1931) pts. I and II pp. 175-89.
JJ.A H.R,S. XIT (1939-40) pt. I pp. 21-28,
J.A HLR.S. IX (1983-35) pt. I pp. 13-22.

2J LACHLR.S, T (1927-29) pp. 171-~180, edited by Satyanarayana Rajaguru.

3The Mandasa C.P. of Anantavarmadeva, edited by G. Ramdas,
J.B.0.R.S. XVII (1931), pts. II and I, pp. 175-188.
The Simhipura C.P. of Dharmakhedi edited by Satyanarayana Rajaguru,
J.A H.R.S. IIT (1927-29), pp. 171-180.
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The Vizagapatam Copper Plate of Devéndravarman dated Gn. E. 2541

states that this king made grants of several villages to God Dharmegvara (éiva) at
the instance of his maternal uncle Dharmakhedi. Dharmakhedi in this inscription
is not mentioned as an Eastern Kadamba chief. However, as the Eastern Kadambas
used the appellation Khedi, it is possible to conclude that Dharmakhedi of the above
mentioned inscription was an Eastern Kadamba chief. Thus it seems that the
Eastern Kadambas were matrimonially linked with the Eastern Gaflgas. This may
be the reason of the closeness of the link between the two dynasties, which

extended over several hundred years. As stated elsewhere, the Eastern Kadambas
were probably also responsible for starting the worship of Madhukeévara at

Kalinganagara. (op. cit. chapter VIII) The mahama;t}(.ialikas were responsible

to t]_ae king and took their orders from him., They were allowed to circulate their
own coins in the territory they held, Several coins of the Eastern Kadamba kings
have been found which bear the fish emblem, The seal of the Eastern Kadamba
kings contains a fish and an elephant goad. The elephant goad appears on the seal
of most of the Eastern Ganga kings. However, whereas a fish appears on the coins
and seals of the Eastern Kadambas, a bull appears on the coins and seals of the
Eastern Gangas. D.C. Sircar has suggested that the Eastern Kadambas became
feudatories of the évetaka branch of the Eastern Ganga family by 1066 A.D. He
based his conclusion on the study of the Médagréma grantz of Devéendravarman and

Bh—imakhet_ii .

1Ind. Ant, XVIII (1888-89) pp. 143-146, edited by Fleet.
2Ep. Ind., XXXI (1956-60) No.7 , pp. 45-562 edited by R.C. Majumdar.
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Each mahamandala was divided into a number of mandalas or
provinces, A mandalika ruled over a mandala. The Dirghasi inscription of
Vanapati1 describes the latter as a mar.lglalika of Raj araja I. It is interesting to
note that Vanapati claims to have defeated the Cagia, the Utkala and the Odda kings.
Vanapati may have been a general in the army of Raj araja I and may have raided

the CB@a, the Utkala and the Odda kingdoms. Probably because of his services

as a general he was appointed a m51_1§1alika.

A mandala was divided into a number of nadus or vigayas. Each

nagu or vigaya was divided into several hundred of gramas or villages. Nagdu is

found only in the Telugu inscriptions. A gzéma was under a ggémika.

The empire contained nagaras, e.g. Kalihganagara. pagara meant
a great town., TUnder the reign of Anantavarman CE(_jlaga:hga, the Eastern Gahga
capital was transferred from Kalihganagara to another nagara, Nagarakatakam.

Other towns were indicated by pura, e.g. Dantapura,

The mahamandalikas got their orders direct from the king, They

supervised the work of mandala officers.

1Ep. Ind. IV (1896-97) No. 45, pp. 314-18, edited by G.V. Ramamurti.




The mEpgia]ika supervised the work of the officers who were in charge
of the administration of the yigaya. The vigayz_xdhipaﬁ and other officers of the
vigaya were entrusted with the task of supervising the work of administrators at
village level, The villages were the lowest units of the administration. Each

village had a number of officers, like ggg.mika, karana, dal;ldapaéin etc.

Inscriptions of the Eastern Ganga kings do not contain a lengthy list
of officials who served them, Therefore it is not possible to establish the order of
precedence among them, We learn, however, the order of precedence among the
officials of the évetaka Ganga branch of the Eastern Gaﬁga dynasty from an
examination of two undated Copper Plate inscriptions1 of this dynasty. According
to the editors of these two copper-plate inscriptions both of these belong to the
twelfth or the thirteenth century A.D. In my opinion in these two inscriptions the
officials are mentioned in order of their rank. The highest ranking official is
mentioned first, the second highest ranking official is mentioned after him, the
third highest ranking official is mentioned after the second highest ranking official
and so on. The two inscriptions mention these officials in the following order:-

”mahésgmanta, samanta, rajanaka, rajaputra, kuméramatya, uparika,

dandanayaka, vigayapati, gr-émapaﬁ, c-a-u:a and bhata. "

L rhe Ganjam C.P. of Prthvivarmadeva, edited by Kielhorn.
Ep. Ind, IV (1896-97) No. 26, pp. 198-201.
The Madras Museum Plates of ndravarmadeva, edited by R. Subba Rao.
JAH.R. S, IIT (1927-29) pp. 183-188.
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mahasamanta means a great chieftain or a feudatory of higher rank than samanta.

samanta means a subordinate chief or a feudatory lesser in rank than rajan. It may
also mean a minister or the word may be used as a title of a feudatory

ruler of lesser rank than mahasamanta.

rajanaka means a feudatory lesser in rank than rajan. As samanta is mentioned

before rajanaka, it indicates that holders of the title of samanta were
regarded as a higher class of feudatories than the holders of the title

of r'éjanak .

ra,japutra - It originally meant "a prince'. It was also used as a title of princes
and subordinate rulers. Later on however, the word rajaputra became
a title of nobility, specially in modified forms ravata, rauta etc.
Sometimes the word réjamtra was also used in the sense of 'a
r_ﬁjmlt” often explained as a horse-man. In my opinion r5,j aputra
has been mentioned in the two above-mentioned inscriptions to denote

subordinate rulers who were ranked after mahésimanta, samanta

and rajanaka,

lmmarame—xjcxa has been translated in two ways by D.C. Sircar. It could mean an
g.magga (minister) who enjoyed the status of a kumara or prince,

It could also be translated as Tamil pillaigal-tasam, which was an

officers cadre mainly composed of the junior members of the royal
family. In my opinion, in the above mentioned inscriptions the term
kumaramatya denotes an officer of the Eastern Gahga Kingdom who

was a relative of the royal family.
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uparika means a viceroy or a governor of a province. The word according to
D.C. Sircar literally means "one placed at the top." An uparika

“according to D, C. Sircar was appointed by the emperor and he
himself appointed the governor of a district. The holders of the

title of uparika under the svetaka branch of the Eastern Gahgal

appear to be feudatories, who ranked after mahasamanta, samanta,

rajanaka, rajaputra and kumaramatya in the above-mentioned order.

As they appear so much at the bottom in order of precedence, it seems
that the holders of the above-mentioned title were the lowest category

of feudatories.

da:glgianayaka - It may mean a general or a commander of police or armed forces.
In the two above-mentioned inscriptions the holders of the offices of
da:r}(janayaka seem to be important army officers as they are mentioned

before vigayapati.
vigayapati - It indicates that the holder of the office was chief of a visaya or district.

gramapati - It was a term used for the village headman.

cata denoted irregular soldiers.

bhata - It denoted a soldier or more probably a constable.

The Madras Museum Copper Plate of Indravvarmad-éva1 adds another

1y AHLR.S. T (1927-29) pp. 183-188.
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officer after bhata. This is da;t,lc.lapz—lé'i—ka (an official who was in charge of or the

leader of a group of dﬁl}g’likas.) It may also probably mean a policeman.

The inscriptions show that the emperors frequently toured their
empires. They paid great attention to spreading Vedic learning in their empire.
They encouraged construction and repair of temples and donated land to people of
various castes for their maintenance. The Boddapadu Copper Plate1 of Vajrahasta III
records the gift of Avaremga village in the Koluvartani Visaya to the God Jaleévara
of the same village. The gift was made as a bhoga to the God. In 1081 A.D.
Anantavarman Cagiaga:ﬁg‘a donated the village of Chakivadla2 in the Samva district

to the God Rajarajesvara for the continuation of the rites of bali, puja, naivedya

etc. Another charter of Anantavarman CBglaga:t’:lga, dated 1084 A, D. 3, records the
donation of the village Sellada in Rupavartani district or vigaya. The above-mentioned
village was constituted as a devéggahara for offerings and lamps to the goddess
Bhagavatf. The donee Komaracandra was to ensure that the income from the

village was used for the above purpose. According to the charter, the donee was
allowed maintenance for his troubles. Sometimes the king granted land to ensure

the continuance of worship in a particular temple. According to the Madras Museum

Copper Plate of Vajrahasta III4 this king made a grant of a village to five hundred

lgp, Ind, XXIV (1961-62) No. 8, pp. 42-44, edited by G.S. Gai.

2The Vizagapatam C.P, grant,
Ind. Ant. XVIIO (1888-89) No. 178, pp. 161-165, edited by Fleet.

3The Chicacole C.P. of Anantavarman Codagahga
J,A H,R. S, VIII (1933-35) edited by C. Narayana Rao and R. Subba Rao pp. 163-94.

