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FOREWORD

Dr. K. Gopalachari’s book comprises the results of the re-
search he carried on in this department in the years 1934-36.
The subject of his study, The Early History of the Andhra
Country, is well known in its outline but is full of many little
problems in epigraphy and archaeology that need elucidation.
Dr. Gopalachari’s thesis does not claim in any way to revolutionise
our interpretation of the history of the period; its value consists
in a large number of detailed suggestions confirming results now
generally accepted by stronger arguments or bringing forward
fresh points of view. Parts of the thesis may be found therefore
highly technical and possibly of little interest to the general reader;
but there is much in the thesis not merely in the selection of facts
but also in their elucidation and presentation that I hope will be
recognised to be of permanent value to all historians of India.

I have great pleasure in tendering on behalf of Dr. Gopala-
chari and myself our sincere thanks to the Syndicate of the Uni-
versity of Madras for their sanctioning the inclusion of the work
in the Departmental series.

University Buildings,
Triplicane, Madras, K. A N,
15th Sept. 1941.






PREFACE

This book represents my work as a research scholar in the
Department of Indian History in the University of Madras from
1934 to 1936. It is an attempt to present a connected history of
the Andhras and the Andhra couniry from the earliest times to
the advent of the Eastern Calukyas. The Visnukundins had to
be brought into the picture as they close the epoch. A full account
of the dynasty would have involved a study of the many contempo-
rary dynasties and increased the bulk of the volume., So the last
chapter is a compromise, a treatment of the skirts and fringes of
the subject.

The first five chapters traverse a field covered long ago by
great scholars like Prof. Rapson, R. G. Bhandarkar and Bhaga-
wanlal Indraji and unrufiled by startling discoveries. This has
saved me from pioneering work ; but I have had the difficult task
of challenging great names and accepted conclusions. An inde-
pendent study of inscriptions and monuments in situ has neces-
sitated my doing so in some cases. Palaeography and the dis-
covery of a few coins like the Apilaka coin and the silver coin
of Vasithiputa Satakani have enabled me to reconstruct Andhra
and Ksatrapa chronology on less insecure foundations and ques-
tion Rapson’s identification of Pulumaivi with the son-in-law of
Rudradaman. The much neglected social, economic and cultural
conditions of the period, upon which a flood of light is thrown by
inscriptions and Buddhist remains, have been dealt with at length.
One of the conclusions which should not be lost sight of is that
the Satavahanas were Andhras but began their political career
in Western Deccan,

The second period in Andhra history beginning with the
Ikgvakus, one of many short-lived dynasties, is a comparatively
unexplored field. The evidence is also scanty. I have built up
the chronological scheme with the help of palaeography. A fuller
chapter on the Iksvikus than anything written before, the date of
the Brhatphaliyanas, Kandara and Vaingeyaka genealogy and
chronology are some of the contributions to the subject. D. C.
Sircar’s monograph on The Successors of the Sétavahanas in East-
ern Deccan was published while I was writing my thesis. I am
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indebted to him only for the Vignukundin genealogy, but even
here I have modified his conclusions with the help of palacography.

The Akola hoard of Satavahana coins discovered in 1939 does
not necessitate a modification or abandonment of the conclusions
reached in the thesis.

Some of the epigraphical notes in the thesis have been pub-
lished in Vol. XXIV No. 6 of Epigraphia Indica.

My task of reading the Alliiru inscription has been greatly™
facilitated by the article 6f Rao Bahadur C. R. Krishnamacharlu
waiting for publication in the Epigraphia Indica. The manuscript
was with me when I was reading the inscription. Readings like
‘ailasa’ and ‘vadilabhikaro’, to mention only a few and the transla-
tions of a few words I owe to the article. I am indebted toProf.
V. V. Mirashi of Nagpur for promptly supplying me a copy of the
photograph of the coins of the Akola hoard mentioned above as also
his readings.

Professor K. A. Nilakanta Sastri has more than guided me in
my work. Discussions with him have led me to new lines of
approach and new conclusions. Apart from specific suggestions, I
owe to him in no small measure the habit of minute attention to
details and of exactitude.

K G
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CmarTEr 1
INTRODUCTORY

The following pages represent an attempt to trace the fortunes,
political, social and religious, of the Andhras, a people whose hoary
antiquity is attested by pieces of evidence, literary, epigraphic
and numismatic. The period covered is that from the earliest
times to the advent of the Eastern Calukyas, Politically, socially
and culturally the Dravidian Andhras (condemned sons of Viéva-
mitra) proved a tremendous success. Once their empire extended
from sea to sea. The Amaravati art is the most elogquent testimony
to the cultural achievements of the race. The activities, maritime
and colonial, of the people read like romance. No ancient tribe has
on record such a unique achievement in all branches.

Andhras as a people are mentioned as early as the fifth century
B.C. The Aitareya Brahmana speaks of them as the exiled sons of
Viévamitra, as non-Aryans evidently.! The Jatakas speak of an
Andhakapura and Andhra country.? The inscriptions of Asoka
mention Andhras along with Pulindas as border peoples.?
The Saptasatakam speaks of Pulindas.t The Mahabharata and the
Ramdyana speak of Andhras along with Coélas, Ceras and Pandyas®
The Purédnas speak of the Andhrajatiyas.® They enjoyed the same
political status as Kambojas, Yavanas, and Gandharas in the north.

. It will thus be seen that the earliest references to the Andhra are to
people or tribe and not to their country. The reference to their
country occurs first in the Mayidavélu inscription of Siva-Skanda-
varman (4th century) in which Dharhfiakataka is spoken of as the
headquarters of the Pallava province Arndhdpatha (Andhrdpatha).
It is therefore clear that the country derived its name from the
people, an instance with many parallels in Indian History. The

1. vn, 8.

2. The Jatakas, Cowell and Thomas,

Andhra Country, I, No. 80, p. 203.

Andhra city, ibid., I, 12.

Andhakas, ibid., V Pp. 10 and 138.

RE, XI1I. *

Webeu, Das Saptasatakam des Hala.

M. Bh., Sabhdparvan, XXXI; Ramayana, iv, 1.

Parg:ter, The Puréna Text of the Dynasties of the Kdt Age.
HA~1

eobw



2 EARLY HISTORY OF THE ANDHRA COUNTRY

name Andhradesa found in literature is also evidence in the same
direction. In the 5th and 6th centuries, the Pallava province
conquered from the Vaimgeyakas, came to be called Vengordstra.?
It is very probable that during the Vaingeyaka period Andhradesa
got the name Vengideda, or Venginddu, or Vengimandalam by
which it was commonly known during the period of the Eastern
Calukyas. The Andhras are spoken of as Vadugar (Tamil), and
their country Vadugavali (northerners and the country of the
northerners). But the name Andhra lived through all these
changes. Andhra people are spoken of in the Chezarla inscrip-
tion of Kandara’s grandson. The inscriptions of the Maukhari
kings ISvaravarman and I$anavarman speak of Andhrddhipati.®
An inscription of the Vakataka king Harisena speaks of his con-
quest of the Kalinga and Andhra countries.? An inscription of the
14th century speaks of the Andhradesa.

To-day, Andhradesa is a linguistic and cultural unity. It may
be noted, that from the earliest times the Andhras were an entity,
ethnical and cultural. Megasthenes says that the Andhras were
a separate race.l® The Bhattiprolu alphabet; the Vengi alphabet
as Burnell would call it, and the Telugu-Canarese script were
evolved in the Andhradesa. And the Krsna Prakrt of our
period, of which we know something, has peculiarities which we do
not find elsewhere.! To-day the Andhras speak Telugu and
during the Middle Ages their country was known as Telingana.

The extent of the Andhradesa of our period is not however
easy of determination. As Asoka’s inscriptions speak of the
Andhras and the Kalinga country, and as under Kharavela
Kalinga was a first-rate power, the Andhradesa of our study was
in the north limited by Kalinga. Since Ptolemy’s Maisolia and
Periplus’ Masalia refer to the Andhra country, the remark that
Masalia extended far into the interior, shows that not only the
seaboard between the Godavari and the Krsna, but also a consi-
derable area in the interior was included in the Andhradefa. In
the south, Andhradesa did not extend far beyond the northern part
of the modern Nellore District. For the Mayidavélu Ardhipatha

7. Mangalar grant, IA, Vol. V.

8. CII, Vol. I, 6, 230.
Haraha Inscription, EI., XIV, 120,

9. JRAS, 1914, p. 137.

10. IA, Vol. VI, p. 339.

11. See Chap. II.



INTRODUCTORY 3

which refers to the region around Dhamfiakataka was limited by
Karmaristra.®? No doubt under the Satavihanas the Andhra
Empire extended from sea to sea, and from the Central Provinces
in the north to Cuddalore in the south and Mysore in the south-
west.1? An inscription of Cada Siti is found in Kogavali near Pitha-
puram; and some of the dynasties that succeeded the Satavahanas
would seem to have annexed parts of Kalinga if only for a time.
In the Srirangam plates dated A.D. 13581 it is said that the Tilinga
country is bounded in the north by Kanyakubja, on the west by
Maharastra, on the east by Kalinga, on the south by Pandyaka.
The description of the Andhradeéa is certainly reminiscent of the
old empire of the Satavihanas. But the Andhradesa of our period
is clearly only the territory bounded on the north by.Kalinga, on
the south by the southern part of the Nellore Dt., and extending
from the coast far into the mainland in the west.

12, Chapter on Kings of the Brhatphaliyana gotra.
13. Coins of Pulumivi II bearing the device of ship with mastd are
found on the Coromandel Coast as far south as Cuddalore.
14. Paécit purastidapi yasya debau Khyitau Mahdrdgtre-Kalinga-
Samjiiaun | '
Avigudak Péndyaka-Konyakubjau deias sa tatrdsti Tilinganama ||
—EL, Vol. XIV, p. 90.



Cuarter II
ORIGINS OF SATAVAHANA POWER

‘ Materials for a study of Satavdhana history

It is some decades since some Prakrt inscriptions in Brahmi
characters of a line of kings called Satavahanas in lithic records
and in literature, and Andhras (Andhrajdtiyah) in the Puranic
genealogies, were discovered. The first publication of their
western, inscriptions goes back to volume VII of the JB.B.R.AS.
Dr. R. G. Bhandarkar was the first to translate them in his
¢ Notices’ published in the Transactions of the London Congress
of Orientalists (1874) pp. 306 ff. Biihler! and Bhagvanlal Indraji2
improved upon Dr. R. G. Bhandarkar’s readings and inter-
pretations; in 1906 the French savant, Emile Senart, gave not
merely a modest gloss in the wake of his predecessors’ learned
interpretations but a scholarly edition of the inscriptions3 The five
short but important Satavahana records from the eastern Deccan
have been edited by Biihler,* Burgess,5 Sten Konow® and Sukthan-
kar’. Thanks to exceptionally skilled numismatists like General
Cunningham, F. W. Thomas, Prof. Rapson, Bhagvanlal Indraji
and the Rev. H. R. Scott, we have as much information as could be
extracted from the Satavahana and Ksatrapa coins. The Puranic
material has been carefully studied and diligently collected by
F. E. Pargiter in his “ Dynasties of the Kali Age ”, though his con-
clusions on the history of Purana literature have been questioned
often.

Still it is true to say that the historian’s task is made difficult
by the paucity of material. A great part of the Satavahana domi-
nions remains unexplored. Recently the archaeological depart-
ment of Hyderabad have begun excavations at Paithin. Only
a hoard of Satavahana coins has come to light so far. Twenty-four

ASWI, Vola. IV and V.
BG, Vol. XVI.
El, Vols. VII and VIII,
EL Vol. I, pp. 95, 96.
~ ASS], Vol. 1, pp. 61, 100.
ZDMG, Vol. LXI, p. 592.
EI, Vol. XIV, pp. 138-55.

N @ o pes o



ORIGINS OF SATAVAHANA POWER 5

inscriptions . (some of which are very short) for a line of 30 kings,
who held sway over the greater part of the peninsula for more than
three hundred years, are a disappointing number. A long histori-
cal night envelops kings Nos; 4 to 228 in the Puranic list. Prior to the
discovery of the Jogalthembi hoard, we had no coins which could
with certainty be attributed to Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani. The
Purénas do not tell us much. Neither does the Brhatkathd which,
according to tradition, was written in the court of a Satavdhana
king, nor the Saptasatakam, an anthology of erotic verses attribut-
ed to Hila (Satakani), nor even Lildvati, a Prakrt work,? the theme
of which is the military transactions of Hala’s reign, offer many
peep-holes into the dark period. In short, the historian has still
to call to aid his imagination to forge some of the missing links.
His enterprise even now is not unlike that of adding piece by piece
to the ends of the two arms of a cantilever bridge intended to
meet at the centre; the ends of the two structures are still, for all
we know, facing each other in the air. Until they have met and
been firmly and finally riveted they cannot offer a safe passage.

The old theory

Scholars who were assiduously collecting every scrap of infor-
mation on the Satavahana period found that the names gleaned
from inscriptions and coins as well as their order agreed with those
in the Puranic genealogies; and they straightaway identified the
Satavahanas of the epigraphic and numismatic records with the
Andhras of the Purdnas. The home of the Andhras was the next
question to be tackled. The early references!® to the Andhras and
their country enabled them to fix the habitat of this people in the
country, the heart of which roughly comprised the present Goda-
vari, Krsnd and Guntir districts. Scholars like Prof. Rapson,
V. A. Smith and Dr. Bhandarkar found no difficulty in building
on these postulates the theory of an eastern origin of Satavahana
power, i.e., in the Andhradesa;!! while V. A. Smith located the Sata-
vihana capital at $ri-Kikulam, Dr. Bhandarkar saw it in Dharnfia-
kataka.12

8. Recently, however, a copper coin of ‘giva #iri-Apilaka No. 8 in the
Matsya list has been discovered in the Central Previnces.

9. Recently brought to light by Mr. M. Ramakrsna Kavi, Bhdfaﬂ
Vol I, Part I, pp. 3 ﬂ

© 10. Vide supra.

11. ZDMG, 1902 p. 857.,- CIC, Andhras, and Western Kgatrapas, etc., xvi
and xvii.

12. Vide infra.



8 EARLY HISTORY OF THE ANDHRA COUNTRY
Epigraphic, numismatic and literary evidence against it

A careful revaluation of the materials, epigraphic, numismatic
and literary, would throw in high relief the objections to the
orthodox theory of the expansion of Satavahana power from the
Krsna-Godavari . valleys to western Deccan. It is of course
hard to break the cake of old theories, Except for a dissentient
note here and there’3 nothing was done to disprove the old theory
till the year 1922 when Sukthankar took up the question.4 His
spirited attack on the old theory, only marred by an erroneous
theory of the original habitat of the Satavahanas and the absence
of a sound construttive side, does not seem to have gained the
approval of later writers.

An inscription over a relievo figure, mentioning the founder of
the dynasty (Raya Simuka), an inscription of the reign of Kanpha
(Krsna), his brother, and an inscription of queen Nayanika, the
widow of Siri-Satakani, son of Simuka, come from Naneghét and
Nasik in the western Deccan. The Amaravati Stipa has yield-
ed many inscriptions some of which, on palaeographical grounds,
can be ascribed to the 3rd century B.C.,15 some others to the 2nd or
1st century B.C.8 and still others to the 1st century AD The
silence of these inscriptions about not only Simuka, Kanha and
Siri-Satakani I, but also other early Satavahanas, put by the side
of the mention of two Satavahana kings of the 2nd century A.D. in
two inscriptions,1® tells. its own simple story. One would expect
the long record of queen Nayanika recording the numerous sacri-
fices performed during the minority of her son to be very near the
capital and mot in a place on the farthest limits of the
empire, which would be the case if the theory of an
eastern capital is correct. It may be noted that Naneghat is
only 120 miles, as the crow flies, from Pratisthana,: e capital
according to tradition, of the early Satavahanas!® The Bhatti-

13. IA, 1918, pp. 281 f.

14. ABORL, ii, pp. 21ff.

15. EI, Vol. XV, Some Unpublished Amardvati Inscriptions, Nos. 4, 5,
6, 9,10 and 19; hnd ASSI, Vol. I, No. 4, p. 101.

16. EI Vol. XV, ibid., 1, 2, 3, 7, 8, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18.

17. Ibid., Nos. 25, 29, 33, 36, 40, 42, 43 and 4.

18. ASSI,Vole 100, Ng. 1 and p. 61, No. 2.

19. Napeghat (Ghétghar) is a pass in the Western Ghats which was in
the direct line of communication from inland market-towns like Pratis-

théna and Tagara to the western ports like Kalyip, Barygaza, etc,
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—

prolu inscriptions, ‘ probably only a few decades later than Asoka’s
edicts’, mention a king Khubirako and his father Sa—:2? Andhradesa
would, therefore, seem to have been ruled by a different line in
the 8rd and 2nd centuries B.C. A coin from the Andhradeéa bear-
ing the legends (— — —) B (i) ra or (— — —) Vira is cor-
roborative evidence pointing in the same direction.2! True, inscrip-
tions of kings Nos. 4 to 22 are not found either in the western
Deccan or in the Andhradesa. Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani’s three
inscriptions come from Nasik and Karla. The Nasik record of
Gotami Balasiri recounting her son’s political achievements, and
describing his empire, makes no reference to the Andhradesa.2?
Only records engraved during the reigns of Vasithiputa sémi Siri-
Pulumavi, son of Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani, and somg of his suc-
cessors, i.e., during the latter half of the second century and the first
quarter of the third century A.D., come from the Andhradesa and
Kalinga. Of the 24 records of these kings, 8 come from Nasik, 5
from Kanhéri, three from Karla, one from Bhilsa, two from
Naneghat (besides there are 5 short ones over relievo figures), one
from Myakadoni, one from Cinna Ganjam, two from Amaravati
and one from Kodavali.?3

The Hathigurhphd inscription of Khéravela, king of Kalinga®
and a contemporary of the third or fifth king in the Satavahana
fine, throws some welcome light on the question. In the inscription
Kharavela is said to have destroyed the city of Pithurhda in the
eleventh year? In the next line an expedition against the kings
of Uttardpatha in the twelfth year is spoken of. We must, there-
fore, look for the city elsewhere than in the North. The East is like-
wise excluded for the sea lies on that side. Since the destruction
of Pithumgda and the breaking up of ‘the confederacy of the
T(r) amira (Damira or Tamil) countries of 113 years’ are spoken of
in the same breath and achieved in the same year, the South has
greater claims than the West. Sylvain Lévi has shown that the

20. EI, Vol. I, p. 328, vi; p. 329 ix.

21. Vide infra.

22. Scholars like Dr. Bhandarkar have made attempts to identify some
mountains and countries mentioned in that record with those in the eastern
Deccen. Prof. Rapson is of opinion that the record only mentions Gotami-
puta’s conquests. For a discussion of these views, vide infra.

23. Liiders; List of Brahmi Inscr., Nos, 346, 987, 994, 1001, 1002, 1024,
1105, 1106, 1110, 1112, 1122 $o 1126, 1141, 1146 and 1147.

24, EI, Vol. XX, pp. 71-89. ’

25. Pithuimdam gadabha nathgalena kdsayati, ibid., p. 79, t. 1. 11,



8 BARLY HISTORY OF THE ANDHRA COUNTRY

Pitundra of Ptolemy is a Greek transliteration of the Indian
Pithurda. He says : —* Ptolemy places Pitundra in the hinterland,
between the mouths of the Maisolos,and the Manadas, or in other
words, between the deltas of the Godavari and Mahanadi, at an
equal distance from both. We must, therefore, look for the site of
the city between Chicacole and Kalingapatam, if Ptolemy’s informa-
tion approximates to the truth.”?® We cannot very much rely on
Ptolemy’s information here, as he has erred in placing to the south-
east of the mouth of the Maisdlos a great peninsula which, however,
existed only in his imagination.?? We have, moreover, to say with
Yule that Maisblos is the Krsnéd and nat the Godavarl as Lassen
and Sylvain Lévi would have it. Ptolemy places a Kantakossula
near (latitude 134°30' longitude 11°40') and a Koddura not far
away from (latitude 135° longitude 11°30’) the mouth of the
Maisblos (latitude 134° longitude 11°40').22 Koddura has been
identified with the modern Giidir in the Bandar taluq of the Krsna
district.?? Kantakossula is the Kantakasila of a Nagarjunikonda
inscription of the time of the Iksvaku Virapurisadata,®® and Kod-
dura is the Kiidiira of an Amarivati inscription of the second cen-
tury A.D.3! They were, therefore, nearer to the Krsna than to the
Godavari. It is possible to get a better clue. Ptolemy places
Koroungkala (identified with the modern Warangal) in longituds

15° and more in the interior than Pitundra. Warangal is place

3°20" degrees and Pitundra %%th of a degree north of the moutl

of the Maisblos (11'40°).32 Warangal is in the Godavari-Krsni

region (south of the Godavari). Pitundra has, therefore, to be
sought for in the Andhrade$a and not in Kharavela’s Kalinga. The
reference to the destruction of Pithurnda along with the reference
to the breaking up of the confederacy of Tamil powers is corrobo-
rative evidence in the same direction.3® In such a case the destruc-
tion of Pithurhda (probably then, as in Ptolemy’s days, the metro-

26. IA, LV, pp. 146-47.

27. Map appended to McCrindle’s translation of Ptolemy’s Geography,
IA, Vol. X1, facing p. 353.
Ibid., p. 333 (Ptolemy’s Geography, Book VII, Chap. I, See. 15).
Jouveau—Dubreuil, Ancient History of the Deccan, p. 85.
El XX, p. 2, Ins,, F, t1.3, .
Liiders, op.. cit., No. 12985,
Op. cit, Bk. VII, Sec. 93,
‘I'hefactthntthedestmcﬁonafthemtymspokenoialangthh
his wars with the northern and southerh powers makes it least probable
that the city waswit!nntheunzdomsixnhﬁga
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polis of the-Andhra country)3¢ by Kharavela would have evoked
immediate and tremendous hostilities (or would have been a result
of such hostilities) between him and his Satavahana contemporary,
if really the early Satavahanas had been ruling over the Andhra-
deéa® If such a conflict with ‘the Lord of the Deccan’ had taken
place, Kharavela would not have failed to make mention of it in
an inscription which speaks of his wars with the northern kings,
southern confederacies and western pewers. ‘The silence of the
Hathigurnpha inscription on. this matter is, therefore, conélusive
proof that the early Satavahanas were not ruling over the land of
their birth in the third and second cenfuries B.C.

The association of the early Satavahanas with the Mahdrathis,
a class of officers who are mentioned in the western cave inscrip-
tions only, is another piece of evidence that supports our conclu-
sion. Queen Nayanika, wife of Siri-Satakani the third king of the
dynasty, is the daughter of the Mahdarathi Tranakayiro of the
Ang:ya family.

Numismatics tells the same story. The earliest known coins
of the dynasty are two pieces, one of copper and the other of lead,
bearing the legend ‘Siri-Sdtasa.’ Considering the angular ta, the
absence of the métréd over ra and the early form of sa,
Rapson attributes these coins to Siri-Satakani of the Naneghat
inscriptions.3¢ But the nailed heads of the sa of the copper coin
make its attribution to a later king, perhaps No. 5 in the Matsya
list, reasonable.3? These coins were picked up in western India
with which they are connected by their Malwa fabric, ie., the
Ujjain symbol, the standing man, the representation of a river with
fishes swimming in it, which reminds us of the representation of

34. In line 11 (EI, Vol. XX, p. 79) K. P. Jayaswal reads ‘ava rdja nive-
sitam Pithumdarn’ for ‘puva rdja etc,’ his earlier reading. (Pithurhda
built by a former king). While the upper and lower limbs of the ususl a
of the inscription are not connected with each other, in the letter read as
a, they are connected with each other even if the crease om the stone
can be taken to represent the lower curve. The curve taken as the upper
limb is usually big. The letter may, therefore, be more correctly read
as pu.

35. It is also highly lmprobahle that the Andhradeéa escaped the widely
thrown net of Khiravela’s -,_,- S.

36. CIC, Andhrae and We

37. The copper coin differs fi
tion of a man standing. ‘

HA~2

Pﬂ,&C,pl ’
badcomalsoin&erepmenta-
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river Bina on the coins of Erin® From western-India came 8
coins bearing the legends (partly or fully) ‘Rafio Sdtakarhnisa.’
The alphabetical characters of the legends seem to be later than
those of the Sata coins, but the elongated instead of the squat and
rounded form of ta on all the three coins, makes a very long inter-
val impossible.

Prof. Rapson brings into the list of early Satavadhana coins,
three coins coming from the Andhradesa; according to him two of
them bear the legends ‘ (Ra) #io (— —) Vira’ and one, the legend
[ (gha) ] Sadasa® The former are exceptionally large sirmha
coins “found in a deserted site at the village of Chittala, in the
Yernagudem Talook of the Godavari District.”4? V. A. Smith attri-
buted them provisionally to Siri-Yafia Satakani (second century
A.D)) .4 True, the incomplete and indistinct nature of the legends
makes it impossible for us to rely on their palacography for their
date, but according to Rapson, their early date seems to be indi-
cated by the fact that they are struck on one side only. We do
not possess sirha coins of Siri-Yafia.42 It is doubtful whether these
coins were issued by any member of the Satavdhana dynasty. We
have come across neither Sataviahana names ending in ‘vira’ or
‘bira,” nor such unusually big Satavahana coins. The letter read
as vi may well be read as b(i) or b(e). ‘Vira’ or ‘bira’ strongly
reminds us of king Khubiraka of the Bhattiprolu inscriptions.®®
Significantly enough he is there called the head of the Sithha
group (Sthagothiyd pamukho). On the coins the term ‘rafio’
comes after the personal name. It does not do so on other coins
while in the Bhattiprélu inscriptions ‘raja’ comes after Khubirako.#
The striker of these coins might presumably have belonged to this
line of kings of the Andhradesa. But the distance between Bhatti-

Cunningham, CAI, p. 100.
Op. cit., pp. 2, 28.
Sir Walter Elliot, CSI, p. 23 n.
ZDMG, 1903, p.- 625.
On the other hand, Lion coins of Vasithiputa sémi Siri-Pulumavi
and MEdhariputa Sakasena, have been picked up in the Andhradesa, A
small signet of lapis lozuli discovered among the Buddhist remains of Amarg-
vatl has on it the representation of a lon with open mouth and raised left
fore-leg together with the legend ‘bhiitisa’ written in Brahmi characters
of the 3rd century B.C. The lion wpuld, therefore, seem to have been of
Buddhist origin.—ASR, 1905-06, p. 188.

43. EI, Vol. II, pp. 328, vi; 329, ix,

“. Op. cit.

BRE8E
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prolu and the findspot of the coin casts some doubt on this identi-
fication.

On the strength of the early form of da and the incomplete
legend read as [ (gha) ] Sadase, Rapson attributes the third
coin to Meghasvati (Megha Satakarni), ninth in the Matsya list
(2nd or 1st century B.C.)45 As the coin contains neither the
full legends nor the upper part of the first letter, we cannot be quite
sure of Prof. Rapson’s reading. The letter read as gha by Rapson
might very well be read as na; what appears as a vertical to the
proper right is a scratch (compared to the central vertical), and
does not start from the end of the horizontal.y We might
reconstruct the legend thus: (Ra)n(o) Sadasa.46 Ithnscriptions
Sada alternates with Sata; and Sata, Sati and Sada (?) are abbrevia-
tions of Satakani (the Sanskrit form corresponding to it is Sata-
karni). The striker of this coin might therefore have been any
one of the numerous Satakarnis in the Puranic list. So far as
epigraphical evidence alone is concerned, the coin may be ascribed
to a period as late as the first century A.D., for da open to the left
occurs in some of the inscriptions of Usavadita and some epigraphs
from Amardvati which, on palaeographical considerations, have
been assigned to the first century B.C. or AD.#

It will do well to bear in mind the remark of Biihler that “the
contemporaneous employment of more advaneed types and of more
archaic ones .......... will have to be explained.......... by a
desire to select archaic and monumental forms for epigraphic
purposes and a failure to completely carry out this intention.”48
The type is not that of a horse as Rapson would describe it in the
Catalogue,®® but that of a bull whose hump and horns are visible.
Coins of the bull type tentatively attributed by Rapson to the
Satavahana dynasty, come from western India, especially from

45, According to V. A. Smith, Sangha is No. 9 and Meghasvéti No. 16
in the Matsya lst (ZDMG, 1902, p. 659). The coin would seem to belong
to an early period in the history of the dynasty since the form of the
akgora da is that found in the Naneghat inscription and in the Nasfk inserip-
tion of Krsna Rija: “So far as the evidence from epigraphy is concerned,
this coin might well be assigned fo the first or second century B.C.” Rap-
son, op. cit, Ixxvii, :

46. In the Naneghit inscription of Catarapana Satskani we have rano
for rano. Liiders op. cit., No, 1120.

47. Nos. 36, 37, 38 and 49 in EI, Vol. XV, plate facing p. 272.

48, IA. xxxiii, Appendix, Ind, Palae. p. 43.

49. Op. cit., p. 28.
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Ujjain and Eran5® The Sada coin is a square piece bearing the
impress of a round die. Cunningham notes that some square coins
with impressions made from round dies come from Ujjain and
Eran! It is hazardous to conclude on the provenance of a single
coin that fhe early Satavahanas ruled over the Andhrade$a. It is
very probable that a coin of a Satavahana king of the first century
B.C. or A.D. found its way from his dominions in the western Dec-
can into the Andhradefa in the wake of commerce.

The next group of coins found in the Andhradesa belong to
Saka Sada (Sada?);52 the name is an abbreviated and corrupted
form of Sakasena Satakani., Sometimes in the inscriptions, for
want of space or other reasons, titles and names are shortened.’
Metronymics appear on some coins whilst in others of the same
kings they do not.5¢ So Sakasena Satakani can be identified with
Madhariputa Sakasena Satakani of the Kanheéri inscriptions.® As
the Andhradesa is not mentioned in the long record of Gotami
Balasiri® and as no coin or inscription of Gotamiputa Satakani has
been found in the Andhradesa, it is highly improbable that
Madhariputa Sakasena preceded the former as Rapson would have
it.57 Dr. Bhandarkar would place Madhariputa Sakasena late in
the Satavahana series.® Rapson remarks:—“In the inscription
(of Magdhariputa Sakasena).......... the later form seems to

50. Ibid., pp. 54-56.

51. Op. cit., pp. 99, 100.

52. At Gudivada and Amaravati; Rapson, op. cit., pp. 10-12,

53. Some coins of Nahapana (JBBRAS, XXIII, pp. 13 ff.), coins of Cada
Satakani and the lead coins attributed to Siri-Satakani of the Naneghat
inscriptions are instances.

54. Rapson, op. cit.,, pp. 20-21, 30-33, 38-42.

55. Pandit Bhagwanlal Indraji identified him with siva Siri-Satakani,
successor of Pulumavi. He was probably led to it by his reading Sirisena
for Sakasena. This reading is incorrect. (JBBRAS, VII, p. 407). Rapson
remarks that (op. cit., Intro. Ixxv) for Saka-Sata “no identification with
a similar name occurring on other coins or in inscriptions (of the Satava-
hanas) can be suggested.” If Prof. Rapson and Dr. Bhandarkar (EHD, 3rd
ed. p. 61) have embarked on an ocean of conjectures and doubtfully identi-
fied Saka Sada of the coins with Madhariputa Sakasena of the Kanhéri
inscriptions or tried to read the third letter as na (Rapson, op. cit., p. 11,
No. 38), it is because they did not look upon Saka Sada as an abbreviated
form.

56. Vide infra.

57. Op cit., Intro. xxviii.

§8. After 202 A.D., EHD, 3rd ed. p. 61.
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occur in the name while the earlier form is seen in other
words.” It will be shown below that the alphabet of these inscrip-
tions resembles that of a Kanheri inscription of Siri-Yafia.5®8 More-
over, the rather peculiar name Sakasena reminds us of the matri-
monial alliance contracted with the Sakas by a successor of Vasithi-
puta sami Siri-Pulumavi. Names ending in sena are brone by the
Western Ksatrapas of the line of Castana.80 We might not, there-
fore, be grudged the conjecture that the peculiar name is a result
of that matrimonial alliance.®! Finally even according to Rapson’s
assumption, the earliest king who ruled over the Andhradésa on
numismatic evidence would be No. 21 in the Satavahana series!

While discussing the inscriptions on the reverse of three coins
of Siri-Yafia from Aparanta, Kathiawar and Baroda, Rapson re-
marks that the reverse inscription is substantially the same as the
obverse inscription, but in a different dialect and written in a
variety of the Brahmi alphabet which has not been found else-
where and which approaches most nearly to that of the Bhattiprolu
inscriptions. “It seems reasonable to suppose, then,” he concludes,
“that the two varieties of alphabet used in the Kistna District were
associated with the use of two different dialects (1).......... the
‘Lenaprakrt’ of Prof. Pischel,........ and (2) a local Prakrt, per-
haps containing Dravidian elements, peculiar to the Kistna Dis-
trict. Traces of this latter dialect are probably to be seen in
certain Andhra names, such as Haku=Sakti; Hala=Sata, &c.; and
its occurrence like that of the alphabet associated with it, on coins
of Sri-Yajna struck in Western India must, no doubt, be regarded
as a reminiscence of the old home of the race in the Telugu country,

. 782 So far as the alphabetical peculiarities are con-
cerned it seems that we now have a nearer analogy than the Bhatti-
prolu inscriptions, to the characters on the Siri-Yafia coins. And
this analogy is furnished by the inscription on the coin of (Hi)ru
Hatakani found in Sopara and now to be seen in the Prince of
Wales Museum, Bombay. And this coin is clearly modelled on
Ksatrapa coinage. The peculiarities exhibited in individual letters
like ha and sa by these coins would thus appear to be a develop-

59. ASWI, V, No. 15.

60. The Bhattiprolu sa has its tail turned to the left and not to the
right as on the coins of Siri-Yafia and Vasithiputa Satakani; the ha of the
coins bears very little resemblance to the Bhattiprolu ka.