4E}:_). Ind. IX (1907-08) No. 11, edited by Sten Konow, pp. 94-98.
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brahma;t}as and constituted it as devagrahara, The donees were to ensure the

continuance of the rites of bali, caru, naivedya, dipapuja etc. in the temple of the

God KofiSvara. The donees were also required to make the necessary repairs in
the temple without any delay and were to receive two hundred murakas of grain for
carrying out the above-mentioned duties. According to another charter of
Anantavarman Cagagahga, dated 1113 A.D. 1, the king donated the village of Khonna
to three hundred brahmanas,who were devoted to the religious rites of conducting

sacrifices, studying and teaching of the Vedas and giving and accepting donations.

It appears that the Eastern Ganga kings exempted some of their donees
from payment of taxes, while others, had to pay reduced taxes on land received
from the king, For example, in 1077 A, D. Réjaraja 1 donated the village of
Kodila2 in Varahavartani vigaya to three hundred brahmanas, who belonged to the
Atreyagotra. The record does not mention the creation of a tax~free holding.

The donees, therefore, appear to have been liable to paying tax for their holdings.

Another record of R&jaraja 13 dated 1077 A.D. records the gift of
the village of Brhatkodila in the district of Varahavartani, The gift is stated to

have been made gama—gzasa. Neither of these two records refer to the creation

1The Korni C.P. of Anantavarman Codagahga of 1113 A. D.
J.A.H.R.S. I (1926-27) edited by @.V. Sitapati, pp. 106-120.

2The Galavalli C.P. of Rajaraja I, edited by D.C. Sircar.
Ep. Ind., XXXI (1956-60) No. 24, pp. 187-196,

3'I‘he Chicacole C.P. of Rajaraja I, edited by C. Narayana Rao and R. Subba Rao.
J.A.H.R,S., VIII (1933-35) pp. 163-94).
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of a freehold out of the land. This is probably why the expression gr;ma—gr;sa
instead of the well-known agzahs.ra has been used to indicate the nature of the
holding under Vasudevadarman and Narayalgaéarman, the two donees who received
the charter from Raj ara.ja 1. The absence of imprecatory and benedictory verses
in both the charters seems to be an indication that neither of the two records

implied the grant of a freehold.

. o - 1
Anangabhima III made several grants to brahmanas . Thus on 23rd

February 1230 A.D. he granted twenty Vai.:fs of land at Purayagr;tma in the Sailo

- 4 —_ -
district to a brahmana named Safikarshapanandadarman, a student of the Kanva

branch of Yajurveda. The grant was a permanent one including freedom from taxes.
It was made by the king on the occasion of a dana Sé-gara performed by him according
to the recommendations of the Mahabharata. In comnection with a number of other

grants made according to the recommendations of the Vamana Purana, Anahgabhima I

granted a large village, covering thirty Vatis of land, to the same donee. It is

interesting to note that the king granted to the donee twenty Vatjfs of cornland in

the Pural.lag‘ra_ma and ten Vaﬁs of homestead land in another village called

J ayanagaragrgma.

Both of these villages were situated in Sailo visaya. The second

grant also was a permanent revenue free gift.

1The Nagari C.P. of 1230-31 A.D. edited by D, C. Sircar
Ep. Ind, XXVII (1952-58) No, 40, pp. 235-58,
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On 21st November 1230 A.D. Anahgabhima ITT granted eighteen
vaffs of land to another brahmana named Diksita RudrapaniSarman. On 26th
December 1230 A, C. Anangabhima III granted five Eégi—_s of land in Pural,lagrama
to the Ahitagni brahmana Soma-palagarman of the Rathitara gotra, Soon afterwards
I;ing Anaflgabh_ima I, on the occasion of the installation of the God Puru.sottamandt-ava
granted two vatis of land in the Puranagrama village to the brahmana . Acarya
Chandrakaradarman of the KaSyapa gotra, These grants were permanent revenue-
free grants and all the recipients were students of the Kgu.lva branch of the
Yajurveda. Anahgabhima III made another grant of five x_ré"u:g of land in Puranagrama .
in the same year on another occasion to  brahmana .'Acarya KayadiSarman, who

also was a student of the KE_).I.IV& branch of the Yajurveda, Some other brahmanas,

who were rtviks and students of the Rigveda and other Vedas, shared the grant
with the donees. The above mentioned grant was made as a part of the

Hiranyagarbha—mahadana ceremony. It is stated in the record that out of the five

vajis of land the Acarya was to receive three vajis and the remaining two vafis

were to be given to the rtviks. The above mentioned grant also was a permanent

revenue~free grant.

On the 5th of January 1281 Anangabhima III granted four y_ép'__s and
eight m_ﬁw of land, covered with barley, wheat and sugarcane, to the brEhmaI'la
Devadharaéarman, who was a student of K—él.wa branch of the Yajurveda and the
Kauthuma_l branch of the:SEmave@_,. The land which the donee received was situated

in the village of Vilﬁsapuragrﬁma in the Kuddinda district. The grant was a




-f l{‘ 9
permanently revenue-free grant. 4 % 8

We learn from the above-mentioned records that the Eastern Ggﬁga
kings made grants for the upkeep of témples. We also learn that they made grants
to some brahmaz}as who were students of the Vedas. Probably their purpose in
making these grants to students of Vedas was to encourage the learning of Vedas

among the brahmanas.

The kings granted land to people of all castes. The Peddabamidi
Copper Plate dated 1060 A.D. 1 and the Ganjam Copper Plate dated 1068 A.D. 2
of Vajrahasta III record grants made to persons who are described as veéza—

valhéadbhava, which seems to be a mistake for Vaiéya—varhs'odbhava. The two

charters indicate that Vaiéyas were important during the reign of Vajrahasta III,

The donees in both the charters received their grant for valour. In the Arsavalli
Copper 13'1ate3 of Vajrahasta IIl dated 1068 A.D. the donees are Kayasthas and éﬁdras.
Sometimes the Eastern Gahga kings donated villages, hamlets or land to their
relatives. According to the Vizagapatam Copper Plate of Anantavarman CBt'iaganga
dated 1135/36 A. D.4 he granted the village of éumugia along with the hamlet named
Tittilingi in the Sammaga Vigaya to C'ét.iaga:hga, who was the son of Perm&tjiréja

and Mahkama Devi. We know from several other records5 that the donee of this

1Ep. Ind, XXXI (1956-60) No. 40, pp. 305-308, edited by R.C. Majumdar.

2E . Ind, XXTII (1935-36) edited by R, C. Majumdar, No, 11, pp. 94-98,
Ihid, XXXII (1959-62) No. 37, pp. 310-316, edited by &.S. Gai.

:Ind. Ant. XVIII (1888-89) No. 180, pp. 172-180, edited by Fleet.
Ep. Ind, XXX (1955-58) No. 18, pp. 90-94.

S.I.I, V, No. 1015, p. 387
Ibid ’ NO. 1019, D. 388
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charter was a relative of Anantavarman Cagagahga. Sometimes rich subjects or
officers of the king purchased a village and made a gift of it. According to the
Chikkalavalasa C.P. of Vajrahasta ITT dated 1059 A.D., Mallaya Sregthin received
the village of Kuddam from Vajrahasta III. The charter does not describe the

village as a rent-free gift. The expression sarvva-pida-vivarjitam in the charter—

indicates that the donee enjoyed certain privileges, i.e. freedom from all kinds

of burdens, which, however, did not include freedom from the payment of rent.
The donee obtained the village from the king for the purpose of donating the major
part of it as an agrahara to three hundred brahmanas. Mallaya éré'sﬂﬁn reserved
for himself only a small part of the village and agreed to pay annual rent in both
cash and grains. The rent, payable to the king, had to be paid at the rate of one
hundred lnu_ré_s_ of paddy and eight madas, which seems to be a concessional rate
of payment of rent. Probably the determination of the concessional rate depended
on such factors as the size of the revenue from a village, the degree of the kings
willingness to suffer loss of revenue income in lieu of religious merit, the amount
of the purchase money received by the king for the creation of an agrahira from

the donors or a-third party eager to perform a meritorious deed.

According to the Alagum inscription of Anantavarman Cagiaga:hgaz
dated 1141 A, D., K-émﬁrr}gﬁ purchased with his own money a hala of land in the

village of Algwhma in the Ramafga district. The donee then made it an endowment

lEp. Ind, XXXII (1960-63) p. 141 line 43,

ZEB. Ind. XXIX (1953-57) No, 6, pp. 44-48,
edited by D. C. Sircar and 8. Ratha Sarma.




in favour of the matha of the god GaratteSvaradeva. The grant was in the first

place intended to provide food for an ascetic probably living in the matha and,

in the second place, three pravartas of paddy were allotted for providing naivedya
or the daily ceremonial offering to the god Garattesvaradeva. In addition to the
land granted, the donor deposited a sum of money with local authorities (probably
superintendents of the temple) for providing an akhangda lamp in honour of

Garattedvaradeva in the temple of that same god.

In the Bhubaneshyar inscription of Pramagi dated 1142 A, D. ! it is
stated that inhabitants of the village of Nagarbha in the Pairnda district, headed by

the Qradhéni, received five méglas of gold for a perpetual lamp from Pramac.ii.

The inscription then says that the villagers receiving the money had to pay interest
at the rate of one quarter per month. One quarter per month, according to

D, C, Sirecar, seems to indicate a quarter of the standard measure of oil or
purified butter required for feeding the perpetual lamp for the provision of which

the endowment was made.

We know from one of the Puri inscriptions of Anantavarman
- . 2
Codaganga  that it was possible for a person's descendent to free himself from

the obligation of feeding a perpetual lamp. According to this record some gold

1Ep. Ind. XXX (1955-58) No. 18, pp. 90-94, edited by D.C. Sirecar.
2Ep. Ind, XXXTI1I (1960-63) No. 35, pp. 180-185, edited by D.C. Sircar.
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coins were deposited by three people for a chh:—a,za—di-pa with Sadhu Bhimadeva
(2 person, who seems to be of mercantile community), Rudra and Hari. The
responsibility of Bhimadeva and his two colleagues was to supply oil for the
perpetual lamp in lieu of the interest of the gold deposited with them, The
inscription then goes on to say that Bhimadeva's son Nana arranged for the
discharge of his obligation. This seems to indicate that, probably after the
death of Bhimadeva, his son Nana refunded the deposit and thereby freed himself
from the obligation of supplying oil for the perpetual lamp. The inscription goes
on to indicate that on the termination of the old endowment another endowment was
created by depositing the same gold with another person named Jivanta éré_st;vhi_n
who was required to provide two hundred measures of oil every month to god

Markandesvara.

It was customary for military officers or important subjects of the
Eastern Ganga kingdom to make grants of land to temples for various purposes.
In an inscription dated 26th June 1225 A, D, ! it is stated that Suru Senépaﬁ made
a grant of three vatis of land in favour of Purugottama Jagannatha for making
provision for the offering of naivedya of milk, clarified butter, rice and curds.
It is stated that the grant was made with an offering of bhoga, which consisted
of clarified butter, curry (y_zaﬂjana), curds and betel leaf. Another charter dated

5th January 1237 A.D. 2 records a grant in favour of Purugottama J agannatha for

1The Puri inscriptions of Anangabhima IIl, edited by D.C. Sircar.

Ep, Ind. XXX (1955-58) No. 34, pp. 197-203. 1st inscription.
2Ibiol - Inscription humber 2 of the Puri inscriptions of Anangabhima Iil.




making provision for offerings to the deity, This grant also was made with
clarified butter, curry, curds and betel leaf. Another charter dated 3rd February
1237 A.D. t states that grants of two géﬁg of land were made in favour of god
Purusottama J agammatha for making provision for offerings to the deity. Thus it
seems that it was the custom to offer land to the god for making provision for
naivedya formally with an offering of bhoga consisting of clarified butter, curry,

curds and betel leaf.

Another inscription of Suru Senagati dated 12th January 123’72 records
a gift of 13 vai of land. Suru Senagati donated one géﬂ of land for the provision of
supply of one I\.iﬁg_m (probably the same as mapa, which is equal to 40 seers or
82 pounds) of rice (possibly per day) to the deity. This grant, too, was made with
clarified butter, curds, curry and betel leaf. The second piece of land was
dedicated to the same god and was granted for making provision for the supply

of ten bundles (hala) of fragrant flowers, probably per day.

High officers of the Eastern Ganga kingdom also donated land for
the purpose of maintenance and upkeep of temples. According to an inscription,

Govinda Senapati® is stated to have carried out jirnnodhara, i.e. restoration, of

1’I‘he Puri inscriptions of Anangabhima ITI, edited by D.C. Sircar,

Ep. Ind. XXX (1955-58) No. 34, pp. 197-203. 3rd inscription.
2 - -
Ibid, Inscription number 4 of the Puri inscriptions of Anangabhima IIT.

3Ep. Ind. XXX (1955-58) No. 5, pp. 17-23, edited by D.C. Sircar.
BhuvanedWar inscription of Anaigabhima TiI.




the Liflgaraja temple at Bhuvaneévara. He is stated to have donated five v_&ﬁ_s of
land for making provision for sweeping the mandapa three times a day, white-
washing its walls once a year and repairing the roof of the temple once in every
twelve years. Of the five v_agi:s_ of land two were allotted to the kumbhakara
(potter) for repairing the roof, two to the chﬁrpakara (lime-washer) for white-

washing and one to the sweeper.

It was normal practice that the king, while making gifts of land,
always assembled all the ministers, chiefs of villages and important subjects and
made them aware of the nature of his grants and ordered them to observe his
orders. He also informed the assembly that the donees should be allowed to
enjoy his rights without any obstacles. He also appointed executors or E.jﬁapaﬁs

to see that his instructions were carried out.

The boundaries of the village or hamlet or land, which was donated,
were clearly defined in most of the charters in order to prevent occurrence of
disputes. We learn from an inscription of Anailgabhi'ma IO dated 1230 A.D. 1
that there was a dispute between two villages concerning the ownership of a

flower garden. We also learn about the way the dispute was settled by Anaflgahhi—ma

IIT and his officers.

1S L1 V, No. 1290, pp. 472-73.
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We learn from the inscription that Anaﬁgabhi-ma I, Narasimha
Ramesvara Andari, the priest of the temple of Madhuke&vara of Kalihganagara,
Vaignavas of Tirupati, government officers and N;a.yaks of Kalinga settled a
—_—
boundary dispute between the two villages of Ponnadiya and Bomtalakot'a after
visiting the disputed site and examining the concerned inscriptions of both
villages. They found that the disputed flower garden belonged to the village of
Ponnagiya. They fixed the boundaries by setting up stones and resolved that in case
the villagers of Bomtalakota disputed the boundary limits or harmed the interests
of villagers of Ponnadiya or removed the gardens, all their properties would be
confiscated and they would be exiled and deprived of their livelihood. They were
also threatened with social excommunication. The villagers of Bomtalako‘ga swore
to observe the above-mentioned order by the king and God Jagannatha, We learn
from this inscription that the king personally visited the site which was under
dispute. The king on such occasions was accompanied by important religious
leaders as well as military and government officers. The king could require the
guilty party to keep the peace on pain of social excommunication, confiscation of
wealth and deprivation of livelihood. The guilty party was required to swear by
the king and god to keep the peace. A Sirhhachalam temple inscription dated
1221 A. D, . records the gift of a perpetual lamp to god Narasimha by Cat_iagailga, 11,
son of Anantavarman Atthasadeva. This inscription indicates that a collateral

branch of the royal family descended from Caglaga:r'lga’s was ruling as feudatories

in Kalinga subject to the control of the imperial dynasty.

.11 v, No. 1194, p. 436.
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According to Wilson™ one vati of land was equal to 20 manas. A

mana is described to be the same as bigha and is stated to be equal to 25 gupthas

vni—

at Cuttack. In some places a guntha is equal to the fortieth part of an acre or

121 square yards. A gm}‘gha is stated to be equal to sixteen biswas. A biswa

is said to be varying areas of v_ati_ prevalent in different parts of the country.

There may have been a difference between the area of a V_Etﬁ at the present day

and that recognized by the Eastern Ganga kings in the thirteenth century. According
to an Oriya dic‘cionary2 a _11_1_5_1,& is equivalent to one acre of land and a vafi as equal
to twenty acres of land. We learn from Alapur C,P. of Narasimha II3 that during
his reign one vati of land was equal to twenty manas and one mana of land was

equal to twenty-five gunthas. This may have been the case throughout the period

under study.

On 21st November 1230 A, D, Anahgabhima Il granted eighteen
1:‘_'} of land, which is referred to as go-carman. Probably go-carman originally
indicated an area of land, which was covered by the hides of cows slaughtered in
a sacrifice and was granted to the priests as sacrificial fee. According to
Nilakantha's commentary on Mahabharatafl a go-carman indicated a piece of land

large enough to be encompassed by straps of leather from a single cow's hide,

Glossary of Judicial and Revenue Terms.,
Pramoda Abhidhana (published in 1942).
Ep. Ind, XXVIII (1952-58) No. 40, note 1.
Vahgavasi edition, I, 30, 23.
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The Parﬁéara—Salphital and B;-haspati—Samhitaz suggest that gocarman is that

area of land, where a thousand cows could freely graze in company of a hundred
bulls. According to the Visnu Sar;lhit£3 ,» gocarman was that area of land which,

with its produce, was sufficient to maintain a person for a whole year. éﬁtﬁtapaé‘

and B]_:haspati5 San}hitﬁs indicate that gocarman was ten times nivartana, which

was the area of 300 x 300 square cubits (about 42 acres).

However, the area of nivartana is also not the same with different
writers. A variant reading of Brhaspati text refers to nivartana as one tenth of
the gocarman 6. The area of a gocarman, according to this reading, would be
210 x 210 square cubits (about 2% acres). According to Bha,SkaI‘-é.C{;rya'S'?

Lilavati a nivartana is 200 x 200 square cubits (about 2 acres), Nivartana is

240 x 240 square cubits (about 3 acres), according to Kauﬁlyas. However,

. . 9., . .
according to its commentator” it is only 120 square cubits (about £ acre).

Calcutta edition, XTI, 43.

pO

Vahgavasi edition, verse 9.

Lo

Vahgavasi edition, V, 179.

i

Vahgavasi edition.

o

Loc. cit, verse 8.

=2)

Vijﬁaneévara's commentary on the Ye-tj“ﬁava]kya - Smriti, I, 210.
Calcutta edition, I, 6.

Successors of the Satavahanas p. 330 note

O, 0w ~

Bharata-Kaumudi, pt. II, pp. 943-948.
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These differences mainly arose because of varying length of the

cubit and the measuring rod in different parts of the country. As eighteen vg.fa:fs

of land is a large area, the gocarman mentioned in the above record seems to be
that which has been suggested by Parasara. Hala (plough) was also used for

measuvring land. Its exact measurement is not known,

o, 1
Karanka was used for measuring liquid. It was a small pot made

of coconut-shell, How much liquid it could contain is not known to us.

2
Muraka ~ was used for measuring of grain. Its exact measurement

is not known.