61. A predecessor of Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani bears in the Puranic lists
a name with -sena ending: Purindrasena.

62. Op. cit,, Intro. xc, xci.
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ment that took place in western India, a development which does
not seem to stand in any necessary or direct relation to the Bhatti-
prolu alphabet. The dialectical peculiarities exhibited by the
legends of Siri-Yafia’s coins are the use of ha for sa, and sa for
final sa. The Bhattiprolu inscriptions do not offer us a single
instance of the use of ha for sa. We cannot, therefore, be sure that
we have in names like Haku, Hala (the names of early Sata-
vahanas) and Hiru-Hatakani, traces of a dialect peculiar to the
Krsna district. True in the use of sa for final sa, we seem to have
a trace of the Krsna dialect, but this occurs only on the coins of Hiru-
Hatakani and Siri-Yafia (second century A.D.) and not earlier.
Considering the distance in time and space between Bhattiprolu
and the Yafia coins, and the parallels we find for all other features
shown by these coins in those of the Ksatrapas, we may hesitate to
accept the view that the use of sa for final sa is derived from the
influence, direct or remote, of an eastern dialect. I am not at
present able to offer an explanation of this feature.

Andhradesda is rich in stiipas some of which date back to the
third and second century B.C,, i.e., the Bhattiprolu and Amaravati
Stipas;3 it is really strange that these stipas should not have con-
tained coins of the early Satavahana kings whilst some of the later
stiipas, or old stipas which were decorated and enlarged in the
second century A.D.% should have yielded us numerous coins of
Vasithiputa sami Siri-Pulumavi and his successors, i.e., siva Siri-
Satakani, Cada Satakani, Rudra Satakarni, Siri-Yafia Satakani and
Kanha Satakani.%s

The most characteristic titles of the Andhra kings are the
metronymics. Metronymics seem to have been purely local.
Gotiputa, Gagiputa and Vasithiputa (borne by a royal artisan)
occur in the Safici, Barhut and Bhilsd (Malwa) stipe inscrip-
tions of the second century B.C.%¢ In the Pitalkhora cave inscrip-
tions of the second century B.C. the royal physician Magila
bears the title Vachiputa (Vatsiputra).” Metronymics like those
borne by the Satavihanas are borne by their feudatories and
officers in their inscriptions in the western Deccan® In the

EL 1, p. 825.

Rapson, op. cit., Ixxi.

Rapson, op. cit.,, pp. 20-52.

Liiders, op. cit., Nos. 680, 687 and 348.
Ibid., Nos. 1189, 1191-93.

Ibid., Nos. 1088, 1100 and 1146,
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numerous inscriptions in the Andhradesa metronymics occur only
in three inscriptions of the second century A.D.® In the
Nagarjunikonda inscriptions the Iksvakus and the high dignitaries
of state under them, like the Mahdtalavaras and Mahdsendpatis,
bear metronymics derived from Vedic gotras. It seems, therefore,
reasonable to suppose that the Satavihanas had nothing to do with
the Andhrade$a at first and that the practice of coupling metrony-
mics with personal names became common there after the Sata-
vahanas had overrun it; that the practice was not native to the
soil is shown by the fact that the successors of the Satavahanas in
the Andhrade$a, ie., the kings of the Brhatphaldyana gotra,
the Vaingeyakas, the Kandaras and the Visnukundins, do not
assume metronymics.

Many personal names, like alphabets and dialects, are local.”
The queen of the third king of the dynasty bears a name ending
in ‘anika’ (anika),” and names ending in ‘anaka’ and ‘anika’ (fem)
occur frequently in the western cave inscriptions. The earliest
known inscription in the eastern Deccan to mention a name with
such an ending is the Amaravati inscription dated in the regnal
years of Vasithiputa sami Siri-Puluméavi, the first inscription
on this side of South India to mention a Satavdhana king. Such
names occur frequently in the Nagarjunikonda inscriptions. Names
resembling ¢ Vedisiri’ and ‘Bhaya....’ of the Naneghat inscrip-
tions occur in the Kudia and Mahad cave inscriptions;’? a name
beginning in Bhaya (Bhayabhiiti) occurs in an unpublished Karla
inscription. ‘Skanda’ which enters into the composition of the
names of some of the early Satavahanas occurs in the Kuda, Karla
and Nasik inscriptions of the first and second centuries A.D. and
in the eastern inscriptions only after the reign of Vasithiputa sami
Siri-Puluméavi. The Sadakara of a Kuda inscription®™ bears a
striking resemblance to the surname Satakani or Sadakani.

Thus, all available epigraphic and numismatic evidence proves
not only that undeniably the centre of gravity of the early Sata-

69. Ibid., Nos. 1248 and 1271. One of them (Gordiputa) is quite unlike
the metronymics borne by the Satavihanas, another is the metronymic borne
by Pulumavi, son of Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani; a headless statue from the
Amaravati Stipa bears the inscription ‘ Gétami nama(o) ’.

70. A glance at the long list of names in the Bhattiprélu and the early
western cave inscriptions is enough to prove the truth of this statement.

71. Nayanika.

72. Liders, op. cit.,, Nos. 1050, 1073 and 1091.

73. Ibid., No. 1054.
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véhana power lay in the western Deccan, but also that .the early
Satavahanas did not rule over the Andhradesa.

Jain literature furnishes corroborative evidence in the same
direction. In many versions of the Kalakdciryakathd including
the Long Anonymous Version, the Kalaka who changed the
Paryusine date is said to have gone to Pratisthana, the city of
Salivahana™ and ‘the ornament of the land of Maharastra.” The
evidence of this work is of course of doubtful value; but it is
adduced because it corroborates evidence from other sources. In
Jain chronology the changing of the date is put at 993 Vira era
(446 AD.). The Satavahanas as a political power pass out of
history in the first quarter of the 3rd century A.D. It seems pre-
ferable to accept the account of Yugapradhana-svaripa’ according
to which it was Kalaka I (died Vira era 376 or 171 B.C.) who
changed the date, Kalaka III coming in 1o confirm the change 600
years later. Then, the Satavahana king mentioned must have been
ruling at Paithin during the first half of the second century
B.C.®

An old gathd taken from the Niyukti (50 B.C.—150 A.D.) and
cited in the commentary on the Avaéyaka Sutra says that Bharukac-
cha is known for Paithana Salavahana and Nahavana.”” Bharu-
kaccha, the Barygaza of the Periplus, is modern Broach. Obviously
the Nahavana and Salavihana were contemporaries. The Sanskrit
commentary on it extracted in the Abhidhana Rdjendra™ makes
them contemporaries. The name Nahavana, corrupted into
Naravaha in Jinasena’s Harivam$a Purdna, is a variation of Naha-
pana.”® The only Nahapana so far known to history, is Rajan
Ksatrapa Nahapana of the Ksaharata vaméa8 who dispossessed
his Satavihana contemporary of a part of Maharastra and
Aparanta. The ‘ Naravdhas’ of the Harivaméa Purdana may imply
not the existence of two or more Nahapanas, but Nahapana and his

74. Hemacandra in his grammar gives Salivihana as a Prakrt concep-
tion of Satavdhana, 1, 8, 211; Kalakacaryakatha, Norman Brown: p. 1.

75. Ibid., p. 7.

76. An inscription in the Bhilsa Topes (2nd cen. B. C.) mentions a
bhikkhu by name Patithdna. Bhilsa Topes, p. 255, No. 145.

77. JBORS, 1930, p. 290.

78. Ibid.,, pp. 291-298.

79. For instances of the use of va for pa see Pischel’s Gram. der Pr3.
Spra., Sec. 144.

80. The Mambanes of the Periplus.
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descendants. The old theory that dates in Usavadata’s (governor
under Nahapéna) inscription® and the Junnar inscription of
Ayama, a minister of Nahapana3% must be referred to the Saka
era is to be abandoned in favour of the theory that they are dated
either in the regnal years of Nahapana or in an era starting from
the end of the first century B.C. The capital of the Satavahanas in
the first century A.D. would, therefore, seem to have been
Paithan.

The theory of a second eastern capital of the Satavahanas also
rests upon unsafe foundations. The only source of the assertion
made by many writers that the capital of the early Satavahanas was
Dhafifiakataka, is the conjecture of Dr. Bhandarkar that the com-
pound Dhanakatasamanehi in Nasik No. 333 may be taken as
Dhanakatasgminehi8 Obsessed by the unproven and improbable
theory of the conjoint rule of Gotamiputa Satakani®® and Vasithi-
puta Siri-Pulumavi, and taking for granted that the donation record-
ed in the beginning of Nasik No. 3 is identical with that recorded
in Balasiri’s inscription, Dr. Bhandarkar says8 that Dhanakatasami
[lord of Dhanakata(ka)] is a title of Gotamiputa Satakani and
reads Benakatakasami of Nasik No. 4 as Dhanakatakasami.®?

In his valuable paper on the Nasik inscriptions Emile Senart
has pointed out the orthographical objection to the identification of
Dhanakata with Dhafifiakataka (equivalent to or near modern
Dharanikot) of the Amaravati inscriptions. Considering the gene-
ral similarity of b and dh, he would read Benakata for Dhana-
kata.88 D. R. Bhandarkar, however, does not agree with
Senart. He says:8%—“What is read as Dhanakata can

81. EI, Vol. VIII, Nasik, No. 12.

82. ASWI], Vol. IV, p. 103, No. 11.

83. Vide infra., EI, Vol. VIII, p. 65, t. 1. 2; dated in the regnal years of
Pulumavi.

84. EHD, p. 30, n. 13; Dhaffiakataka is mentioned in two Amaravati in-
scrr. (EI, Vol. XV, Nos. 4 and 5, pp. 262-63) as a market-town (nigama)
only. Ptolemy mentions Pitundra (Bk. VII, Chap. I, sec. 93) and not Dhaii-
fiakataka as the capital of the Maisolia region. The earliest mention of
Dhaiifiakataka as the headquarters of a district is in the Mayidavolu plates ;
also ASSI, Vol. I, No. 53, Dhawmiiakataka.

JRAS, 1926, pp. 644-650.
Op. cit., p. 30.
Transact. Second. Lond. Congr. Ori., p. 349.
Op. cit., p. 68.
IA, 1913, p. 280, n. 18.
HA.-8
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also be read as Dhamnakata (Dhannakata); and as, in
Nasik inscriptions n is used instead of #i (compare e.g., Gnapayati
of the same Nasik inscription), Dharmnakata can very well be taken
to be equivalent to Dhamfiakataka. Sir R. G. Bhandarkar’s view,
therefore, still stands incontrovertible” To draw a parallel
between the change of na in a Prakrt word into #ia in its Sanskrit
equivalent (@jfidpayati) and the change of #ia into na in different
forms of a Prakrt word is misleading. Moreover, the literary Pali
form, which occurs in the Nasik inscription also, is ‘ dnapayati’ and
not ‘dnapayati’. The instance cited by D. R. Bhandarkar is one of
the use of na for #a.9° There is not one clear instance of na used
for fia in Prakrt. The only instance cited by Pischel is one of the
change of 7ia into cina, (rafi@ becomes rdcina, rdcino and rdcini)
and this is not relevant to the point at issue.®! In the Mayidavolu
plates?? edited after Pischel’s Prakrt Grammar was published®® we
have the word ‘ana’ (anna) the literary Pali form of which is
‘afifia’ and no support can be derived from this inscription for
Bhandarkar’s position regarding Dhafifiakataka because the Mayi-
davolu grant comes much later and from an altogether different
area.$

Dhanakatasami could not have been the title of Gotamiputa
Siri-Satakani, for neither was he reigning when Nasik Nos. 2 and 3
were incised, nor are the donations recorded in the two inscriptions
identical ; No. 2 records a non-official grant and No. 3 an official
grant% Finally the reading Dhanckatasamiyehi must be aban-
doned for Biihler’s and Senart’s reading Dhanakatasamanehi.
Thus the title “ Lord of Dhanakataka ” is hypothetical.

V. A. Smith’s and J. Burgess'® theory that Sri-Kakulam was the
capital of the early Satavahanas is based on a passage in the Tri-
linganudasanam, translated and quoted by Campbell in his

90, We have a parallel in the Naneghat ins. of Catarapana Satakani
(rano for raio).

91. Op. cit, Sec. 237, p. 167.

92. EI, Vol. VI, pp. 84-89.

93. The plates were, however, discovered a year before the book was
published. ~

94. In Junnar No. 10, (ASWI, Vol. IV, Pl, XLIX) we have Dhamiiika-
seniya not Dhanikaseniya.

95. For a detailed discussion of these points, vide infra.

96. EHI, 2nd edn. p. 194; ASSI, Vol. I, pp. 3-4. The way in which Sri-
Kikulam is marked on the map appended to the Catalogue of Indian Coins in
the British Museum shows that Rapson favours their view.
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Telugy Grammar.® The thick fog of legendary matter
in the passage will be apparent to any reader. Andhra
Visnu, son of the first Andhra monarch Sucandra (Simuka of the
second century B.C.), is said in the same work to have been a patron
of the first Telugu Grammarian Kanva.?® We know that Telugu was
in the course of formation in the fifth century A.D., from the dis-
tinetly Telugu suffix in a Visnukundin record.$? Atharvanacarya
quotes from the Valmiki Sitras on Prakrt, and it has been shown
that the Siitras were composed by Trivikramal® who according to
Dr. Hultzsch must have lived between the twelfth and fifteenth
centuries A.D.100 The testimony of a writer removed from the
early Satavahanas by more centuries than we are from him should
not have been made the basis of such a categorical statement.

The old theory has another weak link. The attempts of Rapson
and V. A. Smith to bring the epigraphic and numismatic evidence
in line with the Puranic testimony, have led them to postulate a
rapid expansion of the Satavahana empire from the lower Godavari
and Krsna valleys, as far as Nasik before the end of Kanha’s
reign, that is to say, within 20 years.12 Yet Simuka and Kanha
in whom the Washington and the Napoleon are combined, are men-
tioned in very short inscriptions only and no deed whatever of
theirs is recorded. If they did in fact engage in wars of extensive
conquest, the vast military operations would have necessitated large
issues of coins. Not a single coin of Simuka or Kanha has been
picked up in the western Deccan or in the Andhradesa. Not even
a Candragupta Maurya could have accomplished the feat of liberat-
ing a people and building up, in such a short period, a huge and
well organised empire, that withstood the shocks from the Sakas
for a long period. Such a rapid expansion is not known to any
period of South Indian History. Expansion from the plains over
the tableland and the mountainous regions presents far greater diffi-

97. Imtro. p. ii.

98. Footnote (Introduction viii) “He who speaks irreverently of my
Grammar composed by the command of Andhra Vishnoo shall be considered
as guilty of irreverence to his priest.”

99. EI, Vol. IV, the Chikkulla plates 1. 26.

100. IA, XL, 219f.
101. Ibid., p. 221: “The time of Trivikrama can be settled only within
rather wide limits. He quotes Hemachandra, who lived in the 12th century,

and he is quoted in the Ratndpana of Kumarasvamin, who belonged to the
fifteenth or sixteenth century.”

102. ZDMG, 1902, p. 657.
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culties than expansion from the mountainous regions over the
plains.19  With a powerful and jealous neighbour in Kalinga, which
would seem to have thrown off the Mauryan yoke along with the
Satavahanas, a westward expansion would well nigh have been
impossible. The inventive genius of the historian has not only
painted the glories of Simuka and Kanha whom inseriptions and
literature agree to treat in a singularly unimpressive manner, but
also brought about a travesty of justice in so far as the achieve-
ments of great conquerors like Gotamiputa Satakani and some
of his predecessors like Satakani I have been fathered upon dim
figures in history.

True, Satakani I, the third king of the line, is called ‘Dakhina-
pathapati’’® But Dakhinapatha is an ambiguous term. In its
widest sense it includes the whole of the Peninsula south of the
Vindhyas; since a passage in the Vayu Purdna excludes the Nar-
mada and the Tapti valleys,!% the term seems to have been used
in a narrow sense, then, as now. To go to an earlier work than
the Purénas, the author of the Periplus (first century A.D.) men-
tions the market-towns of the Dachinabades separately from the
market-towns of Damirica, mistakenly called by him Limyrike, i.e.,
the extreme south of the Peninsula including particularly the Cera,
Cola and Pandya countries.!® The extreme south is likewise ex-
cluded. | Since the MaisGlos of Ptolemy is most probably the
Krsna, 07 and since the Maisélia of Ptolemy is the Masalia of the
Periplus, Masalia would seem to be the name of the lower Krsna-
Godavari region, i.e., the Andhrade$a. The author of the Periplus
says that this region was studded with centres of trade and indus-
iry1%8 Yet all the market-towns (of which Paithan and Tagara
identified with modern Junnar are the most important) of the
Dachinabades mentioned in the Periplus are in the western Dec-
can!® Thus it is clear that the Dachinabades of the Periplus
excludes the extreme east and south of the peninsula.l10

103. Liiders, op. cit, Nos. 1112 and 1114.

104. ASWI, Vol. V, p. 60, P1. LI.

105. Chap. 45, Verse 104. Bibliotheca Indica ed.

106. Schoff, The Periplus of the Erythraean Sea. Sec. 51.

107. Vide supra.

108. Schoff, op. cit., Sec. 62.

109. TIbid., Sec. 51, 52, and 53.

110. Suzerainty over the whole of the Peninsula is therefore to be ruled
out,
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Even those who have propounded the theory of western origin
of Satavahana power have failed to correlate properly the Puranic
with epigraphic and numismatic evidence. Relying upon a passage
in the Aitareya Brdhmana which speaks of the Andhras as living
on the fringes of Aryan civilisation!! Mr. P, T. Srinivasa Ayyan-
gar places the Andhras in the Vindhyan regions.l’2 But we do not
know the exact limits of Aryan civilisation in those days. It has
been proved beyond doubt that the ancient home of the Andhras
then as now was the lower valleys of the Godavari and the Krsnpa.
His theory of western origins of Satavahana power, not accom-
panied by arguments, looks like a shot in the air.

Sukthankar cuts the Gordian knot by challenging the Andhra
affinities of the Satavahanas.!’® According to him in the whole
range of epigraphic records, the Satavahanas are nowhere called
Andhras. The passages from Greek authors which mention the
Andhra country and people contain no reference to the Sata-
vahanas while those in which certain Satavahana kings are men-
tioned have nothing to say about the Andhras. The hopeless con-
fusion of the Puranas makes their evidence worthless.114

All these objections would vanish if the available pieces of
evidence are properly weighed. Sukthankar treats ‘Andhra-
bhrtya’ as a Tatpurusa compound (Servants of the Andhras)
‘having regard to the parallel phrase Sungabhrtya applied to the
Kanvas” The Puranic words ‘Andhrajatiyah’ and ‘Kanvdayanims
tato bhrtyah Susarmanah prasahya tarn’ (Matsya) exclude the gram-
matical construction adopted by Sukthankar. The compound should,
therefore, be treated as a Karmadhdraya one, in which case it
would mean ‘Andhra Servants.” Then the Satavahanas could have
been Andhras and Andhrabhrtyas. Satavihana is a family or a
dynastic name while Andhra is a tribal name (Andhrajati). In an
inscription we have the expression Sdtavahana kulam;!15 in Prakrt

111. Vide supra.

112. 1A, 1913, pp. 28 .

113. Op. cit.

114. Some of the Purénas call these kings Andhras; others call them
Andhrabhrtyas, and there are others that call them by both names. The
majority of the Puranas distinguish between Andhras and Andhrabhrtyas, and
state that the Ardhrabhrtyas succeeded the Andhras. Ibid., p. 29.

115. ‘Satavahana kule Kanhe rajant etc’., Nasik, No. 22, EI, Vol. VIII, p. 93;
and ‘Satavdhanakula yasapatithpanakarasa, Nasik, No. 2, ibid., 60 t. 1. 6.
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‘kule’ essentially means ‘family.’t’® The term ‘jati’ on the other
hand means ‘caste or tribe.’ That the terms Satavdhana and
Andhra are not identical is shown by the fact that in the grants of
Pallava Siva-Skandavarman Satihani-rattha (Satavahani-rattha)
and Arndhipatha (Andhrapatha) are the names given to two
provinces.’” No wonder then that the inscriptions which give the
dynastic name considered the mention of the tribal name super-
fluous.!'® In the Pallava Kadamba and Calukya records the dy-
nastic appellation only is given and if literary evidence should
throw some light upon their tribal connections no one would
challenge them by saying that such connections are unknown to
epigraphic records. As for the Greek writers, Megasthenes does
not mention the dynastic name of the Magadhan, Kalingan, and
Andhra kings. Ptolemy mentions Polemaios (Vasithiputa sami
Siri-Pulumavi of the records) of Paithan, but does not give us his
dynastic name. Are we to hold that he did not belong to the
Satavahana kula ?

It will not do to ignore the Puranic testimony to the extent
to which Sukthankar has done. No doubt the Purdnas have to
answer charges of defective chronology, incomplete lists of kings,
corruption in names and different readings of the same passage
in different manuscripts. Most of these defects are a result not of
ignorance of facts on the part of Puranic writers but of misreading
of manuscripts and bad copying; Pargiter thinks that the corrup-
tion in names must have occurred in the Sanskritization of Prakrt
names.}’® The earliest Purana, the Bhavisya, from which the
Matsya, Vayu, Bhagavata and Visnu derive their account, Sanskri-
tized earlier metrical accounts in literary Prakrt; the dynastic
portion terminates with the downfall of the Andhras and the rise

116. In the Mahdvamse, Dhathmapadam, the Five Jatakas and Kuddhaka-
pitha, it is used in this sense only. In the Talagunda ins. of Kakusthavarman,
(EL., Vol. VIII p. 32, t. 1. 3), Kadambakula signifies the Kadamba family.

117. The Hira-Hadagalli and the Mayidavolu plates.

118. In Usavadata’s Nasik and Karla inscrr. Nahapana is called a Ksaha-
rata, and we know from Nasik No. 2 that Ksaharata is a family name, (Kha-
kharatavasa). In a Kanhéri ins. (Liiders, op. cit, No. 1021) Mahaksatrepa
Rudrad@man’s daughter is said to have belonged to the Kiarddamaka race or
family. From literary and other sources we know that Nahapina and Rudra-
diaman belonged to the Pahlava and Saka tribes.

119. Pargiter, Dynasties of the Kali Age, pp. 97 ff. It must be noted, how-
ever, that Pargiter’s conclusions have often been challenged by Keith, Kirfel,
and other writers,
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of their servants. The Vayu, Brahméanda, Visnu and Bhégavata
carry the narrative to the rise of the Guptas, but are silent about
the whirlwind campaigns of Samudragupta. Pargiter notes!? that
between 325-340 A.D. the accounts were revised twice. The
Puranas were, therefore, redacted at a time when the Satavahana
dominion in South India was a thing of the immediate past.
Pargiter has shown that there is ap indication that a compilation
was begun in the latter part of the second century A.D. in Siri-
Yafia’s reign, for five manuscripts of the Matsya, of which three
appear to be independent,'?! speak of him as reigning in his ninth
or tenth year. The nearness of the Puranas to the Satavahanas
makes their testimony about their tribal affinities unquestionable.12

Having cut himself from the old moorings of Puranic testi-
mony, Mr. Sukthankar seeks io locate the habitat of the Sata-
vahanas in the modern Bellary District. The only source of his
assertion is the terms °Sdtavdhani-hdara’ and °Satghani-rattha’
(Satavahani-rattha) occurring in inscriptions coming from the
small compass of the Bellary District.!® On the analogy of in-
habitants lending their names to countries, he looks upon Sata-
vahani-hara corresponding to the modern Bellary District and per-
haps its neighbourhood as the original habitat of the Satavahanas.

120. Ibid., pp. xiii, g 23.

121. Ibid., p. 42, n. 8.

122. While Sukthankar accuses the Purdnas of calling Andhrabhrtyas
(servants of the Andhras) Andhras, Ray Chaudhuri suggests that the name
Andhra “ probably came to be applied to the kings in later times when they
lost their northern and western possessions and became purely an Andhra
power governing the territory at the mouth éf the river Krishna” (Pol. His.
of India, p. 280). Satavihana rule over the Andhradesa lasted for three
quarters of a century. Sami Siri-Yafia, No. 27 in the Matsya list, ruled
over the western Deccan. The Satavahanas would seem to have become a
purely eastern power only.a few decades before their fall. It has been shown
that a compilation of the Purdnas was begun in Siri-Yafla’s reign, at a time
when the Sataviahanas were a western as well as an eastern power.

123. The Myakadoni inscription and the Hira-Hadagalli plates. Myaka-
doni is a village in the Adoni taluk of the Bellary Dt.

Hemacandra gives Salahana and Salavahana as variations of Satavihana
(Pischel, op. cit,). True, visaya (Hira-Hadagalli plates) and rdstra (Cdlarat-
tha) denote sometimes a kingdom. But in the Uruvupalli grant Mundarastra
is referred to at the end as a visaya (IA, Vol. V, p. 51 t. 1l. 17, 28). The
Kudarahara of the Kondamudi grant is called Kudrahdra-visaya in the
Vaingeyaka grants and Kudrara-visaya in some Eastern Cialukya grants.
Therefore Satavahana ‘éhdra,” Pallava ‘rastra’ and Vaingeyaka ‘vigaya’ would
denote the same territorial division—not bigger than a modern district.
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If Satavahani-hara was the starting point of Satavahana power,
why are not inscriptions of the early Satavahanas found in this
territory? Worse still, énly an inscription of the last king of the
line is found here;’?¢ and Sukthankar bases his conclusions on
the provenance of inscriptions! He gives instances of provinces
getting their names from their early inhabitants. But the term
in question is an instance of a dynasty lending its name to a part
of the kingdom and not of a people lending their name to the
whole kingdom.1%5

We are prepared to say with Mr. Sukthankar that the pro-
vince must have been so called on account of “some intimate con-
nection ” between the land and the dynasty. A tentative solution
may be proposed that under the later Satavahanas, a town in Sata-
vahani-hara became the seat of their capital which would have
been shifted to the east after the conquest of their western terri-
tories by the Western Ksatrapas. True, during the reign of the
last king, the province is under a Mahasenapati.!?® Instances of the
headquarters of a district lending its name to the district are nume-
rous, e.g., Govadhana, Govadhanahara (Liiders, List No. 1124) ;
Kuadira, Kuadurahara (No. 1328); Patithana and Patithanapatha
(No. 988) and Dhanfiakataka and the kingdom of To-na-kie-tse-kia
which may be considered as the Chinese representative of
Dhanfiakataka. In the Talagunda inscription of Kakusthavarman,
the capital of the Pallavas is called Pallavapuri. Kandarapura at
which Maharaja Damodaravarman of the Ananda gotra is said to
have ruled!? must have received its name from that prince Kan-
dara, who is mentioned as an ancestor of Attivarman.!?® The
Anandas and the Pallavas are not far removed from the Sata-
vahanas. The capital of the Satavahanas might have been called
Satavahanapura or Satavahanipura and the district in which it was
situated, Satavahani-hara ;12 the Pallavas might have continued
the name,

124. The Myakadoni inscription of Pulumavi.

125. “The learned Parimellalagar is inclined to make Céla the name, like
the Pandya and Céra, of a ruling family or clan of immemorial antiquity and
renown.” The Célas, Vol. I, p. 24. Célamandalam would then be an instance
of a territorial designation formed on a dynastic name. It is not, however,
an instance of a part of a kingdom getting its name from the dynasty to the
exclusion of the other parts.

126. The Myakadoni inscription of Pulumavi.

127. EI, Vol. XVII, p. 328.

128. 1IA, Vol. IX, pp. 102-103.

129, Excavations of the type conducted at Nagarjunikonda may bring to
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Now the Purinic, epigraphic and numismatic evidence can be
correlated in a way different from those so far considered. The
term Andhrabhrtya, ‘Andhra Servant’ gives the clue. Will the
facts of Satavahana history make it improbable that the Sata-
vahanas, undoubtedly Andhras by tribal connections, were high
officers of state under the Mauryas like the Kanvas, called the ser-
vants of the Sungas ? True, the Andhra territory while acknow-
ledging Mauryan suzerainty enjoyed some independence unlike
the ‘King’s Dominions.” This semi-independence need not have
been a bar to the Andhras (of the ruling family) accepting offices
under the suzerain. In Asoka’s edicts, Yavanas are politically
classed with the Andhras;!3® and we find a Yavana serving as gover-
nor under Asoka.l3!

It may still seem impossible to ascertain how these ‘Servant
Andhras’ of the eastern Deccan drifted into the western Deccan.
Asoka’s edicls and the Girndr inscription of Rudradaman form
links in the chain of evidence, and suggest that the Mauryan domi-
nion in South India was the medium through which this drift
took place. In Asoka’s edicts the Yavanas are placed with the
Gandharas and Kambojas in the north-west, and still Surastra was
governed by a Yavana king for Asoka. Indian History offers us
many clear instances of dynastic drifts like the Mauryas of Konkan,
the Guptas or Guttas of Guttal and the Colas of Renandu. In the
reign of Pulake$in II “in the Konkanas, the watlery stores of the
pools which were the Mauryas were quickly ejected by the great
wave which was Candadanda, who acted at his command.”132 A
prince, Dhavala, of the Maurya lineage is mentioned in the Kanaswa
inscription of A.D. 738-739, in the Kotah State, Rajaputana.l3 In
an inscription of Vaghli in the Khandesh District dated S. 991,
princes of the Maurya clan, the original home of which is said to
have been the city of Valabhi in Surastra, are mentioned.’3% The
Guttas of the twelfth century A.D. with their capital at Guttavolal,
which may be safely identified with the modern Guttal in the Karaji
taluq of the Dharwar District (where all their records are found),

light the remains of the capital in the Bellary Dt. or its neighbourhood. In
the Adoni taluq there is a village called Sataniru.

130. RE. XIII.

131. The Girnar ins. of Rudradiman, EI, VIII, p. 45, t. 1. 8.

132. The Aihdle inscription of Pulakesin II, IA, VIII, p 244.

133. Ibid, XIX, p. 56.

134. EI Vol. II, pp. 220 .

HA—4
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trace their descent to Candragupta through a Vikramaditya who
is specified as a king of Ujjain. The earliest Telugu records
(eighth century A.D.) from the Cuddapah District including the
Malépadu plates of Punyakumara, have brought to light a line of
kings claiming Cola descent, who had however their dominion in
Pallava territory.135 The Vélarpalayarm plates give us the clue;%
there the Pallava Simhavisnu is said to have “seized the country
of the Célas embellished by the daughter of Kavera whose orna-
ments are the forests of the paddy (fields) and where (are found)
brilliant groves of areca.” When the power of the Colas fell to a
low ebb and Simhavisnu’s sway extended over the Céla country,
the sclons of the eclipsed Céla dynasty must have sought service
under their conqueror and so moved up north.3? Epigraphical
records from the Maddaguri taluq of the Tumkur District refer to
a certain Dhanammjaya Eriga, a Cola. The Célas of the Tumkur
District may have been of a common stock with the Colas of
Renandu among whom we have a Dhanarhjayavarman.l®® The drift
of the Mauryas from Magadha to Konkan, Khandesh and Rajputana,
and of the Guptas (Guttas) from the north to Guttal may be ex-
plained in the same manner. Even as late as the sixteenth century,
Cola chiefs with traditionary descent from XKarikala are found
as viceroys under Vijayanagara rulers.?® The instances so far
cited support the theory that in the days of tribulation and rather
obscure existence under their Mauryan suzerains, scions of the
royal family in the Andhrade$a might have passed into the service
of the Mauryan kings and so have gone to the western Deccan as
viceroys, thereby getting the Puranic appellation Andhrabhrtya.
A fragment of Rock Edict VIII discovered at Suparal%¥’ makes it
certain that a part of the western Deccan was included in the
‘King’s Dominions.” When the strong arm of Asoka disappeared,
their shrewd and more fortunate descendants would have found
themselves in a position to strike a blow in their own interest, not
in the land of their birth which was far away, but in the land of

135. The Malépadu plates, EI, XI, p. 345.

136. SII, Vol. II, No. 98, pp. 507 #.

137. The names of the first two princes mentioned in the Malépadu plates,
Nandivarman and his son Sithhavisnu, bear striking resemblance to some
names in Pallava genealogy.

138. 380 of 1904.

139. ARE, 1909, p. 112.

140. Cq, Vol. 1.
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their adoption. It is possible that in some such manner Simuka,
an Andhra, might have started the political power of the dynasty.
But at present we have no evidence in favour of this conjecture.

For all that we know, the ancestors of the Satavahanas of the
western Deccan might not have belonged to any royal family in
the Andhrade$a. They might have been nobles or fortune hunters
who readily passed into the service of the Mauryan suzerains and
so moved up to western Deccan.