Pravartasswas used for measuring grain, Its exact measurement
is also not known to us. It has been suggested by D.C. Sircar that it was equivalent

to the present Oriya pauti, which is equal to ten maunds.

We learn from the Madala padiji 4 that Anafigabhima Il ordered the

measurement of the whole of the land within his kingdom. We learn that Damodar

lgp. Ind, XXX (1956-58) p. 8.

2The Madras Museum Plates of Vajrahasta IiI
Ep. Ind. IX (1907-08) No. 11, pp. 94-98, edited by Sten Konow.

SEp. Ind. XXIX (1953-57) No. 60, pp. 44-48.
The Alagum inscription of Anantavarman Codagaiga edited by D. C. Sircar.

4Asiaj:ic Researches XV (1825 pp. 254~-275,




Bar Panda and Isan Painaik, two of the principal ministers, were entrusted with
this task, They came to the conclusion that the whole kingdom measured
62,28, 000 batti or vafi. The measurement was carried out with the rods called

Nal and Padekh. After deducting 14, 80, 000 vé:ci_s, which were occupied by sites

of hills, beds of ditches, towns and land irreclaimably wasted, 47,48,000 vafis
of cultivable land was left. Out of this quantity 24, 30, 000 vaiis were reserved
as the emperor's royal domain. The chronicle further states that the remainder
of the land was assigned by the king for support of his chiefs, armies, officers of
state, brélmal}as, elephants etc. This can not be accepted as true because, the

peasants have not been assigned any land.

According to Hunter, after 1182 A, D, the empire of the Eastern

Gangas had three distinct tracts. The first tract was the central region, which
was two hundred miles long by one hundred and twenty miles wide or twenty-four
thousand square miles. This region roughly corresponded to the British province
of Orissa. The exact area of the central tract, according to Hunter, was 23, 907
square miles. The second tract was the narrow strip between the sea on one side
and the mountains on the other, i.e. the area South of Chilka lake up to the river
Godavari. This area was three hundred miles long with an average of forty miles
in width and an area of twelve thousand square miles. The third region consisted
of the modern district of Midnapore and had the area of thirty-five hundred square
miles. According to Hunter, from 1132 A, D, the Eastern Garga empire had an

1
area of 39,407 square miles. According to H.K. Mahtab , land revenue was

1Histo::‘y of Orissa, p. 82,
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collected at one sixth part of the gross produce. Besides this, according to
R. Subba Raol, the king also obtained revenue from court fees and fines, customs
dues and tolls, taxes on mines and forests, gifts and presents, tributes from
feudatories and monopolies of salt, betel and alcoholic drinks. There does not
seem to be any evidence that there was any government monopoly of salt, betel
and alcoholic drinks. An inscx';'l};)‘cion:2 of the time of Anantavarman Cagiagaiiga

a
records a gift made by/lavapakaradhikari. In my opinion this officer was in charge

of collection of tax on the sale of salt and was not entrusted with the task of running

the monopolist government salt department.

According to the Madala Paiji, Anahgabhima I had an annual revenue

of 3,500000 marhas of gold. The marha is an Oriya weight equal to one fourth of

a karisha. Four marha = one karisha and one karisha = one tola. Thus annual
revenue during the reign of Anailgabhfma I was 875, 000 tolas of gold. Besides
that Anailgabhfma is also said to have claimed that as a result of his conquests

his treasury contained 1, 00000 tolas of gold and jewels worth 197, 000 tolas of

gold. Thus it seems that the Eastern Ganga kings collected vast sums in revenue
and in booty, According to Hunter, the Eastern Ganga dynasty collected £435000

per year in revenue from the 24000 square miles of Orissa proper.

1S6V6nth Oriental Conference pp. 521-527,
28.1.1. V, No. 1035, p. 392.




According to R. Subba Rao, the king spent his money on four kind
of expenses. Firstly he spent money on administration, i.e. on army, police,
civil service etc. Secondly he spent money on religion and learning, i.e. donations
to temples and scholars. Thirdly he spent money on public works, i.e. construction
of palaces, roads, tanks, irrigation works etc. Fourthly he spent money on his own

household, i.e. the Royal Household expenditure.

According to the Madala Panji. , Ananhgabhima TIT had 3, 00, 000 paiks
or footmen., Probably these were bhatas or irregular soldiers. However, his army
according to the Madala Péﬁji ordinarily congisted of 50, 000 regular soldiers,

10, 000 horsemen and 2, 500 elephants.

There are a few Eastern Ganga records, which speak of land grants
being made to ng,zaka , who were military chiefs, According to Dr. K.K. GOpall
the 'n—azakas probably received these grants as remuneration for their military
duties or as assignments with military obligations. Vajrahasta I]:[2 in one of his
charters is stated to have granted a village to Ganapati i{gﬁl@, who in absence

of any reference to his gotra and pravara appears to have been a non-brahmin.

Perhaps Ganapati mayaka was ohe of Vajrahasta III's military officers.

1Feudalism in Northern India (c. 700-1200 A.D.). Unpublished thesis London
University (1962). ,,80-81,

?A.R.8.LE, (1926-27) No. 648, pp. 19-22.
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From an inscription of Anaﬁgabﬂma I we learn about the occupations

of the artisans who lived in a small town of thirty vaﬁs in Saild Visaya. There was

a perfumer, a dealer or worker in conch shells, a splitter of wood atakara , a
goldsmith and a brazier or worker in bellmetal. Besides these, the township also
contained betel sellers (tambﬁlika), a florist, the maker of or dealer in sugar, the

oilmen, the potters, the fishermen, a barber, some craftsmen and a washerman.

In the Eastern Ganga kingdom cowries were used for the purchase of
goods and services. curni and 'puerI.la were measurements used for measuring

., 1 . . -
cowries . The word curni usually connotes a hundred cowries. The purana was

the old silver kargapana, usually regarded as equal to 1280 cowries. However,

according to Oriya dictionaries both the words cirr_l{ and pural'la are regarded

as kahzu.la (or sanskrit karsapénga), which was equal to 1280 cowrie-shells.

There is no doubt that the words a hundred cﬁrpi—s added by five

_ have been used
puranas/in the above mentioned sense in the above mentioned record+ This is

clearly suggested as the amount given in words as "a hundred curnis and five

pur-a-r_las" is separately mentioned in figures as pu 105, i.e. 105 pura{las. Thus

the amount granted was 105 curpis, purapas or kahanas, which were equivalent to

134,400 cowrie-shells, According to R. Subba Rao, various kinds of coins are

mentioned in the inscriptions of the Eastern Gahga kings. These are .madas,

1The Alaguwminscriptions of Anantavarman Cagiagailga edited by D.C. Sircar.
Ep. Ind. XXIX (1953-57) No. 6, pp. 44-48,
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Ganda maglas, Malla m:;,glas, Matsya maglas, Ganga m;g,glas, Chirguana, ma_u_ias,

Padmavidhiganda mﬁgias, Kulottunga méJdas, Chinams, TFanams, gold tanakas,

silver tanakas, Sasukani tanakas. Jewels and precious stones were granted by

pious people to gods and learned brahmar_;as . In the Madal3 Pz_xﬁji' king Anaflgabh_ima
I declared his annual revenue as 3,500000 marhas of gold. The Marha of

Madal® Panji seems to be the same as madas of Eastern Gahga and Kadamba

inscriptions. In the Eastern Ganga kingdom gold coins of Eastern Gahgas, Eastern
Kadambas as well as 8dd coins of neighbouring kingdoms like the CBLa and the
Eastern Cé.‘[ukyas were used. According to R. Subba Rao the gold coins of the
Eastern Gangas and the Eastern Kadambas looked like brinjal seeds and are

therefore nowadays known as Vanga Parakalu. Most of these gold coins have

been discovered in places like Kalihgapa{:tpnam, Mukhalihgam, Dantapuram and

Santa Bommali. These coins are also called Ganga fanams or Matsya fanams or

Sirmmha fanams according to the emblems they possess. A number of inscriptions
belonging to the reign of Anantavarman Cadagangal refer to a certain Sﬁraparaju,
who gave thirty-five cows for a perpetual lamp in the name of his elder brother and
for the merit of his parents. We learn from another inscription of the time of
Anantavarman C—o,ds.-),g,fanga2 that a lady called Vinjané, who was the gugiis-éni,

made a gift of five ﬁé_ﬁiﬁ to the temple of N—ilaka:g@eévara for burning a perpetual
lamp. The exact value of a I_n:zi@ is not known. However, since thirty-five cows

were given for burning one lamp it is probable that one gold mﬁc_ia represented the

1A R.S.LE. (1926-27) Nos. 664, 666 and 676, pp. 19-22.
21bid No. 673.
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same order of value as seven cows. Also these coins, according to R. Subba Raol,

are known as puja chihnams, This indicates that they were used for offerings to

gods and brahmal}as -According to R. Subba Rao, the Eastern Gangas used four

different types of gold coing, viz. fanams, half-fanams, quarter fanams and

one eighth of a fanam. Probably the fanam was the same as magias of inscriptions

and _marh-é of Madala Pai‘{jf .