If the Jain legends which mention Paithén as the capital of the
first Satavahana king may be believed, it would seem to be the
starting-point of the Satavahana power. The close association of
the Satavahanas with Mahdrathis (matrimonial alliance) and the
office of Mahdrathi show the extent to which Simuka enlisted the
support of the powerful Rathikas of the west. This reminds one
of the Cutu-Pallava matrimonial alliance which would seem to
have, in the same measure, contributed to Pallava ascendancy in
the south (later Pallava inscriptions mention a Cuta-Pallava as
the founder of the dynasty). If the Puranic ‘bhrtydh’ and ‘sa-
jatiyah’ are correct, it would seem that Simuka was also helped
by a number of faithful Andhras who like his ancestors had moved
up to the western Deccan. The early Satavahanas seem to have
been engaged in the first instance in the conquest of Maharastra
north and south, Malwa and the modern Central Provinces.



N - CHaprtER III

THE EARLY SATAVAHANAS

The Starting point

Relying upon the supposed date in the Maurya era in the
Hathigurmpha inscription of Kharavela,! and looking upon Khara-
vela as the third member of the Cedi dynasty of Kalinga? like Siri-
Satakani of the Satavahana dynasty, Rapson would place the
beginnings of the dynasty (170 B.C. - 41, ie., Simuka 23, Kanha
18) somewhere between 220 and 211 B.C.? The chronological
arrangements adopted here would place Simuka 384 years* before
150 A.D,, i.e. 234 B.C. Though an edict later than Rock Edict VIII
dated in the tenth year of Asoka® has not been found in western
Deccan,® it is improbable that Asoka’s reign witnessed a break-up
of the empire; and Asoka’s death would seem to have taken place
somewhere between 236 and 232 B.C.” The same conclusion can
be arrived at in another way. As Pargiter has pointed out? the

1. Messrs. R. D. Banerji and K. P. Jayaswal remark: (EI, Vol. XX,
p. 74) “It has been proved by repeated examinations of the rock that there is
no date in the Maurya era...... as supposed by Bhagwanlal Indraji and our-
selves formerly.” The inscription reads “Muriya Kala vochinam ca coyathi
Amga-~satika (m) turiyam upddayati” ‘ causes to be completed the 11 Angas
of the 64 letters which had become lost (or fragmentary) with the time of
the Mauryas.’

2. Vrddharaja and Ksemardja like Bhiksurdjé are epithets applied to
King Kharavela, and not the names of his father and grandfather respec-
tively as suggested by Rapson. (CIC, Andhras and Western Ksatrapas etc.,
xviii). The text has ‘Khemardjd sa Vadhardaja sa Bhikhurdjé sa Dharmardja
pasamt (o) Sunat(o) anubhavato kalandani....rajasi Vasukula vinisrito mahd-
vijayo Rdjd Kharavela siri’ EI, Vol. XX, p. 80.

3. Op. cit.

4. It would be shown below that Sivaskanda of the Puranas (No. 26
in the list) was the king defeated by Rudradaman twice before 150 A.D.

5. 10th year after his coronation.

‘6. A fragment found at Sopara.

7. The Puranic statements would place an interval of 49 years between
the accessions of Candragupta and Asoka. According to V. A. Smith’s
scheme of chronology, Candragupta began to reign in 322-21 B.C. So Asoka
would have ascended the throne in 272 B.C., he is said to have ruled for 36
years and been anocinted 4 years after his accession.

8. The Purana Text of the Dynasties of the Kali Age, p. 37.
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Purénic total of the individual reigns (of the Satavahana kings)
excluding 24-a, is only 4421% years even if we take the longest
periods, where there is a difference. But the whole duration is
said to have been 460 in the Matsya, though it is given as 411 in
Vayu. The addition of Satakarni mentioned in e Vayu only would
increase its total to 440. It would therefore appear, that the
total 442% years has much to be said in its favour. The end of
the Satavahana dynasty cannot be placed earlier than 207 A.D.?
and 4421% years before 207 A.D. would give us the same 234 B.C.10

Founder of the dynasty : Simuka

As the Puranas speak of ‘Simuka Satavahana Sirimato’ as
simply ‘Sisuko ’ndhral sa jatiyah’ before the coup d’etat, and as

9. The Satavahanas ruled for 55 years after 150 A.D.

10. The Purinas place the Sitavdahanas after the Kanvas, ie., (Mauryas
139, Sungas 112 and Kanvas 45) 25 B.C. The Puranas treat contemporary
dynasties as successive. They say that 18 Sakas (Western Ksatrapas) came
after the Satavahanas. Some of the Western Ksatrapas of the Castana line
were certainly contemporaries of the later Satavahanas as inscriptions, coins
and Ptolemy’s statement would show. It is not possible under the Puranic
scheme to place Gautamiputra Satakarni and Pulumavi who certainly
prece’ded Rudradiaman of the Girnar inscription of 150 A.D., after that
date; for does not Ptolemy call Castana the grandfather of Rudradiaman,
a contemporary of Pulumavi?

In the memoirs of the Archaeological Survey of India, No. 1, Dates of
Votive Inscriptions from Safci, R. P. Chanda argues on palaeographical
grounds that the earliest votive inscriptions are later than Asoka’s and
Heliodorus’ inscriptions by a century, and that the Siri-Satakani inscrip-
tion belongs to the later group, which he assigns to the period between
75 and 20 B.C. He identifies the Siri-Satakani of the Saficl inscription with
No. 6 in the line. No. 6 in the line, according to the chronological scheme
adopted here, belongs to the years between 180 and 130 B.C. There is
no reason why he should not be one of the numerous Satakarnis found in
the Purénic lists after No. 6.

A comparative study of the palaeography of the Nianeghit and Bhilsa
inscriptions enables us to reject the view of Biihler that the Satakanis of the
two inscriptions are identical. Bhilsd va with the shorter neck and rounded
body, the more ornate Bhilsd i sign, the less angular ta with the vertical at
the centre and the da with the more rounded back than the Naneghat inscrip-
tion, stamp the Bhilsa inscription as one later than the Naneghat inscription.

The Bhilsa Tope inscription under reference is carved on the bas-relief
of a torana in the middle of the upper architrave of the South Gateway.
It records the donation of a Vasithiputra Ananda, the foreman of the arti-
sans of Siri-Sadtakani. The plates published in the JBORS, 1917, make it
clear that Vasithiputra is the metronymic not of the king but of the arti-
san. For Rapson’s view, op. cit., xlvii.
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‘Raja Simuka’ after it,)! it is certain that he was the founder of the
dynasty. But as his brother Kanha is also said to have belonged
to the Satavahana kula, 2 Simuka could not have given the name
of the dynasty. Then who gave the name to the dynasty ? The
question cannot at present be satisfactorily answered.

The meaning of ‘Satavahana’ is as obscure as those of ‘Calu-
kya, ‘Pallava’ and ‘Vakataka.’ For one thing the name is not
Satavahana as Rapson would have it.13  Jinaprabhasiri, a Jain
monk of the fourteenth century A.D., derives the word thus:
‘Sanoterdandrthatvat lokaih Satavadhana iti vypadesam lambhitah,’
i.e. people call him Satavahana, because (the verb) ‘sanoti’ signi-
fies ‘to give’ and hence one by whom were given (sdtani) con-
veyances (vdhandni) was called Satavdhanal4 Another deriva-
tion of the name is given in the Kathdsaritsigara which explains
it as meaning ‘he who rode a yaksa named Sata (in the form of
a lion)’.15 These fanciful explanations show that the origin of
the term was forgotten long before the fourteenth century. Recent-
ly M. Przyluski has given us an equally fanciful explanation.l®

11. Pargiter: op. cit, p. 38.

12. The Purdnas give various readings: Matsya generally ‘Sisuka’; d
Mt. Sisudhrah; e Mt. SiSuka; e Vayu Cismako; Visnu Siprakae; j Vis. Sudhra.
According to Pargiter (op. cit,, p. 38, n. 17), Simuka was misread ‘Sisuka’ and
Sanskritized ‘Sisuka’; and SiSuka cannot be Sanskrit Srimukha (one with
a glorious face as Bhagwanlal and Biihler proposed (ASWI, Vol. V, p. 69).
Sans. ‘Sri’ is invariably represented in Prakrt by ‘siri.’ In the relievo inscrip-
tion at Naneghat itself, Simuka bears the honorific prefix ‘Sirimato’. ‘Siva’
enters into the composition of some Satavaihana names and is used as an
honorific prefix even by early Satavahanas. However, palaeography prevents
us from subscribing to Burgess’ view that “Sivamaka (of an Amaravati
inscription) might possibly be the same as Simuka of the Naneghai ins-
cription No. 3.” (ASSI, Vol. I, p. 62, n. 2).

13. Satavahana with the dental s occurs in Bana’s verse, Hemacandra’s
works and Somadeva’s Kathdsaritsigara. However, Vatsyayana in his Kdma-
gitra spells the word with palatal sibilant §. The words as given by
Bhandarkar are (EHD, p. 69, n. 7) ‘Kartaryd Kuntalah Sdtakarnih Sata-
vihano Mahddevirn Malayavatim (jaghdna)’. Dr. Fleet remarks (JRAS,
1916, p. 818 n. 3): “It is, however not possible that Vatsyayana himself can
have used the palatal sibilant in these two names.” As will be shown
below, Satakarni with the palatal sibilant é is a mistake for Satakarni with
the dental s. It then becomes easier to suppose that Satavihana with the
palatal sibilant § is a similar error in spelling.

14. JBBRAS, Vol. X, p. 182,

15. Kathdsaritsigara, trans. Vol, I, p. 37.

16. JRAS, 1929, p. 273.
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According to him Sadarn, saddrm and siddm in Munda languages
mean ‘horse,” vdhana is a Sanskritization of han or hapan meaning
‘son.”’ Sitavahana is rendered ‘son of horse’. The explanation
given is, that princes born of the magical union between the chief
queen and the sacrificial horse (during the performance of the
Asévamedha) would have come to be called ‘sons of the horse.’ It
is not possible here to traverse the grounds, highly speculative, on
which Przyluski seeks to trace pre-Dravidian influences in post-
Aryan society and institutions in India. We must be content with
the observation that, according to the learned philologist’s expla-
nation every ksatriya prince, whose father had performed the
Asvamedha would be a Satavdhana or Satahapan. Yet history
knows of only one dynasty that went by that name. It is possible
to consider ‘Sata’ as the past participle of San, to obtain, to gain;
Satavahana would then mean one who obtained a ‘vahana’, perhaps
one who by his deeds secured a high position in Mauryan military
service; and the Satavahanas were according to the Puranas ‘Ser-
vant Andhras’ The Silappadikdram refers to Purambanaiyin
valkéttam and Pasanda Sattan (ix, 1. 12 and 15). The commen-
taries explain Purambanaiyan by Masattan and Satavahanan ; I do
not think that these references to the wvillage deity, the
guardian of the boundary of the village, and to his proficiency
in the heretical lore, have any place in the elucidation of the dy-
nastic name of the Satavahanas. For one thing Adiyarkkunallar,
the commentator, is only as old as Jinaprabhastri. The spelling
in ‘Sastd’ is another argument.l?

The wife of Satakani I was versed in and performed numerous
sacrifices and worshipped Vasudeva, Krsna and Samkarsana.
Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani’s mother led the life of a royal rsi. The
former prides himself over ‘having stopped the contamination of
the four castes” A later Satavdhana king bears the name Yaiia
Satakani.

All Puranas are agreed that he ruled for 23 years. According
to Jain legend the first king, Satavahana by name (evidently
Simuka), built Jaina temples and cetiyas. But in the closing
years of his reign he became a wicked king and was dethroned
and killed.18

17. The reference to Sdttan in Silappadikdram was pointed out to me
by Mr. V. R. Ramachandra Dikshitar; but I am unable to follow his inter-
pretation for which see Jayanti Ramayya Pantulu Commemoration Volume,
pp. 156-8.

18. JBBRAS, Vol. X, p. 184.
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Kanha 1

Simuka was succeeded by his brother Kanha.!® In his time
the Satavahana kingdom extended as far west as Nasik if not fur-
ther. Evidence of the modelling of Satavahana administration on
Mauryan lines is furnished by the Nasik inscription of his time,
which mentions the construction of a cave by a Mahdmdtra in
charge of the §ramanas or monks (at Nasik) —Mahdmdtras are a
class of officials mentioned in the Asokan inscriptions. The cave is
the earliest excavation in the series, and stands far below the other
caves. The cells on three sides are decorated with cetiya arches
at the top of the openings. Of the four pillars that support the
roof of the verandah, two are half-pillars and the others are square
at the top and bottom, and oclagonal in the middle. They have
no capital.?0

According to Rapson, Kanha would have reigned for 18 years.2!
Matsya has generally astddasa. But some Mss. of Vayu read
asmaddasa.?? Pargiter has pointed out in the introduction that where
there are two readings, one asmaddasa and another astddasa,
abdandase would reconcile these different readings.

Siri-Satakani I

On epigraphic as well as literary (Puranic) evidence, the third
king of the line is Siri-Satakani—according to Rapson the Siri-
Sata of the coins, the husband of Nayanika, the daughter of
Maharathi Tranakayiro.2® According to Rapson it is not possible
to reconcile the Purénic statement that Satakarni I was the son of
Krsna, the brother of Simuka, with the evidence supplied by the

19. The Mt, Va., Bd., Bhag. and Vs. are agreed in calling him the
brother of Simuka. According to Rapson this fact fully explains the
absence of his name in the Naneghat relievo inscriptions (op. cit., p. xix).

20. Pl. IV, No. 4.

21. Op. cit., p. Ixvi.

22. Pargiter: op. cit,, p. 39, n.28.

23. In a Nasik inscription (EI, Vol. VIII, p. 88), Visnudata, daughter
of Saka Agnivarman calls herself a Sakanikd. In the Poona plates of
Prabhavatigupta (EI, Vol. XV, p. 41, t. 11. 7 and 8), Kuberanaga, wife of
Candragupta, is said to have belonged to the Naga tribe. On these analogies
the name Niganikd may indicate the tribe to which she belonged. The
Naga alliance is partially preserved in the Jain legends which make Sita-
vihana the son of a Brahman girl and Sesa, the king of serpents. (JBBRAS,
Vol. X, p. 132).
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relievo figures of Simuka, Siri-Satakani, and the latter’s family.24
The relievo inscriptions mention Raya Simuka, then Siri-Satakani
and his wife, then a Kumdra Bhaya. . , then Mahdrathi Tranakayiro,
evidently the father of the queen, then Kumiras Hakusiri and
Satavahana. Most of the relievo figures are almost lost, only the
legs being partially visible; the rest are completely lost leav-
ing only the space. As will be seen presently, the space for two
figures between those of Nayanika and Kumdra Bhaya .., was filled
by the figures of Vedisiri and Kumdara Satisiri, Then Kanha has
no place in the relievos.

Other results which Biihler and Rapson have arrived at by a
comparative study of the relievo figures and the sacrificial inscrip-
tion of Nayanika at Naneghat are that queen Nayanika was the
mother of Vedisiri and Satisiri, and that she governed the kingdom
during the minority of Vedisiri. According to them the Kumara
Hakusiri of the relievos is the Satisirimat of the inscription.? True,
in the Dravidian Prakrt of the Satavahana epigraphs ha sometimes
takes the place of sa, e.g. Hammgha—Sarngha ;26 Hiru-Hatakani
=Siri-Satakani, Hala—=Sata. But nowhere is ku or ka used for ti.
Moreover one would expect Hakuhiru rather than Hakusiri.?? This
seems also to dispose of Biihler’s identification of Satisiri with
Hakusiri28 Further, Kumdra Sati has ‘sirimato’ and not ‘siri’
suffixed to his name. As Kumdras Bhiaya.., and Satavahana
are not mentioned in the sacrificial inscription ;?® and as between
the representations of Kumdre Bhaya.., and Mahéarathi Trana-
kayiro3® two statues and their inscriptions have disappeared,3!
Nayanika would seem to have had more than two sons; it would
seem that Vedisiri and Satisiri were represented in the relievo
figures now lost and that the sacrificial inscription, which mentions
only two princes (neither of whom is the eldest son, i.e. Kumdra
Bhaya), is posterior to the relievo figures and the inscriptions over
them.