It is interesting to note that the weight of coins of the same
denomination varied. Thus in the British Museum there are Eastern Ganga

golden magas of .50, .48 and .43 grams. The average weight of their heaviest

coin, which is fanam or _niad_._e_t_, is .48 grams and several coins of this weight are
preserved in the British Museum. It is difficult to say what the weight of half a
fanam was as I have not seen any half fanams so far. Perhaps a golden half fanam
weighed between .23 to .25 grams., Two quarter golden fanams are also preserved
in the British Museum. They both weigh .10 of a gram, There are also half a
dozen of coins, which weigh between .04 and .06 grams. In fact their average
weight is .05 grams. In my opinion their value is one eighth of a fanam. Similarly
the Eastern Kadamba coins, i.e. the coins, which carry Eastern Kadamba symbols,
are also of the same denomination as the Eastern Gahga coins. The weight of the
Eastern Kadamba coins of the same denomination also varies. One of the reasons
why the coins of Eastern Ganga and Eastern Kadamba kings differed in weight may be

because they were issued by different kings.

1 AH.R.S.V (1920-31) p. 24s.
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The Eastern Ganga coins have a Sivalihgam, a recumbent bull, a
conch and a crescent struck on them. These coins remind us of the Eastern Ganga
kings' adherence to the Saivite faith before Anantavarman Caglaganga became a

Vaisnava. The conch is a reminder of the gift of Gokarpasvami to the founder of

the Eastern Ganga dynasty.

According to R. Subba Rao the gold used in these coins was probably
imported from Rome, He has based his identification because of presence on these
coins of scales, which he identifies as Roman scales, in addition nothing is known
of trade with Rome in this period. I disagree with him completely. The scale on
these coins could be any type of scale and not the Roman scale. The gold, of which
these coins were minted, could have been mined in India and various symbols may
have been engraved on it in the mint of the Eastern Gahga kings. It is also unlikely

that there should have been relations with Rome in this period.

According to C.R. Choudhryl more than a dozen Eastern Ganga coins
were discovered, which had small gold loops attached to them. The aim probably
was to thread the coins together to form a necklace. It is interesting to note that
an Eastern Ganga coin has been found at the ancient site of Tamralipti, modern

Tamluk, in the Midnapore district of West Bengalz. The coin is interesting because

13.N.8.1, XXX1, . T6.
25, N.S.1. XXXI, p. 7.




s
(g
&t

of its presence in the Midnapore district of West Bengal. The coin may be regarded
as another evidence of the campaigns carried out by Anantavarman C—o_dagailga in
this area during the Pala Sena period. We already know from the inscription of
successors of Anantavarman Codaganga that he conquered Mandara. We also know
that Vijayasena claimed in his inscriptions to have defeated Raghava, the Eastern
Gahga king. The presence of this coin clearly confirms the epigraphic evidence
that for some time the Eastern Gangas ruled over Mandara till the territory was
conquered by Vijayaséna. Some of the Eastern Ganga coins also contain the regnal years -

of the issuing king,




CHAPTER VI

RELIGION IN THE EASTERN GANGA KINGDOM BETWEEN 1038-1238 A.D,

The seals of the Copper Plate grants of Vajrahasta III and Rajaraja I
show the figures of bull, conch, elephant goad, trident, crescent, battle axe, staff
and drum. Most of these symbols indicate that these kings were worshippers of
Siva. As stated elsewhere the presence of the conch on the seals is a reminder
of the gift made by Gokarl.lasv:_a'mi to the founder of the dynasty. The existence of
Gokarpasvami on Mahendragiri, Madhukesvara, Bhimedvara and SomeSvara at
Mukhalinganm and other gods in lifiga form and with suitable temples all over the
Eastern Gahga empire would suggest that phallic worship standing for creative
energy or ég;g was highly popular among early Eastern Ganga kings till
Cagagailga's conversion to Vaignavism. The Vizagapatam Copper Plate of
Anantavarman Cagagaﬁga dated 1081 A.D. refers to a éaivite temple, named
after the Eastern Gahga king Rajaraja I and called Rajarajefvara. The temple
was situated in Rengujed, a village in the Ganjam district., Probably Anantavarman
Codagafiga constructed the temple in imitation of the Rajarajesvara temple at
Tanjore, built by the Cola emperor Rajaraja. This seems to be an imitation of
the CB}a custom to build temples named after a deceased king, implying perhaps

some form of apotheosis.
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From the above mentioned facts we learn that temples built for Siva
and large endowments were made by the king, his officers and his wealthy subjects.
This lead to spread of Brahmanical Hinduism and traces of Jainism and Buddhism,

which flourished at an earlier period, disappeared.

Before his conversion to Vaignavaism Codagahga and his wives made

grants to éa,ivite temples inside as well as outside his kingdom., Thus Cac_iamahadevil,

who was one of the wives of Anantavarman Codagahga, granted some Kulottuiga magas

for a perpetual lamp in the temple of God Bhimesa of Draksharama.

After Anantavarman Codagahga's conversion to Vaisnavism his
inscriptions are found in Vaigpavite temples as well. Several of his inscriptions
have been found in the Sreekurmam and Puri temples. Most of the inscriptions of
the reign of Kg,ma,mava VII are in the Vignu temples at Sreelcurmamz. However,
according to an inscription3 a wife of Kamarpava VII made a gift of land for the
burning of perpetual lamps to God Madhukesvara. This shows that, though after
Anantavarman Caﬁiagaﬁga?s conversion to Vaignavism his successors worshipped
Visnu, worship of Siva was not entirely neglected. Another inscription records

the gift of five madas to God Aniyankabhimesvara in 1147 A. p.*

IV, No. 1052, p. 348.

S.1.I. V, No. 1323, p. 482,
LE
v
v

A.R.S. . (1896) No. 384.
No, 1047, pp. 394-395.
No. 1147, p. 418.
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Several inscriptions of Raghava's reign have been found in Sreekurmam
1 . -
temple . Two of his 3‘.nsa::ri1;>’cions2 have also been found in the Lingaraja temple at
Bhuwinesh#ar, This shows that in the reign of Raghava as in that of Kémérl_lava VI

Visnu and Siva worship continued to flourish.

Four ingseriptions of the reign of R_ajaraja II are found in various
! L.
Saivite temples at 1VIukhaliI'1gam3 and two are found in the Sreékurmam temp1e4.

This again shows that though the royal dynasty professed Vaisnavite creed, they

and their subjects did not ignore the worship of Siva. Thus Svapnedvaradeva,

the brother-in-law of Rij ara:ja I, built the temple of Mégh-éévaras or éiva during
the reign of Anahgabhima II. Two inscriptions of the reign of Anaﬁgabhfma II have
been found in the Krt:t:lvésasG temple at Bhuwaneshwar, which shows that worship

of Siva and Visnu was equally popular.

Two stone inscriptions of the time of Réjaraja 11T have been found

1S.I.I. V, No. 1330, p. 484,

Ibid, No. 1331, p. 484.
Ibid, No. 1340, p. 487.
Ibid, No, 1341, p. 487,
Ibid, No. 1336, p. 486.

2The Bhuvanest¥r inscriptions of Raghava, edited by D.C. Sircar,
Ep. Tnd., XXX (1955-58) No. 28, pp. 158-161,

38.1.1. V, No. 1113, p. 410,

Ibid, No. 1135, p. 415.

TIbid, No. 1046, p. 394,

Ibid, No, 1142, p. 417.

4&1._1. V, No. 1270, p. 466.

Ibid, No. 1329, p. 484,

5EE. ind, VI (1900-1901) pp. 198-203. Edited by F. Kielhorn.

6J.A.S.B., IXXI pt. I, p. 115,
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at Sreekurmaml, which testify to the popularity of Visnu worship during his
reign. Several inscriptions of the reign of Anafhgabhima Il have been found in
the Draksharama templez. Some other inscriptions of his reign have been found
in the Simhachelam \‘;emple3 and in the Sreekurmam temple4 . Thus from and after
the reign of Anantavarman Codagaiiga, the Eastern Gahga kings began to bestow
more attention upon and endow more liberally the Vaisnavite temples, such as
Sreekurmam, Simhachelam and Jagamatha. The Mukhalingam temples show
very little sign of royal patronage., However, the Eastern Gahga kings neither

l' ’
persecuted the Saivites nor did they completely neglect the Saivite temples.

The Ngari Copper Plate inscription of Anahgabhima II]T15 refers to
him as the illustrious Anailgabhfma Rautadeva. Rauta, according to D, C. Sircar,
signifies a prince or a nobleman and is derived from Rﬁja@tra. However,

according to him the Eastern Ganga kings from Anangabhi-ma IIT onward used the

8.1.1. V, No., 1273, n. 467.
No. 1317, p. 481.

S. LI, Iv, No, 1329, p. 467.
No. 1360, p. 478.

Thid, VI, No. 1180, p. 477.
No. 1194, p. 483.

4S.I.I. V, No, 1276, p. 468,
Tbid, No. 1282, p. 469,
Thid, No. 1284, p. 470.
Ibid, No. 1290, pp. 472-473,
Ibid, No. 1337, p. 486.

®The Nagari C.P. of 123081 A.D. edited by D.C. Sircar.
Ep. Ind, XVIII (1952-58) No. 40, pp. 235-58,
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epithet rauta to signify that they were feudatories of Purusottama J agann-a-.tha.
As several successors of Anahgabhima III used the epithet and as Anangabhima TII
was the first king to use it, it seems quite likely that the Eastern Ganga kingdom

was formally dedicated to Purusottama J agannatha.

éaivism

At Mukhalingam three temples dedicated to éiva under the names of
Madhukedvara, Somedvara and Aniyan ka-bhimefvara have been excavated. No
epigraphic records are available in the Somesvara temple. However, the
iconographists assigh it to the latter half of the ninth century. The temple of

Aniyhkabhimeévara may have been founded by Vajrahasta II, alias Aniya:hkabhima.

According to the Korni Copper Plate dated 1113 A.D. 1, and the
Vizagapatam Copper Plate dated 1118/19 A.D., the Madhukeévara temple was
founded by Kaméfm_lava II, who was the son of Danarpava. Kamarnava II is
described as having nagara for his capital, where he built a lofty temple for an
emblem of the God T4a or Siva in the linga form, to which he gave the name of
MadhukeSa because it came out of a Madhuka tree. On iconographical grounds

it appears that the temple was built in the latter half of the eighth century A. D,

13 A.H.R.S., T (1926), part1, No. 4, pp. 40-46.
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As 188% years elapsed between the end of the reign of Kamarnava I and the
beginning of the reign of Vajrahasta III, it appears quite likely that the temple

was constructed between the beginning and the middle of the ninth century A.D.
The Madhukesvara temple is the oldest among the existing temples of Mukhalihgam

and there are over a hundred inscriptions in the temple.

There is a legend prevalent in the area around the temple, which
throws light on the origin of God Madhulceévaral. According to this legend
accursed Gandharvas of Himalyas were borh as Sabara tribal people in Kalinga
with their king Citragriva. King Citragrivaor Citragrivaka had two wives, Citti
and Citkala, who was Saivite. The king alloted two branches of a Madhuka tree
to them and entrusted them with the task of gathering flowers. Queen Citkala
always gathered golden flowers from the branch that was allotted to her. This
caused perpetual quarrels between the two queens. The king became vexed with
the Madhuka tree because he regarded it as the root cause of the quarrels. The
king decided to fell the tree. While the king was attempting to fell the tree, God
§a1'1kara in terrific form appeared from the tree making the tribal king fall
unconscious, Citti thought that her husband was dead and that Citkala was
responsible for his death. She called for help and gathered a lot of ég}:_)_@}_a_t people,

who came to kill Citkala. God éankara reappeared to save Citkala. When this

lG. R. Varma 'City of temples - Mukhalingam',

J.A H. R, S, XXVII (1962-63) pts. I and IT pp. 33-38.
‘Madhukedvara of Mukhalingam' pp. 62-68.




happened, the éabaras regained their gandharva forms and left for their abode.
!
However, God Sankara remained there as the tribal god of the éabaras and is known

as Madhukeévara since then. As he had appeared from a Madhuka (Bassia latifolia

or Mohua) tree, it became a sacred tree to the éabaras. Even today Bassia
Latifolia is regarded as a sacred tree by them and is used for food and alcoholic

drinks.

Varahamihira in his Brhatsathita prescribed certain types of wood
for making objects of worship, if the installation is performed by a Brahmana,
Madbuka wood is one of the prescribed sacred woods. As the early Eastern Ganga
kings appear to have been Brah:mm;as’ it seems quite likely that they installed a
linga of Madhuka wood. The Korni C.P. dated 1113 A.D. and the Vizagapatam

Copper Plate dated 1118/19 A.D. refer to God Madhukedvara as lihga of Madhuka.

The shape of Madhukedvara is neither a lifiga mnor a true image but actually a stump,
a trunk of a tree, clearly shown with a cavity, but of a petrous consistence
probably of the darulit'lga type (as in Puri). Worship in many ancient civilizations
was aniconic and the symbol of the deity was neither male nor female but stood for
both the sexes. This symbolic form can also be seen in the representation of this
god, the stump standing for the male principle and cavity for the female principle.
The cavity inside a tree trunk was regarded as the abode of gods in different parts
of India. The tribal people of Bastar still regard the cavity of tree as abode of

gods. Thus it seems that the Eastern Gihgas started worshipping MadhukeSvara
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after they saw him being worshipped by the éabaras. Thus the worship of
Madhukesvara was adopted by the Eastern Ganga kings from an aboriginal tribe
in the area., Once the Eastern Ganga kings built temples for the worship of these

deities, the non-tribal people of their kingdom also started worshipping them.

According to G.R. Varma, the early Géﬁgas regarded Gokaméévara
as their tutelary deity but the later Gangas adopted the worship of MadhukeSvara
instead. He suggests that, as Gokarpéévara means 'god of forest', the Eastern
Gahgas were probably tribal kings and Madhukefvara was a later name for

Gokarnasvamin or Gokarnedvara. Gokarna, however, does not mean forest but

'cow's ear'. Presumably it was the name of a hill or mountain reminding one of
the form of an ear of the cow. G.R. Varma further suggests that Kémf—a,rr.lava o
renovated the existing temple of Gokarnesvara and renamed it Madhukeévara.

R. Subba Rao1 has also suggested that God Madhukeévara of Kalinganagara was
also termed J ayant-égvara or Gokarnegvara in some of the inscriptions found in

that temple. According to him the term Gokarne-Madhukebvaraya found in some

of the inscriptions of Madhukesvara temple indicates the fusion of the tutelary deities

of the two dynasties. I do not agree with him because Gokarr;e—Madhukéévarﬁya

.. 4
means !to Madhuk esvara at Gokarna.

1J.A.H.R. S. VI (1931-33) pt. II, pp. 74 footnote 12,




In my opinion the Eastern Gangas learnt about the worship of
Madhukesvara from their feudatories and relatives, the Eastern Kadambas. The
family God of the Kadambas of Vaijayanti, Palasige and H::mgal1 is said to be
Madhtﬂ{eévara, mentioned in their inscriptions as Jayanti Madhukesvara., The

Eastern Kadambas were in my opinion a branch of the Western Kadamba dynasty.

According to M, Somasekhara Sarma2 the Kadambas were responsible
for bringing the worship of Madhukesvara to Kalihga, Probably when one of their
branches migrated into Kalihga they brought with them their family god Madhukesvara
into Kalinga, which was their new home. Probably the Eastern Gahga king
Kamarnava I built a temple for Madhukesvara in Kaliiganagara for his own merit

at the instance of the Kadambas, who were his feudatories and relatives.

Charters of Vajrahasta TII and Rajaraja I indicate that these two
kings also worshipped Gokamasvémin, established on Mah®ndra mountain (in the
Ganjam district), Like his ancestors, Anantavarman Caglagaflga is also called

- {
a _paramamahesvara in his earliest records, viz. the Korni and Vizagapatam

C.P. of 1081/82 A.D, But the Korni plates of 1112/13 A.D. describe him both

- .
as a paramamahesvara and as a raramavaisnava (devout worshipper of Vignu).

1In(i[. Ant, X, p. 252, text lines 24 and 25.
27, A HLR. S. IV, (1929) pts I and IT, pp. 113-118.
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Worship of Bhagavati

Worship of female deities seems to have been common during the
reign of Rajarija I and the earlier period of the reign of Anantavarman Cagiagax'lga.
An insc:r'ipi:ion1 dated 1075/76 A. D, records that a ma:r_u_ialika in the service of
king Rajaraja I of the Eastern Gahga dynasty, named Vanapati or Banapati, built
a mandapa or a hall for dancing in front of the temple of Durga in the town of
D”irghg,s—i. Both Banapati and his wife Padmavati made endowments for a

perpetual lamp.

Another charter of Anantavarman Codagahga dated 1078 A. D. 2 refers
to the worship of goddess Bhagavat-i. According to this charter the capital of
Kalihga contained a temple for the worship of goddess Bhagavati. The charter
describes this form of Bhagavati , named J astisri , as the guardian diety of the
kings of Eastern Ganga line. The charter records a mysterious incident that
occurred one day in the above mentioned temple. According to the charter, one
day Lord éiva kissed the huge breasts of Parvati and his passions were roused.
The hair over his whole body stood erect. Lord éiva, in that posture, appeared

as if he was pierced by the arrows of Ananga, the God of love. Hari, the father

lThe Dirghasi inscription of Vanapati, edited by G.V. Ramamurti,
Ep, Ind. IV, (1896-97), No. 45, pp. 314-318.

2 he Mukhalingam C.P. of Anantavarman Codagaiga,
J. A, H, R, 8. edited by Manda Narasimham, XXVII, (1962-63) pts. I and II,
No, 11, pp. 69-72.
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of Ananga, chanced to watch éiva being pierced by a number of arrows. Hari
became afraid that Lord éiva would take vengeance of Ananga a second time.

The previous time when Ananga shot a few arrows at éiva he was burnt by him
into ashes. Hari, fearing a more severe punishment for a second offence,
worshipped éiva with leaves and offered abhigeka (holy bath). He told éiva that

if Ananga did not perform his duties of provoking love between man and woman,
the whole world would come to a stop and human creation would come to an end.
éiva was convinced of the truth and became calm. Hari was satisfied. The world
went on as before, To commemorate this incident Anantavarman C(—)giagal'lga

bestowed the village of Honamu on the temple of the Goddess Bhagavati_ .

The Chicacole Copper Plate of Anantavarman Cagagaﬁga dated

1084 A.D, 1 records the grant of the village of Sellada in Rupavartani Vigaya.

The village was constituted as a devagrahara for worship offerings and lamps to

the goddess Bhagavat_f of the same village.