24. Op. cit., xix, n. 4.

25. Rapson: op. cit, xx, n. 3.

26. Liiders, List Nos. 1210, 1271, 1272, 1281, etc.

27. Prof. Suniti Kumar Chatterjee assures me that the change of ‘Sati’
into ‘Haku’ is not possible.

28. ASWI, Vol. V, p. 68, n.2.

29. Biihler would identify the latter with Vedisiri ASWI, Vol. V, p. 68;
but Rapson is more cautious, op. cit., xlvi.

30. Pl I, No. 1.

81. BG, Vol. XVI, p. 611,

HA—-S
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Sdtakarni: Meaning

Many a prince in the Satavahana line bore the name Satakarni,
sometimes along with a metronymic and another name, and some-
times without one or both of them :—Siri-Satakani I, Cakora
Satakarni, Mrgendra Satakarni, Gautamiputra Sri-Yajha

Whilst Rapson’s view that sometimes Satakarni was used gener-
ally is correct, the example given by him, i.e., the Girnar inscription
where Satakarni must mean Puluméavi is, as we shall see, rather
unfortunate. Better examples are Sivamaka Satakani called simply
Satakarni in the Girnar inscription, and perhaps the Siri-Satakani
of some coins closely allied to Siri-Yafia’s coins by type and fabric,
as all the successors and immediate predecessors of the latter bear
personal names. The Satakani of the Naneghat relievos would
seem to have borne a personal name ending in ‘siri” Satakani was
sometimes abbreviated into Sata, Sati32 Sada (Sada?)3 and
Sataka.34 Sadakana of the Chitaldoorg coins is a Prakrt form of
Satakarna.3®

The meaning of the term is, however, not settled. Rapson did
not attempt to elucidate it. The Puranic forms Satakarni, Sata-
karni, Svatikarni, Svati3¢ Svativarna and Santikarni show how
little the Purdnic writers understood the meaning of the word
Satakarni in Prakrt. Prof. Jean Przyluski’s suggestion that kant

32. EI, Vol. XVIII, p. 318, t. 1. 3. Rapson: op. cit., Pl. III, G. P.
and Pl. VIII, G.P.3.

33. Rapson, op. cit.

34. ASWI, Vol. V, No. 24, Kanheéri Inscriptions. According to Rapson,
Sadakana and Sitaka may be forms of Satakanam (op. cit, lxxxii). As
Séta is an abbreviation of Satakarni or Satakani, as the Banavasi inscrip-
tion of Haritiputra Visnukada-Cutukulananda Satakarni (IA, 1885, p. 331)
and the Malavalli inscription of a Kadamba king (EC, Vol. VII, p. 252 and
Pl.) make it clear that more than one prince in the Cutu line bore the name
Satakarni, Sataka as a form of Satakani is more probable.

35. ‘Sadakana’ occurs in a clay tablet from Candravalli which was exhi-
bited at the Eighth Oriental Conference at Mysore (1935). The reading is
mine. The tablet bears the Trisula emblem in the centre.

36. The Puranic Svati is possibly a mis-Sanskritization of Sati, which,
like Sata, is an abbreviation of Satakarni. Krishna Sastri remarks: “....the
name-ending svatikarna is more likely to have been the origin of the later
Satakarni than the fanciful fata-karna (the hundred-eared).” (EI, Vol.
XV, pp. 317-18).
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is derived from the Munda kon meaning ‘son’, and that Sdta is the
Munda ‘ Sadarn’ meaning horse, is ingenious, but not convincing.
Long ago Mr. Coomaraswamy proposed to identify the Nirruvar
Kannar of the Tamil Epic, Silappadikdram3’ with a Satavahana
Satakarni. Since then the Pandits have sought to derive Satakarni
from Satakarna (Satekarnasya putreh Satakarnih). So far as we
know Simuka, the father of Satakarni I, did not bear ecither
the name Satakarni. In all the Sanskrit inscriptions
in which the term occurs® we have Satakarni and not
Satakarni. True the Puranas spell the word sometimes with $§ and
sometimes with S. Vatsyayana in his Kamasitra gives the from
Satakarni3 But the evidence of the inscriptions which belong to
the third and fourth centuries A.D. is conclusive. The mean-
ing given by the Tamil annotator cannot therefore be readily
accepted. Sita cannot be connected with Sattan for the reasons
stated above. Satakarni would be the name of a descendant of
Satakarna. Satakarna is as curious a name as Kumbhakarna,
Lambodara and Jatikarna.4® If we read the name as Satakarna it
may mean one with ‘a sharp ear’.

It is not true to say that Satakarni is only the dynastic name
of both Satavdhana and Cutu families4? It was also borne by
ministers and ordinary persons. In a Kuda inscription®? a minister
bears the name Hala=Sata, a contraction for Satakani. In Nasik
No. 3, the preparation of the plates or the cloth or the palm
leaves is attributed to a ‘-takani,’ and the lacuna could have con-
tained one letter only. So (Sa)takani is most probable.®3

37. Pp. 540-41. He figures as a close ally of Senguttuvan; he is here
represented as being prepared to secure for Senguttuvan, a stone from the
Himalayas, out of which was to be carved a figure of Pattini.

38. (a) Daksindpathapatés Satakarner dvir api . . . . . ?—the Girnar
inscription of Rudradaman, EI, Vol. VIII, p. 44. 1. 12,
M)y “..... présubhis-Satakarny-adibhis . . . . ”—the Talagunda

inscription of Kakusthavarman, EI, Vol. VIII, p. 33. 1. 14.
(¢) “Vasisthiputrasya Satakarnisya”—Kanhéri inscription of the

daughter of Mahaksatrapa Rudra, ASWI, Vol. V, p. 78, P1. LI.

39. Vide supra.

40. Vedic Index, q.v.

41. Rapson: op. cit., Index, V, p. 264.

42, CII, No. 18, p. 15.

43. Pace Senart who says (EI, Vol. VII, p. 70): “It is most improbable
that we should have to read Satakanind, and it would indeed be extremely
puzzling if this royal name were borne by a simple engraver.”
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Satakani’s Imperial Position

The long record at Naneghat incised during the minority of
Vedisiri by the regent Nayanikd mentions a number of sacrifices
performed. Among those mentioned are the Asvamedha, Réaja-
sliya, Agnyadheya. Anvirambhaniya, Gavamayana, Bhagalada$a-
ratra, Aptoryama, Angirasamayana, Gargatriratra, Angirasatri-
ratra, Chandogapavamanatriratra, Trayoda$aratra, Dasardtra, and
some others as the lacunae would show.

Biihler supposes that these sacrifices were all performed by
Nayanika though he admits that “according to the Sastras, women
are not allowed to offer Srauta sacrifices and that those who per-
form such sacrifices for them (striydjaka) are severely blamed ;
yet that seems hardly probable for in the sentence which ends with
yafiehi yitham, ‘the sacrifices were offered,’ we have the impersonal
passive construction and the genitive rayasa, ¢ of the king’....”
Prof. D. R. Bhandarkar objects : 4 “ It is inconceivable that Naga-
nika, even as queen-regent, celebrated it (the A$vamedha) of her
own accord and to indicate her paramount sovereignty........ as
Naganika’s husband Satakarni has been styled apratihatacakra, it
is proper and natural to suppose that it was he who celebrated the
sacrifice twice. What appears to be the case is that Satakarni it
must be, who carried out the sacrifices referred to in the epigraph,
and as all sacrifices are performed by Yajamianas along with their
consorts, Niganikd has been associated with him.” The fact that
Naganika’s husband is called wvira, sira, Dakhind (patha)pa (ti),

and apratihatacakra, and the words ‘ rayasa . . . (ya)#ehi yitham’
support Bhandarkar’s conclusions. After ‘caritabrahmacdriydya
dikavratasumdaya yafia huta...... ’, ‘vano’ appears, and after

‘vano’ there is a stop. It is therefore probable that Nayanika’s
part is only the description of the sacrifices performed by her hus-
band, and we know that the record was incised after the death of
Siri-Satakani I. The epithets dhamadasa, kamadasa, varadasa,
putradasa, if they apply to Siri-Satakani, would be another piece
of argument in favour of our conclusion..

44, IA, Vol. XLVII, p. 72, n. 11.
45. Biihler’s reading ‘a(n)agavaradayiniya’ is uncertain. Neither the
a nor the na is certain.
The epithets ‘putradasa varadasa’ etc, cannot apply to Vedisiri as
his name is in a compound with mdtuya. Nor can they apply to Satisiri-
matasa, as they are too far removed from it.
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It would then be that Siri-Satakani I was a powerful monarch
and that most of the sacrifices were performed by him to com-
memorate the expansion of his empire of which we have evidence
from the coins. The Naneghat record is then the funeral oration
of a disconsolate wife.

Satakani I—Kharavela Synchronism?

According to the Hathigumphi inscription, Kharavela, in his
second year, sent an army to the west disregarding Satakarnni. The
army reached the Kanhabena river and struck terror into the
Misika capital or city.® K. P. Jayaswal and R. D. Banerji
have shown that the Hathigumphi inscription mentions a Yavana
king Dimita who was forced by Kharavela’s victorious invasion of
Northern India to retreat to Mathurd. As he could only be
Demetrius I, who on his coins wears the head-dress made of ele-
phant’s skin, and who would have come to the throne about 190
B.C., king Kharavela’s reign would on this synchronism fall in the
second and third decades of the second century B.C. Satakani I
would, according to the chronological scheme adopted here, have
reigned between 200 and 190 B.C. As Satakani II would have come
to throne in 172 B.C. the synchronism of Kharavela and Satakani
II is as probable as that of Kharavela and Satakani I.

Hakusiri

An inscription on one of the pillars of the Cetiya cave at Nasik
mentions Maha-Hakusiri and his grand-daughter Bhatapalika,
daughter of the royal officer (amaca) Arahalaya and wife of the
royal officer Agiyatanaka. The early type (i.e. in low relief) of
the decoration of the fagade, the simple lotus-shaped capitals of the
pillars, and the proximity of the cave to that excavated in the reign
of king Kanha, stamp it as a very early excavation in the series.
Senart has pointed out that “if this Mahahakusiri is the same as
Kumara Hakasiri at Nanaghat, two generations would not be too
much to explain the difference in the forms of letters which exists
between our epigraph and the Nanaghat inscription.”4? Biihler#
assigns the inscription to a very early period and supposes that the

46. Dutiye ca vase acitayitdi Sdtakamnim pachima-disam haya-gaja-
nara-radha-buhulam damdam pathdpayati Kaitha-bermnd gatdye ca
sendya vitdsitam M (u)sike-nagaram.—EI, Vol. XX, p. 79.

47. EI, Vol. VIII, p. 92.

48. BG, Vol. XVI, p. 608.
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change in the characters of its alphabet is due not only to time, but
to the development of the ‘Malwa and Upper India style” The
fact that the grand-daughter of Maha-Hakusiri is the daughter of
one royal officer and wife of another makes it highly probable that
the Hakusiri of this inscription belonged to the royal family and
was therefore the Kumdra Hakusiri of the Naneghat relievos. But
since he does not bear the title of Rdjan which Satavahana kings
invariably do, we cannot subscribe to the view of Rapson and
Biihler that the Hakusiri of our inscription ascended the throne.

Satisiri

Satisiri mentioned as a son of Nayanika in the sacrificial ins-
cription was probably represented in the relievos between Kumdra
Bhaya........ , and Mahdrathi Tranakayiro and therefore before
Hakusiri. Rapson and Biihler think that he may be the Sakti
Kumara of the Jain legends.4? It has been shown above that he
cannot be identified with Kumdra Hakusiri. In the e Vayu and
Matsya lists the successor of Satakani I is Parnotsantu (Parnot-
sanga or Puarnotsarga also in Mt.). As Sati and Sata (abbrevia-
tions of Satakani) were incorrectly Sanskritized into Santikarna or
Satakarna, ‘Santu’ may likewise be an incorrect Sanskritization of
Sati, (San. Sakti) ; in that case Satisirimato of the Naneghat
inscription would be the Parnotsantu of e Vayu.

Skandastambhi

This king, the sixth in the list, is mentioned only in some ver-
sions of the Matysa Purana.® As will be shown below two or
three kings have to be added to the Puranic list; and the number of
kings is nowhere mentioned to have been more than thirty.5! Pro-
bably some of the names in the first half of the list have to be
deleted as imaginary names mentioned to bring up the total to
thirty. Skandastambhi’s existence may therefore be reasonably
doubted.

Satakani II

If the Puranic chronology may be trusted Séatakani II ruled
for 56 years,—the longest reign in the annals of the dynasty. From
Western India come certain square coins (potin and copper) bear-

49. ASWI, Vol. V, p. 62, n. 1; Rapson: op. cit., xx.
50. Pargiter: op cit., p. 39.
51. Ibid, p. 36.
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ing partially the legends Ratio Satakamnisa;2 some bear the device
of the springing lion, others that of an elephant with upraised
trunk. According to Rapson they bear a close resemblance in size,
shape and types to the coins of Erdn (East Malwa). He cites the
authority of Cunningham according to whom while the coins of
Ujjain are invariably round pieces, those of Bésnagar (according to
him the capital of East Malwa) and Eran are nearly all square.s
The double line border with the fish and swastike symbols are
strikingly similar to the device supposed to represent the river
Bina on the coins of Eran. The Satakani of these coins would
therefore seem to have ruled over East Malwa. West Malwa, as
the Siri-Sata coins show, had already passed into Satavahana
hands in the reign of Satakani I.5¢

The Satakani of the coins would seem to have been earlier than
Apilaka, eighth in the Puranic lists. And so he must be No. 6
of the Puranic lists. The angular ta of the Satakani coins brings
them near the Naneghat inscriptions. But too much reliance can-
not be placed on the results arrived at by a comparison of coin
legends and stone inscriptions. In the Satakani coin the ka has no
nail-head, and has a longer horizontal member than the ka of the
Apilaka coin. East Malwa which, according to Kalidasa’s
Malavikagnimitra, was ruled by Agnimitra from Vidisa would
therefore seem to have come under Satavdhana rule during the
reign of Satakani II, some time between 180 and 130 B.C.

According to Rapson the coins may be those of Gautamiputra
or some earlier Satakarni,®® and the Bhilsa inscription that of the
time of Vasithiputa Vilivayakura, predecessor of Gautamiputra
Satakarni.’® But the early forms of ka, da and ra®” in the Bhilsa
Tope inscription place it long before Gotamiputa Satakani’s time.
The Vilivayakuras do not belong to the Satavahana line (at least
the main line).5® Moreover, Rapson’s conjecture that Vasithiputa
applies to the king is not supported by the plate.

Apilaka

The authenticity of the Puranic lists which mention Apilaka
as the 8th king has been proved by a large copper coin of this

52. Rapson: op. cit., Pl. I, Nos. 5 to 12.
53. CAI r. 95. .

54. Rapson: op. cit., xcii.

§5. Op cit,, xcvi.

56. Ibid., xxvii, n. 2.

57. Biihler’s Tables II.

58. Vide supra.
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king from the Central Provinces.® Rao Bahadur K. N. Dikshit
reads the legend as  rdfio siva-siri-Apilakasa.” The legend, I think,
should be read as ‘ rdfio siva sirisa-Apilakasa,’s® the i sign is repre-
sented by two short strokes one vertical and the other horizontal
attached to the right arm of pa. The coin bears the device of an
elephant goad. What is above the elephant may be nandipada.
Dikshit remarks “on numismatic grounds the place of this

59. The coin which belongs to the Maha-Kosal Society was exhibited at the
Annual Exhibition of the Asiatic Society of Bengal by Rao Bahadur K. N.
Dikshit, Director-General of Archaeology, who has been kind enough to
furnish me with an excellent photograph of the coin (Pl. I, No. 2).
About coin No. 3 in his catalogue of coins in the British Museum Pl.—-I
xciv Rapson says: “It is inscribed with Bradhmi characters which are
apparently of the same period, (i.e., Satakani I's) but which are too
fragmentary to allow of any satisfactory reading. All that can be said is
that the name of the king seems to have begun with Aje—or Aji—. No
form occurring in the Puranic lists suggests any very probable identifica-
tion, though it is possible that the curious name Apitaka or Apilava which ap-
pears early in these lists . . . may be a corruption of the name of this king.”
It is no longer possible to hold with Rapson that Apilaka is a Puranic
corruption of a name beginning with Aja or Aji. We have a silver coin
from Mathurd with the legends Ajadeva, and bearing the same symbols
as our coin, i.e., the swastika with ma attached to each of the four arms,
man standing, and representation of a river with fish swimming in it.
On palaeographical evidence this coin belongs to the same period as No. 3
in Rapson’s Catalogue.—(Mathura is the findspot of many Sufga coins),
and resembles in type and symbols the silver coin of Sumitra, identified
with Sumitra of the Harsacarita, a Sunga prince in whose kingdom Malwa
might have been included. (JBORS, 1934, Pl. facing p. 5, No. 2 and the
following) .

It might be remarked that both the Satavahana and the Sunga
coins from Mathurd bear the same symbols. Rapson thinks that the Aja-
coin (lead) is clearly connected by type with the potin coins of Siri-Sata.
Only future research can show whether the Satavahanas were indebted to
the Sungas or vice versa, or whether both were indebted to a particular
locality for these symbols.

60. From the numerous forms of the name in the Puranas, Pargiter
long ago chose Apilaka of e Vayu—op. cit., p. 39, n. 45. See Plate IX,
No. 3.