Confirmation of the fact that the Eastern Gaflgas worshipped Bhagavaﬁ—
before they became Vaignava may also be found by examining the ruins of the

Madhukesvara temple of Mukhaliflga;mz. There is a small shrine attached to the

1J .A . H.R, S, editors C. Narayana Rao and R. Subba Rao VIlI, (Oct. 1933-Jan. 1934)

parts 2 and 3, No. 10, pp. 162-191.
2J.A.H.R.S. XXVIi, (1962~63) pts. 1 and 2, pp. 62-68,




compound wall to the North of this temple. The small shrine contains a female
statue, which according to G.R. Varma could be Bhagavati_ or Durga. This

shrine seems to have been a later addition to the main templel. However, the
hair-style of the erotic carving is akin to those of Gupta style and different from
all the other icons. Perhaps somebody found it in the village and fixed it in the
precincts of the Madhukebvara temple, where the icon was worshipped. In this
shrine on the right wall is the figure of Bagala with a garland of skulls in a terrible
form. The Eastern door of the temple is flanked with the images of river goddesses
and Mahigzamardan?l. Mahigamardani is shown killing a demon who has the head

of a buffalo and a human body. Thus it appears that Eastern Ganga rulers before
Anantavarman Cagagaﬁga worshipped Mahigamardani_ , as well as Durga or

Bhagavati

Vaigpavaism,

The Vizagapatam C.P. of 1118/19 A.D. omits the title paramamahesvara

altogether and represent Anantavarman Caglaga:ﬁga as a paramavaispava alone, In

my opinion Anantavarman Cagiagaﬁga's conversion to vaisnavism was directly
connected with the vaignava revival in the 11th century associated with Ramanuja.
Thus the main cause of his conversion came from southern India. Conquest of

Utka}a by Anantavarman Caglagailga may also have been a minor cause of his

1y AL R.S. XXV, (1962-63), pts. 1 and 2, pp. 33-38.
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conversion., The charters of the successors of Anantavarman Cat_iagaflga attribute
to this king the construction of the great temple of Purugottama J agannatha., The
genealogy tracing Anantavarman C&_iagaﬁga's descent from Visnu seems to have
been concocted after his conquest of Utkala and his initiation into the Vaigpava

faith.

From the Nagari Copper Plate of Anahgabhima IIT we learn that
Anantavarman C5c}agaf1ga built a temple for Purugottama, as the earlier kings had
been afraid to take up this great task. Verse 17 of the charter suggests that the
temple was built on the sea shore. According to scholars these two verses refer
1:02 the erection of the great temple of Purugottama - J' agannatha at Puri by king
Anantavarman Cadagaflga. The language of verse 27 of the same charter seems
to suggest that God Purugottama J agannatha had been worshipped at Puri for many
years before the conguest of Utkala by Anantavarman Caglagaﬁga. The é_mw_tg
Somavalhéi—s, who were supplanted from Utka}a by the Eastern Gangas had neglected
the erection of a temple for the Vaigpavite deity. According to D.C. Sircar,
Purugottama J agannatha of Puri was originally worshipped by the local aboriginal
people but was later accommodated in the orthodox bréhma@ical pantheon. According
to him, the identification of Purugottama Jagannatha with Vignu occurred before the

beginning of the 12th century when Oagiagahga conquered the Utkala country.

1The Nagari C.P. of Anangabhima III.
Ep, Ind. Vol. 28, p. 235, Verse 16 and 17.

%J.A.8.B, IXVII (1898), pp. 228-51.
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According to a legendl men had been seeking for God Visnu
throughout the earth. King Indradyumna of Malwa sent out bréhmal_las in all
directions in search of God Vignu. The bréhmat.las, who had gone to west, Horth
and wouth, returned empty handed. The brghma:ga, who had gone to the .east
journeyed through the great forests till he came to the éabara country, There
he met a person called Vasu, who was a fowler by occupation. The brahmal.la
started living in the house of Vasu. The fowler, realizing the man's caste,
forced him by threats to marry his daughter and thus to bring honour to his

tribe. The brahmaua made his abode in the éabara country.

The fowler Vasu was a servant of J agannatha and every day he went
secretly to the forest with fruit and flowers. One morning, moved by the prayers
of hig daughter, the fowler allowed the brahmal_la to accompany him to the place
where Lord Jagannatha was residing. However, the fowler blindfolded the
brahma{la so that he might not be able to find back the path to the place where
Lord Jagannatha was residing., The brahmana, however, had received from his
wife a bag of mustard seed. He kept on dropping it throughout his journey in the
forest till he reached the shrine. There he beheld Lord Jagannatha in the form
of a blue stone image. After the old fowler Vasu went away to gather flowers for
the daily offering to Lord J aganng,tha, the bréhmapa prayed to Lord J agannatha.

While the br'éhma;pa was praying, a crow fell down from the tree and died.

as. Researcheg. XVp. 317.
Brijkishore Ghose. 'History of Poree', p. 10,
Ward 'History, Literature and Religion of the Hindus', II (Serampore) 1815. p., 163,
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The crow then took a glorious form and soared into the heaven of Vignu. The
brEhmapa, realizing how easy it was to go to heaven, tried to imitate the crow
and climbed to the top of the tree. While he was there, he heard a voice from
heaven, which said: "Hold brghma:gal First carry to the king the good news

that thou hast found the Lord of the world. "

When the fowler came back with his newly gathered fruits and
flowers, he spread them out in front of the image. The God, however, did not
partake of the offering. The fowler heard a voice, which said: "Oh, faithful
servant, I am fed up of thy jungle flowers and fruits and crave for cooked rice
and sweetmeats. No longer shall thou see me in the form of the blue god. Here-
after T shall be known as J agann;ltha, the Lord of the world." The fowler then,
accompanied by the brahmal.la, sorrowfully returned to his house. From that

day onward the blue god did not appear to the dabara Vasu.

The brahmalj.a was for a long time kept as a captive by Vasu.
However, his daughter persuaded him to free him, so that he could go back to
king Indradyumna and inform him that the loxd of the world has been found., When
the king heard the good news, he set out with his army of 1, 300, 000 footmen and
a large number of woodcutters to construct a road through the great jungle. But
the king started feeling very proud and cried loudly: '""Who is like unto me, whom

the lord of the world has chosen to build his temple, and to teach men in this age
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of darkness to call on his name." Lord Jagannatha became angry at the king's
pride and a voice was heard from heaven, saying: "Oh king! Though shalt
indeed build my temple, but me though shalt not behold. When it is finished,
then though shalt seek anew for thy God." At the same moment the blue image

disappeared from the earth.

So the king built the temple, but he did not see the God. When the
temple was completed, the king could not find any man on earth who was holy
enough to consecrate it. So king Indradyumna went to heaven to request Brahma
to come down to earth to consecrate the temple. Brahma, however, could not
be disturbed because he had just begun his devotions. The devotions of Brahma
last for nine ages of mortal men and while Indradyumna was waiting in heaven
many other kings had reigned on the earth. The city built around the temple had
decayed and was buried under the sand. One day as the then king of the place was
riding along the beach, his horse stumbled against the pinnacle of the buried shrine.
The king ordered that the sand should be dug away. When the sand covering the
temple was removed, the temple of Jagannatha reappeared as fair and fresh as

it was at the time of building.

When Brahma's devotions ended, he came down with Indradyumna

to consecrate the temple, However, the then ruling king claimed it as his own
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work., Brahma, before giving his judgement, decided to hear witnesses in order
to ascertain the truth., First he called upon the crow. The crow was busy with
its devotions. It cried: "Who art thou that callest me?" "It is me, Brahma, the
master of the Vedas; and dost thou, poor carrion-bird, dare to despise my
summons ?" Then the crow answered:l "Which Brahma art thou? I have seen a
thousand Brahmas live and die. There was he with a thousand faces, whose
existence was a period of five days to me. Thou wast born yesterday from the
body of Vighu and commandest thou me." The Brahma then requested the crow

and he declared that it was Indradyumna that had built the temple.

However, King Indradyumna still did not find the God. By his
austerities and penance he pleased Lord Jagannatha and one day Lord Jagannatha
appeared in a vision and showed him his image as a block of wood half thrown up
from the ocean upon the sand, The king, with the aid of 5,000 male elephants,
tried to drag the block of wood to the temple, He failed in his endeavours. Lord
J agannatha appeared in a vision to the king and asked him to summon Vgtsu, the
fowler, to his aid. The king then gathered all the carpenters in his kingdom and
entrusted them with the task of fashioning the block into an image of Lord J agannatha,
When the carpenters put their chisel on the wood, the iron lost its edge and when
they used their mallets on the wood it missed and crushed their hands., Lord Vignu
then appeared in the form of an aged carpenter and by signs declared his power to

the king., The king shut up the aged carpenter alone in the temple with the block

1'I‘he legend speaks of Brahma with the last syllable short, as the one supreme God;

the crow, by lengthening the final syllable, replies to him as Brahma, one of the
members of the Hindu triad.
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of wood and swore that no man should enter the temple for a period of 21 days.
Then he sealed the doors of the temple with his own seal. The queen, however,
longed to see the face of the deity, so that she might redeem her barrenness. She
succeeded in persuading her husband and the king opened the door before the
promised time, When she entered she found the three images of the God J aga:rmﬁtha
and his brother and sister from waist upwards., J agannatha and his brother had
only a stump for arms, while his sister had none at all, and they remain so even
today. The king then prayed to the God and was asked by the God to choose a
blessing. The king begged the God that offerings should never cease before the
images and the temple should remain open for ever from day-break until midnight
for the salvation of mankind. The vision granted the king's request and asked him
to ask something for himself., The king Indradyumna then asked the God "that I
may be the last of my race, that none, who come after me, may say, I built this
temple; I taught men to call upon the name of Jagannatha." Thus king Indradyumna

was the last of his line.