This is an instance of an honorific prefix having a case ending in
Satavahana inscriptions and coins; the only other instance is afforded by
the legends on a coin attributed conjecturally by Rapson to Pulumavi II
(G. P. 8, Pl. op. cit.), which should be read in the following order:
‘samisa s8(i)r(i) ( ). The combination of sa and & in si is also
curious, the only parallels for this being S$ivadatt-dbhiraputrgsya and
Abhirasy-eévarasenasya. But these occur in a Sanskrit inscription while the
legends on our coin are in Prakrt.
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ruler is more with the later kings of this dynasty than with the
earlier ones as indicated in the Purdnas.”6! But the blank reverse
of the coin certainly attests its early age. The early forms of sa and
ra which are only slightly developed forms of those of the Siri-
Sata coins, and the primitive i sign (a short curve) stamp the coin
as an early one in the series. No doubt the elephant is better
executed but this is not without a parallel; the lion on Satakani
I’s coins is better executed than that on Sakasena’s coins.

His reign: Extent of his kingdom

The coin, like the inscriptions, bears witness to a growing
empire. In his time the Satavdhana power would seem to have
extended as far north-east as the modern Central Provinces. It
is hazardous to build too much on the provenance of a single coin.
It is even significant that Satakani I and II struck potin coins, and
potin coins are found “exclusively in the Chanda District of the
Central Provinces.”®2 The Puranas are agreed that Apilaka® ruled
for 12 years (dasa dve or dvadasa) and that he was the son of
Lambodara.

Hala
From Apilaka to Hala (8th and 17th in the Puranic lists res-
pectively), we have a period of absolute darkness, and the Puranic
Satavahana kings between them are to us mere names. But it is
probable that fresh evidence like the Apilaka coin may not only

confirm the order in the Puranic list but also open a vista into the
period.

Haéla: Meaning of the name

The king is mentioned by his name in the Puranas, the Sapta-
éatakam, Lildvati, Abhidhdnacintamani, and De$inamamdld.% In
the last two works mentioned, Hemacandra considers Hala as a
variation of Salidhana and Satavahana. In the Gathasaptasati the

61. YB of the AS of B, Vol. I, 1935, p. 28.
62. Rapson: op. cit., cIxxxiii.
63. The Sanskrit form as given in the Puranas is the same as the Prakrt
form on the coins.
Like gémi Siri-Pulumavi, Apilaka does not bear the name Satakani.
Unlike othgr Satavihana kings he has the prefix ‘siva’ in addition to ‘siri’
(§iva=auspicious) .
.. ‘84. Abdbhidhanacintamani, V. 712,
HA—6
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king under mention is called Hala, and Satavahana. Rajasekhara
also calls him Hala and Satavahana.f> Hemacandra gives Kuntala
and Cauricinda as synonyms of Hila$ But we know from the
Purénas that Kuntala and Hala are the names of two different
kings. On coins and inscriptions Satakani is abbreviated into Sata,
$ati, Sada and Sataka. No instance of the abbreviation of Sata-
vihana is to be found. Hala cannot then be a variation of Sata-
vahana. It can therefore be considered as a variation of Sata-
kani only. Sata and Sati are contractions of Satakani. The form
Hatakani occurs on coins; and la is sometimes used for ta.
Satakani as a personal name is borne by many a king in the line.

The reign of Hala introduces us to an epoch of literary acti-
vity. From inscriptions we know that the official language under
the Satavahanas was Prakrt. The works attributed to or to the
time of Hala show that the Satavahanas encouraged the use of
Prakrt in literature. In this respect they played a part opposite
to the part played by the Ksatrapas. Only in the inscriptions of
Usavadata at Nasik and Karld do we have a mixture of Sanskrit.
The Satavahana son-in-law got some Sanskrit from his father-in-
law, and his wife uses Sanskrit in her inscription at Kanhéri. But
the official records of Gotamiputa and his son Pulumavi II at
Nasik and Karla are in pure Prakrt.6

Gathasaptasati (700 verses in seven chapters), an anthology
of erotic verses in Arya metre and in Maharastri Prakrt is said to
have been compiled by Hala. Hala evidently worked on the basis
of an earlier anthology by a certain Kavivatsala and unified and em-
bellished it considerably, retaining the names of the original compo-
sers in some cases, and adding other verses of his own. The work
must have undergone several changes at other hands in subsequent
times as its numerous recensions testify. But there is no doubt that
its kernel dates from the first or second century A.D. and that it
shows the previous existence of a considerable body of lyrical litera-
ture in Mahardstri Prakrt.® In the mangala or introductory verse
adoration is paid to Pasupati or Siva. Although the verses are said
to have been composed by Hala alone, the commentator’s notes men-

65. Deéinimamdld, 8, 66.

66. Ibid., ii, 36, iii, 7.

67. It is however to be noted that the Naneghit record is not in pure
Prakrt as is often imagined. It is in mixed dialect, e.g., prajapatino (1.1).,
apratihatacakrasa (1.2), bhariyd, (1.4), and caritabrahmacériydya.

68. Verses 3, 698 and 709. ed. Weber.
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tion the following poets as contributors to the work: Bodissa,
Culluha, Amaraja, Kumarila, Makarandasena and S$riraja.®®
Verses from this work are quoted in Dhanika’s commentary on
the Dasariipaka, in the Sarasvati Kanthdbharana and in the Kavya-
prakdsa. Bana evidently refers to this work when he says “Sata-
vahana made an immortal refined treasure (kosa) of song
adorned with fine expressions of character like jewels.”” Meru-
tunga in his Prabandhacintdmani tells us of Satavahana of
Pratisthana who devoted himself to collecting the compositions of
all great poets and wise men; he bought four gathdas for forty mil-
lion gold pieces and had a book made which was a kosa of the
gathas that he had collected.”™

Events of his reign

Lilavati throws some light on the events of Hala’s reign. A
theme in the work is the military exploits of Hala’s Commander-in-
chief Vijayanarnda in Ceylon on behalf of his master. The king of the
Sringala dvipa by name Silamegha had a daughter by name Lila-
vatl by his gandharva wife Saraéri. She lived near Sapta Goda-
vari Bhimam which is identified with modern Draksarama. After
his military exploits Vijayanamda camped with his troops at Sapta
Godavari Bhimam, and came to learn all about Lilavati. After
his return to the capital, he narrates the whole story to his king,.
Hala then proceeds to the place, kills the demon Bhisanana and
marries Lilavati. After visiting the residence of her father the
count returned to Pratisthana in Svabhukti visaya.

69. Prd. Spra. Sec. 13; Winternitz, Geschichte der Indischen Litteratur,
I, pp. 97-103; Keith, History of Sanskrit Literature, pp. 223-5.

70. Harsacarita, Trans. by Cowell and Thomas, p. 2.

71. EHD, p. 241; JRAS, 1916, p. 819,




CHAPTER IV

THE LATER SATAVAHANAS

(a) Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani

(i) Metronymics : —Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani is the first
known Satavahana king to bear a metronymic.l If Satakani of the
Saficl inscription is a king later than the sixth in the Puranic lists
the early Satavahanas would not seem to have borne metronymics.
Nearly all the successors of Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani, known to
us through lithic records, bear metronymics.2 It may be noted at
the outset that the Satavahana metronymics, like those in many
primitive communities, were apparently an institution for regulation
of marriages and not for descent of property, for the kingdom was,
as is shown elsewhere, transmitted in the male line3

The Satavihana metronymics are derived from Vedic gotras.
Gotamiputa means the son of Gotami or of a lady belonging to the
Gotama gotra.* Vasithiputa means the son of a Vasithi. Madhari-
puta means the son of a Madhari’ It has not been pointedly
emphasized by scholars, that the Satavahanas and their successors
in eastern Deccan, the Iksvakus, bear metronymics derived from
only the three Vedic gotras mentioned above. The Iksvaku records
offer an explanation for this curious feature. The institution of
cross-cousin marriages especially with the father’s sister’s daughter
was the cause. Occasionally a wife might be taken from a new

1. After the materials for a discussion of the views of Biihler and
Cunningham had been collected and presented by me, D. R. Bhandarkar’s
criticism of the old theory appeared in Epigraphia Indica, Vol. XXII, pp. 30 ff.
I have made use of a few of his ideas.

2. The exceptions are Rdjan Sivamaka Sada of an Amaravati inscrip-
tion and Puluméivi of the Myakadoni inscription.

3. Frazer, Totemism and Exogamy, Vol. III, p. 321.

4. EI, Vol. VIII| Nasik, No. 2.

5. The Sétavéhanas bear a personal name, or a surname, or both, along
with the metronymics: Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani, Vasithiputa Cada Satakant,
Gotamiputa Siri-Yafia, etc. We cannot accept Prof. Bhandarkar’s remark
that he knows of no instance where the metronymic alone without the pers
sonal name is mentioned. In some Andher Stipa inscriptions (Liiders,
List, Nos. 680, 681, 682 and 683) Vachiputa and Gotiputa occur unaccom-
panied by a personal name,
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family, e.g., Vasisthiputra Sri-Satakarni married the daughter of
a Maharaja of Ujjain, evidently a Western Ksatrapa.

It is interesting to note that the feudatories and the successors
of the Satavahanas in eastern Deccan also bear metronymics. An
inscription at Karla belonging to the first century B.C., mentions a
Maharathi Gotiputa.® A Mahdbhoja of the first century A.D. bears
the metronymic Kociputa.” A Mahdrathi of the second century
A.D. bears the metronymic Vasithiputa while his father bears the
metronymic Kosikiputa.® Abhira I$varasena of a Nasik inscrip-
tion bears the metronymic Madhariputa.? The Iksvikus bear the
Satavahana metronymics.

Even as early as Vedic times people bear metronymics like
Kausikiputra, Kautsiputra, Alambiputra, and Vaiyagrahapadi-
putra.l® Pali canonical literature calls Ajatasattu a Vedehiputta.ll
But it is from Malwa that we get a good crop of metronymics. Two
inscriptions from Safici Stpa III and an inscription from Sat-
dhara Stiapa IT mention a saint Sariputa.’? In another Safici ins-
cription an artisan under a Satakani is called Vasithiputa.l® In two
inscriptions from the same place a Mogaliputa (Maudgalyiputra)
and a Kosikiputa, both of whom are Buddhist saints, are mentioned.
In a Barhut inscription of the second century B.C. a Vasithiputa
Velamitd is mentioned. In another inscription, which begins with
‘Suganam rdje..... a king is called Gotiputal* But his father
and son bear the Vedic gotra metronymics Gagiputa and Vatsi-
puta. A Bésnagar inscription reveals a Kasiputa (Kasikiputra or
Kasiputra) Bhagabhadra, perhaps a ruler of Ujjain in the time of
Antalkidas. Tt is also worthy of note that some Pitalkhora cave
inscriptions of the third century B.C. mention a royal physician by

6. EI, Vol. VII, Inscriptions from Karle, No. 2.

7. CTI Vol. X, p. 17, No. 23.

8. EI, Vol. VII, Inscriptions from Karle, No. 14,

9. EIL Vol. VIII, p. 88 No. 15.

10. Vedic Index, Keith and Macdonell, q. v.

11. Barhut Inscriptions, Barua and Sinha, p. 2. Vaidehi means ‘one
who belonged to Videha.’

12. Liiders, List, Nos. 665 and 667.

13. Ibid., No. 346.

14. As has been suggested by Biihler Gotiputa is Sanskrit Gauptiputra,
‘son of a lady of the Gupta race or clan.’ Dr. Bhandarkar has suggested
that Kotiputa of a Sonari Stupa II inscription (Liiders, No. 158) may be
derived from ‘Kota’ the name of a ruling family whose coins have been found
round about Delhj and in the eastern Punjab (EI, Vol. XXII, p. 35).
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name Vachiputa (Vatsiputra) Magila.’5 In the case of Malwa
metronymics we are thus able to trace three classes of metronymics
derived from (a) locality (b) race or clan (c) Vedic gotras; and
these seem to be used as indifferently as Satavahana and non-
Satavahana metronymics are used among Mahdrathis of west-
ern Deccan.

How did the institution of metronymics enter into the Sata-
vahana family ? As metronymics are borne by the later Sata-
vahanas and not by the early Satavahanas, surely it is not the
result of the change of father-kin into mother-kin.1® To go further
we have only circumstantial evidence to depend upon. Like the
early Satavahans the early Mahdrathis bear no metronymics.l?7 Later
Mahdrathis and later Satavahanas bear them, and the Maharathis
and the Satavahanas were matrimonially connected. The Mahdi-
talavaras who are feudatory nobles under the Iksvakus and are
matrimonially connected with the latter, bear Iksviku metronymics.
The Iksvakus, originally servants of the Satavahanas, certainly got
their metronymics from the Satavahanas, for do they not bear the
Satavahana metronymics and are not metronymics quite foreign to
the Andhrade$a?!® The Abhira servants of the Satavahanas also bear
metronymics. From these facts two conclusions emerge. The feuda-
tory nobles under the Satavahanas bear Satavahana metronymics and
the Satavahanas and the Tksvakus are matrimonially connected with
their feudatories and with one another. In the case of the Maha-
rathis it is not clear whether they gave it to the royal family, or
got it from them ; for, the first Mahdrathi to bear a metronymic
would on palaeographical evidence have to be assigned to the first
century B.C.1® But, in other cases it is clear that the Sitavahanas
transmitted their metronymics through the channel of marriage as
the Iksvaku records unequivocally show.2® The question then arises,

15. CTI, Nos. 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7; PL xliv.

16. “Whereas a system of father-kin once established is perfectly stable
never exchanged for mother-kin, the system of mother-kin is on the other
hand unstable being constantly liable to be exchanged for father-kin.”
Frazer, Totemism and Exogamy, Vol. IV, p. 31.

17. Naneghat Inscriptions.

18. The dynasties that succeeded the Iksvakus in the Andhradesa do
not know metronymics.

19. Karla, simhastambha inscription.

20. It has not been noted that while in many cases metronymics and
the father’s name are mentioned (personal name or gotra name), e.g., in
the Barhut inscription referred to above, in all the later Satavahana records,
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could they not have got metronymics through the same
channel? It has been shown, that the inscriptions of an early period
in the Paithan region and in East and West Malwa, mention metro-
nymics. West Malwa came under Satavdhana sway in the first
decades of the second century B.C., and East Malwa some time
between 175 and 125 B.C. It may be that marriages between the
Satavahana and Ksatriya noble families, more probably in Malwa,
gave théSe metronymics to the Satavihanas.

Biihler held that “the usage of calling sons after their mothers
was caused not by polyandria as some Sanskritists have suggested
but by the prevalence of polygamy, and it survives among the
Rajputs to the present day” and that the surnames of the Sata-
vahana queens which are derived from Vedic gotras and which
form the metronymics borne by their children were originally
the gotras of the Purohitas of the royal or noble families, from
which the queens were descended and kings were affiliated to
them for religious reasons as the Srautasitras indicate.

The title ‘ekabarnhanasa’ applied to Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani?!
and the adoption of metronymics derived from Vedic gotras need
not mean that the Satavahanas were Brahmins. D. R. Bhandarkar
objects to Senart’s translation of ‘ekabarnhanasa’ as ‘the unique
Brahmana,” and adopts that of Sir R. G. Bhandarkar, i.e., ‘ekabrih-
manyasye’, ‘the only protector of Brahmans’ and the epithet ‘eka-
brahmanyasya’ applied to Viravarman on the Pikira grant and to
Madhavavarman in his Polamiiru grant makes Bhandarkar’s inter-
pretation more acceptable. There is, however, no difficulty in look-
ing upon even ‘ekabrahmanyasya’ as an eulogistic expression.
That the Satavahanas were Ksatriyas is shown by the fact that
Gotami Balasiri styles herself as one who fully worked out the
ideal of Rajarsi’s wife.22 According to the Visnu Purdna,® there are
three kinds of rsis, Devarsis, ‘sages who are demigods also’, Brah-

the father’s name is not mentioned at all. In Nasik No. 2 Vasithiputa
Pulumavi refers to his father in the expression pitupatiyo (t.1.11) but does
not mention his name. In the early Satavihana records, the father is men-
tioned, e.g., Naneghat inscription and the Nasik inscription of the grand-
daughter of Maha-Hakusiri. In the Nagarjunikonda inscriptions, ladies
usually mention their mothers, brothers and nephews. Only twice is the
father’s name -nentioned (Inscriptions, H & L.)

21. EI, Vol. VIII, Nasik No. 2.

22. Ibid, p. 60 t. 1. 10.

23, I, 6, 21; Muir: Sanskrit Texts, Vol. I, p. 400n.
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margis, ‘sages who are sons of Brahmans’ and Rajarsis, ‘Ksatriya
princes who have adopted a life of devotion.” If the Satavahanas
were Brahmans it would be difficult to explain the absence of
gotra name in their early records especially in the Naneghat record
which gives an account of the sacrifices performed by a Satavahana
king and queen.?