This legend attributes the beginning of Vignu worship to an ancient
Hindu king in Northern India and tries to account for the absorption of aboriginal
rites in the cult of J agannatha. The legend also tries to date back the beginmings
of Vaignavism in Orissa to epic times. In my opinion however, it is directly
comnected with the Vaignava revival in the 11th century associated specially with

Ramanuja and therefore comes probably from Southern India.




184

It is interesting to note that although a brﬁhmal}a figures in this
legend, he is not the principal person. In fact according to this legend it was
king Indradyumna who played the leading part in introducing J agannaﬂla worship.
According to Hunter, who examined several legends of origin of gods of the lower
Gangetic valley, the gods of the lower gangetic valley begin with a migration from
the Northl. The salient points in such legends are a Brahma:@a or Rajput from
northern India and a race of herdsmen or hunters in the great jungle of lower
Bengal. The ancient pedigree of kings and gods in the lower Bengal reveal that
the Aryan march through eastern India was not entirely one of conguest. The
aboriginal race turns up again and again in all the legends. The aboriginal race do
not always appear as serfs or as people doing the menial jobs. Sometimes they
appear as war-like allies. At other times they appear, as in the vase of Vasu
the fowler, in mysterious comnection with the introduction of the present Hindu

faith.

In the above-mentioned legend we find the aboriginal people worshipping
a blue stone in the middle of the jungle. The Lord of the world, however, was not
satisfied with the jungle offerings of the éabara people and longed for the cooked
food of the more civilised Hindus., Whenthe Hindu element, represented by the

Brﬁhmal.la and king Indradyumna, appears on the scene, the crude blue stone

1History of Orissa, I, p. 94.
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disappears and gives place to a carved image. According to Hunter, this dual

form of worship still survives in Orissa. The common people on one hand
worship shapeless stones or a shapeless log, which they adore with simple

rites in the open air. On the other hand they worship Hindu gods with carved
images and elaborate rites in the temples. This clearly reveals the continuation

of aboriginal as well as Hindu form of worship in Orissa.

In the crow's reply to Brahma it is revealed that the Hindu system
of worship was preceded by veligious cycles that have disappeared. The Hindu
king with his mighty army from the north had to accept as his deity the primitive
god of the country. Even after the temple was completed everything stood at a

standstill till the fowler Vasu reappeared.

A slightly different version of the origin of Jagannatha worship

appears in the Utkala Khapda of the Skanda Purﬁl‘la.l According to this text,

Brahma sought the aid of Nﬁrﬁyar}a to provide means for the salvation of all
beings. Upon this Na,rayalga said: "On the northern shore of the sea, to the
South of the Mahanadi river, there is my favourite abode., It alone can confer
all the blessings which are derivable from the other sacred places on the earth

put together. On the Blue Hill near the sea shore, to the west of the Kalpa fig

1Chapter VII~VIIL,
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tree, there is a fountain known under the name of Rohina; dwelling near it men
may behold me with their carnal eyes, and, washing off their sins with its water,
attain equality with me. " Brahma repaired to the sacred spot, where he saw a

crow changed into a counterpart of Vignu, by drinking the water of the fountain,

"In the earliest stage of its existence, Puri, says the Purugottama
Mahétmya, was a forest having the Blue Hill in the centre, with an all-bestowing
Kalpa tree on its brow, the sacred fountain of Rohina to the west of it, and on its
side an inimitable image of Vignu in sapphire. A pilgrim of great sanctity, who
had seen it in this state in the Satya Yuga, reported its existence to Indradyumna,
a prince who reigned in Avanti, in Malwa. The Rajat conceiving a desire to worship

this famous image, journeyed to Orissa with all his court.

"When Indradyumna reached Puri, he was greatly distressed to learn
that the blue image had sunk under the golden sand of the sea, and departed to the
region of Patala. He was comforted with the assurance that if he performed a
thousand horse sacrifices, he would establish images which would ensure the
same blessings. When the sacrifices were completed, the Raja was informed
that a large log, of nim wood, impressed with the conch shell, discus, mace and
lotus (i.e. the marks of Vigsnu) had come floating on the sea and reached the shore.
Transported with joy, the Raja ran to the sea shore, embraced the sacred log,

and had it speedily deposited within a sacred enclosure. He then summoned the
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most skilful carpenters to fashion it into a noble image; but though they applied
their sharpest instruments, no impression could be made upon the wood. The
Raja began to despair; but at this juncture a very aged man, much afflicted with

elephantiasis, came and requested permission, to try his skill.

The court first ridiculed the idea, but eventually the R—éjé gave
permission, and with his suite accompanied the old man to the enclosure. With
the first blow of his axe, the chips of wood began to fall; and the _lj_éjé, convinced
of his ability, gladly committed the sacred work to his charge. The old carpenter
agreed to complete it on one condition, that the house, wherein he laboured, should
be sealed up, and no one should enter it for 21 days, to which the Rajg, agreed,

The R'éja's patience lasted for some time, but overcome by the contemptuous
reproaches of his queen, on the 15th day he broke the seals and entered tile place
where the old man had been working. He found no one; the carpenter had vanished,
and the Raja, convinced that Visvakarma himself had come to help him, bewailed
his own folly. On examination, it was found that the divine architect had formed
three images, J agann'étha, Balabhadra, his brother, and Subhadra, his sister;

but from being disturbed in his labours he had left the images without legs and

with only stumps for arms. In this imperfect shape the gods chose to remain.

"The Raja's next care was to erect a splendid temple and establish

the worship of the three wonderful images in a suitable manner. Proceeding to
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heaven, he asked Brahma himself to consecrate his temple, but he had to wait

three era (three yugas of years) till Brahma had finished his meditations. Meanwhile
the temple had become covered with sand. When Raja Golomadhaba discovered it,

he claimed it as his own. Indradyumna returned and disputed with Golomadhaba

the proprietorship of the temple. The sacred turtles in one of the great tanks gave
their evidence, declaring that Indradyumma had compelled them to carry its stones;
by which they had become so hot as not to grow cool, during the three eras (three
yugas of years) which had since passed. The fame of the temple was established

and pilgrims flocked to it from all parts of India.

The offerings to the god are simple enough. These consist mostly
of fruits and flowers, rice, pulse, clarified butter, milk, salt, vegetables, ginger,
cocoa-nuts etec. These are offered to the images and eaten by the priests. In this
connhection it is important to note that the offerings are bloodless. No animal
sacrifice is allowed in the service of Jagannatha, A set of servants is maintained
by the temple to clear up immediately any bloody sacrifice, which pollutes the
temple. However, within the precincts of the enclosure there is a shrine to
Bimala, who is every year adored with midnight rites and bloody sacrifices.
This clearly shows that in the great enclosures all types of Hindu gods and

goddesses are accommodated.

According to Si:irling1 the Hindus regard the divine spirit to have

1'Relig'ion antiquities and civil architecture' Asiatic Researches XV (1825) p. 276,
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appeared in its true and most sacred form at khetra of Purusottama. He further
observes that the . Brahmanssdress up J aga;nnatha in a costume which is appropriate
to the occasion that is being celebrated. At Ram navami the Jagannatha image
assumes the dress and character of Ram, at janmashtami that of Krsna, at the
Kali Puja that of Kali. Similarly, when the Narasithha incarnation is being
celebrated, the image is dressed as Narasimha, and the image is dressed as the
mighty dwarf when the Vamana incarnation is being celebrated. This seems fo

indicate that in worshipping J aganne_ltha his votaries adore all the Hindu gods.

According to Huni:er1 twenty-four religious festivals are celebrated
at Jagannatha Puri every year. Though most of the celebrations are Vaisngva

celebrations, celebrations of other sects are also celebrated,

Holi or the red powder festival is celebrated by people indulging in

bhang and other intoxicating drugs. Rukmini—harap—ekﬁda's.i is also yearly

celebrated. Rama's birthday on Ram navami is also celebrated. At the bathing
festival the images are brought with great pomp to one of the artificial lakes,

where artificial elephant trunks are fixed to the images to give them the appearance
of Ganes%. Kali dgmana is also celebrated. The birth festival is also celebrated,
in which a priest takes the part of the father and a dancing girl that of the mother
of Jagannatha and the ceremony of his birth is performed to the life. The car

’

festival, however, is the greatest festival.

1History of Orissa, I, p. 130,




It is interesting to note that the temple of J aga:nnatha, where almost
every Hindu creed is represented, closed its gate to low-caste people till Indian

independence,

According to Hunter, no hard or fast line existed during the 1870's
between the cast®&hat were admitted and those that were excluded. According to
him, only those castes are shut out who retain the flesh eating and animal life
destroying occupations of the aboriginal tribes. According to Hunter, certain
of the low castes, such as the washermen and potters, may enter half way and
try to catch a glimpse of the god within. But the neighbouring hill tribes and low
castes people were not allowed. These were wine-sellers, sweepers, skinners,

corpse bearers, hunters, fishers and bird killers.

Worship of the Sun

An undated inscription records the setting up of the image of Aditya
(Sun God) in a temple in the reign of Rﬁjaraj a Il. This indicates that Sun was
worshipped in the Eastern Ganga Kingdom during the reign of Rajaraja 1. As this

is the only inscription where sun worship is mentioned, it seems that sun worship

other
was not widely prevalent during the period under study. There is nO/%ecord of the

Eastern Gahga kings worshipping the Sun-God till 1238 A. D.

A R.S.LE. (1926-27); No. 640, pp. 19-22.
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Narasitha I, son and successor of Anahgabhima IT, built the

famous temple of Sun God at Konarak. But before him there is no record of any

Eastern Gahga king worshipping the sun,
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