It may be pointed out that this theory is contradicted by the ex-
pression ‘khatiya dapa madanasa’ applied to Gotamiputa Siri-Sata-
kani in Nasik No. 2 itself. According o Prof. D. R, Bhandarkar??
‘Khatiya’ (Ksatriya) refers not to the Ksatriya caste but to a tribe,
the Xathroi of Arrian, placed on the confluence of the Chenab and
the Indus, and the Ksatriyas of Kautilya, Manu Smrti and Ptolemy.
In his Girnar inscription Rudradaman refers to the reinstatement of
deposed kings and the defeats he inflicted on the contemporary Sata-
karni. If these were the descendants of feudatories of Nahapana
dethroned by Gautamiputra, might not ‘khatiya’ of the Nasik record
refer to the Ksatriya princes deposed by Gautamiputra?2

The results of the foregoing discussion may be summarised as
follows : —The Satavahanas were Ksatriyas and bore the gotras of
their mothers. They got this institution of tracing descent by
mothers through intermarriages with Ksatriya families in certain
localities. The system was one for the regulation of marriages and
not for descent of property. The system of cross-cousin marriages
explains the occurrence of only a few gotra names along with the
Satavahana names.

24. In Jain legends Satavahana is made the son of a Brahman virgin
girl and Sesa. JBBRAS, Vol. X, p. 132.

25. EI, Vol. XXII, p. 33.

26. In some recenmsions of the Visnu Purdana, Sudra heads the list of
Andhra kings, instead of Simuka; this is obviously a mistake, for the
numerous sacrifices performed by Satakani preclude us from looking upon
Satavahanas as Sidras, for according to Manu, the Veda is never to be read
in the presence of a $udra (iv, 99) and for him no sacrifice is to be per-
formed (iii, 78). .

Brahmans also bear metronymics. The Buddhist teacher Vasubandhu,
the son of a Brahman of the Kausika family, was named Bi-lu-ci Vatsa.
Bi-lu-ci was his mother’s name and ‘vatsa’ signifies ‘son’ (IA, Vol. IV,
p. 143). Two inscriptions from Malavalli (Liiders, List Nos. 1195 and
1196) mention Kosikiputa Siri-Nagadatta of the Kondamana family and of
the Kaundinya gotre and Haritiputa Kondaméana of the Kaundinya gotra.

In a Nasik record (Liiders, List, No. 1131), a Brahman is called a Varahi-
putra. '
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(ii) Gotamaputa Siri-Satakani and the Ksahardtas®

In Nasik No. 2 Gotamiputa is spoken of as the destroyer of the
Sakas, Yavanas and Pahlavas and as the exterminator of the
‘Khakharata-vasa’. The Jogalthembi hoard has brought to light
numerous coins of Ksahardta Nahapana, 24 of which have been
restruck by Gotamiputa Siri-Sdtakani. Nasik No. 4 and Karla No. 18
show him as engaged in conquests.?® The Satavahana records at
Nasik and Karla show that the Nasik and Poona Districts, Akara,
Avanti, Kukura, Suratha and Aniipa countries which, on epigra-
phical and numismatic evidence, would seem to have been included
in Nahapana’s kingdom, were conquered by Gotamiputa Siri-Sata-
kani.

Ksaharata inroads into Satavihana dominions

According to tradition preserved in the Kalakacarya Katha-
naka, the Saka invasion of Western India and Ujjain took place
some years before the Vikrama era.?? After some time the Sakas
are said to have been driven from Ujjain by Vikramaditya, only to
return in 78 A.D. The identification of the Sakas of the Kalaka
legends with the Ksaharatas is rendered difficult by the fact that
while the son-in-law of Nahapana is called a Saka, Nahapana and
Bhiimaka are nowhere so called. Says Rapson3® “It is possible
....that the Ksaharatas may have been Pahlavas and the family of
Castana Sakas.” But that they were “of foreign, i.e. non-Indian
nationality is certain.”! In later Indian tradition they might have
figured as Sakas, much like the Kusénas. But it is highly improba-
ble that the Ksaharatas are included in the 18 Sakas figuring in the
Puranas as the successors of the Andhra Satavahanas; these
eighteen Saka rulers are doubtless the kings of the Castana line
who ruled up to the time when the earliest Matsya account was
closed according to Pargiter, C. 255 A.D.32

27. Chsharada, Chaharata, Khaharata, Khakharata are various Prakrt
forms of Ksaharata.

28. The Nasik and Karla inscriptions of Usavadata, son-in-law of
Nahapéna, the Jogalthembi hoard and Bhiimaka’s coins. Also Junnar inscrip-~
tion of Ayama, minister of Mahdiksatrapa Nahapana, Liiders, List, No. 1145.

29. CI, Vol. II, xxvi, xxvii. Says Sten Konow, “I cannot see the
slightest reason for discrediting this account as is usually done.”

80. Op. cit., civ.

31. Ibid.

32." Vide infra.

. H.A-T

»



0 EARLY HISTORY OF THE ANDHRA COUNTRY

Bhamaka

The earliest known member of the dynasty of Nahapéna is
Ksatrapa Bhiimaka, known to us from coins only. According to
Rapson, considerations of type and fabric of coins and of the nature
of the coin legends leave no room for doubting that Bhiimaka pre-
ceded Nahapdna. There is, however, no evidence to show the re-
lationship between them. But the forms of Brahmi and Karosthi
letters on their coins make a long interval impossible. According
to Bhagavanlal Indraji, the fact that Nahapana’s coins are found in
‘the coasting regions of Gujerat, Kathiawad and sometimes in
Malwa’ proves the Ksaharata conquest of Malwa from the Satava-
hanas and the establishment of Ksaharata power in western India.
One coin of Bhiimaka comes from Puskar near Ajmer.33

Nahapina

On coins he bears the title rdjan, and in inscriptions those of
Kgatrapa and Mahdksatrapa. The inscriptions of his time, his coins
and his titles prove the extension of Ksahardta power over fresh
territory3* including north Maharastra, the heart of the Satavahana
empire. The Satavahana power must have been confined to the
territory around and to the east of Paithan. We do not know how
far Nahapana succeeded in the south, though it seems probable that
portions of southern Maharastra passed under his sway and had to be
reconquered by Gautamiputra. The Periplus has preserved some-
thing of the Ksaharata-Satavahana struggle in the statements, that
the Kingdom of Mambanes®® (Nambanus—Nahapéna) began with
Ariake and that the Greek ships coming into the Satavahana port of
Kalyan were diverted to Barygaza.3

33. Rapson: op. cit., p. 684; CA] p. 6. Pl1. 1.4.

34. Vide supra.

35. JRAS, 1916, pp. 836-37. Kennedy says, “the MS is so illegible that
it is impossible to restore his (the ruler of Ariake’s) name with any con-
fidence. It has been read as Manbaros, Mambaros, and Mambanos. Fabri-
cius says that only the final letters (Barou) are certain. Boyer proposed
to read Nambanos, and in an essay full of learning and acuteness identified
him with Nahapéna .......... ? (JA, July-Aug. 1897, pp. 120-51) Kennedy
thinks that like Pandion and Kerebotros the name of the ruler of Ariake
may be a general designation. But Sandanes (Sundara) and Saraganes
(Satakarni) are personal names. Dr. Fleet has shown how Nahapéna gould
have been misread into Mambanes (JRAS, 1907, p. 1043 n. 2).

36. Schoff: The Periplus of the Erythraean Ses, pp. 43 and 32,
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(iit) Comparative Chronology of Gotamiputa Sdtakani
and Nahapina

Prof. Rapson refers the dates in Nahapana’s inscriptions (years
41, 42, 45 and 46) to the Saka era (78 A.D.). According to him the
evidence of Nahapana’s coins restruck by Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani,
Nasik No. 2 and Nasik No. 4 issued from a victorious camp, and the
ascertained date (S. 72) of Rudradaman show that Gotamiputa was
the conqueror of Nahapana. “ . . . it would seem improbable that
Nahapéna’s reign could have extended much beyond the last record-
ed year 46=124 A.D. Gautamiputra’s conquest of Nahapana seems
undoubtedly....to have taken place in the 18th year of his reign.
We therefore have the equation: —Gautamiputra’s year 18=124
AD., or 124 AD.-+x. On this synchronism, on the recorded regnal
dates in the inscription of other Andhra sovereigns, and on the
known date 72=150 A.D. of Rudradaman as Mahdksatrapa rests at
present the whole foundation of the later Andhra chronology.”3?

Cunningham proposed to refer the dates in Usavadata’s and
Ayama’s inscriptions to the Vikrama era; Rapson objects to it and
quotes, “the empirical remark” of Kielhorn that “in the majority of
the Saka dates the term year is rendered by varsa” and that
in “the inscription of the Western Ksatrapas........ the word for
‘year’ everywhere is varga . . . . ”.%8

It may be noted here that the unit figure in Karla No. 19 read
as 8, by Rapson has been read as 4 by Biihler. Senart thinks that
it may be any number between 4 and 9.3 A study of the inscription
from the stone itself and of an impression of it taken by me, shows
that 7 is more probable than any other figure. No doubt it would
then be a later form of the symbol for seven. But it is certainly not
8 as assumed by Rapson or 4 as read by Biihler since it is quite un-
like the symbols for 8 and 4.4 This would show that Gautami-
putra’s conquests were accomplished at least in part in or before the
year 17.

Since Rapson wrote, the Andhau inscriptions of Castana and
Rudradéman’s time (year 52) have been studied and edited by

37. Op. cit., xxvii.

38. IA, Vol. XXVI, p. 153.

39: EI, Vol. VII, p. 65.

40, The symbol for 4 appears in the same inscription.
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scholars like D. R. Bhandarkar and R. D. Banerji.# The Andhau
inscriptions shatter the theory of the Gotamiputa-Nahapana
synchronism. Scholars are not agreed as to whether the inscrip-
tions should be referred to the joint reign of Castana and Rudra-
daman, or the reign of Rudradaman. In all the four inscriptions
we have: ‘Rafio Castanasa Ysamotika-putrasa, rafio Rudraddmasa
Jayaddmasa putrasa vasa 52 . ..’ Prof. D. R. Bh#fidarkar originally
thought that pautrasya (which the construction would not allow
us to insert) had been omitted. But later®? he states that “Mr. R. C.
Majumdar of the Calcutta University has kindly offered the sugges-
tion that the date had better be referred to the conjoint reign of
Castana and Rudradaman,” R. D. Banerji objects: “Apart from the
possibility of such an event in India, nobody having ever thought or
tried to prove conjoint reigns of two monarchs except Messrs Bhan-
darkar, there is sufficient evidence in the Andhau inscriptions them-
selves to prove that the author of the record was quite ignorant as
to the exact relationship between Chashtana and Rudradaman. . ..
the Andhau inscriptions are the only records known which mention
Chashtana or Rudradaman as Rdjis and not as Mahd-Kshatrapas,
The only possible explanation of this is that in a remote place like
Andhau on the Rann of Cutch the people were not aware of the
new titles of the new dynasty of rulers, titles on which Rudra-
daman set great store...... The cause of the absence of any word
or phrase indicating the relationship between Chashtana and Rudra-
daman now becomes clear.”®® There is many a weak link in this
argument. In the genealogical portion in all other inscriptions of
the Western Ksatrapas of the Castana line, the great-grandfather
is mentioned first, then the grandfather, then the father and then
the son. In the Andhau inscription the names of Castana
and Rudradaman precede those of their fathers. One
cannot believe that the people of Cutch who knew the relation-
ship between Ysimotika who does not seem to have been even a
Ksatrapa and Castana did not know the relationship between the
latter and Jayadaman. On his coins Nahapéna is known as ‘rdjan’
only. Does it mean that the people were ignorant of his titles of
Ksatrapa and Mahiksatrapa which he bears in the\ inscriptions
of his son-in-law and minister ? The objection to the joint rule of
Castana and Rudraddman does not seem to be well taken; for as
Rapson has observed: “Among the later Western Ksatrapas we find

41. JBBRAS, Vol. XXXIII; EI, Vol. XVI, pp. 19f.; A.R. for 1915,
42. 1A, Vol. XLVII, p. 154 n. 26.
43. EI Vol. XVI, pp. 22-23.
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the father and son ruling concurrently as Mahaksatrapa and
Ksatrapa.” This would explain why Jayadaman bears only the
title of Ksatrapa.44

If then Castana was a Mahiksatrapa in the year 52 (130 A.D.)
with Rudradaman as Ksatrapa, he must have been a Mahdksatrapa
during the reign of his son Jayadaman as Ksatrapa. As on the
testimony of the coins Castana was a Ksatrapa for some time, if
Nahapana’s dates are referred to the Saka era, a three years’ inter-
val between Nahapana and Castana is the utmost that can be postu-
lated. Even taking for granted that Nahapana was defeated in year
46 itself (124-25 A.D.), we are led to the paradoxical conclusion that
a year after the rooting out of Khakharata race and the destruction
of the Sakas, Pahlavas and Yavanas, Castana was on the scene
avenging Saka defeat.S The Nasik record of Balasiri which men-
tions in such glorious terms Gotamiputa’s conquests of Anupa,
Akara, Avanti, Suratha, Kukura, Asaka and Mulaka would become
a record of a fleeting conquest. Was then the ‘Satavahanakulaya-
Sapratisthdpana’ referred to in an inscription incised 25 years after
the event such a shortlived glory?4% Ptolemy’s (139 A.D.) state-
ment that Ozéne was the capital of Tiastanes (Castana), and the
Andhau inscriptions which show that Cutch was in possession of
Castana and Rudradaman in 130 A.D., are clear proofs of the re-
establishment of Saka power in the lands between Malwa and Cutch
at least.#” It has been pointed out by Prof. K. A. Nilakanta Sastri

44. Rapson’s view that between the reigns of Castana and Rudradaman
there was an interval during which there was no Mahdksatrapa and that
this may have been the result of a defeat, is no doubt partly based upon the
fact that Jayadaman bears only the title of Ksatrapa.

45. The theory by Biihler in JRAS 1890 that Nahapana and Castana were
contemporaries was abandoned by him later. ASWI, Vols. IV and V.

46. Says Rapson, op cit, xxxvii: “Rudradaman’s conquest took place
c. 150 A.D., and before the 19th year of Pulumavi. The inscription of
Balasri seems to be a record of glory which has only recently passed away.”

47. R. D. Banerji (JRAS, 1917, pp. 286-87) not only holds with Prof. D.
R. Bhandarkar (JBBRAS, Vol. XXIII, pp. 68-9) that Rudradaman had
conquered all the dominions mentioned in the Girnar prasasti before S. 52,
but also says that it would not have been possible for Rudradaman to con-
quer Aparanta (N. Konkan) without conquering north Maharastra (Nasik
and Poona disaicts). We cannot subscribe to these views. The former
lacks conclusive proof. The identification of Mulaka and Asmaka with
N. Mahiérastra, and the absence of their mention in the Girnar prasasti are
conclusive arguments against the latter.
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that there is nothing in the inscriptions of Pulumavi’s time to show
that his dominions had shrunk so much in their area as the
Andhau and Girnar inscriptions would show. The silver coin of
Vasithiputa [HiJru Hatakani (or ni), (Siri-Satakani) which
like similar coins of Siri-Yafia would seem to have been current in
Aparanta, and the Kanhéri inscription of Rudradaman’s daughter,
prove that Aparanta was held by the son-in-law of Rudradaman, a
successor of Pulumavi.

The chronological scheme of Rapson requires that Vasithiputa
sami Siri-Pulumavi should be the son-in-law of Rudradaman and the
Satakarni of the Girnar inscription twice defeated in fair fight by
him. I was fortunate enough to trace in the Prince of Wales Museum,
Bombay, a silver coin of Vasithiputa Siri-Satakani; this closely
imitates as regards type, size and weight the silver coinage of
the Western Kgatrapas. And we have the Kanheéri inscription of
Vasisthiputra Satakarni’s queen, the daughter of Mahiksatrapa
Rudra(daman). These make it difficult for us to identify a king
who, on coins and in inscriptions, is called Satakarni, with Pulu-
mavi who does not bear the surname Satakani either in inscriptions
or on coins. He must therefore be a successor of Pulumavi. In
the Puranic lists Sivaéri, the Vasithiputa siva Siri-Satakani of the
coins, figures as the successor of Pulumavi (perhaps his brother).
As ‘siva’ and ‘siri’ are honorific prefixes, no insuperable difficulty is
involved in the identification of Vasithiputa Siri-Satakani with
Vasithiputa siva Siri-Satakani. Prof. K. A. Nilakanta Sastri has
rightly pointed out that it is improbable that Pulumavi, who accord-
ing to Ptolemy was a contemporary of Castana, married the latter’s
great grand-daughter.

The Satakarni of the Girndr inscription

P

As Rudradaman is said to have defeated Satakarni not distantly
related to him sambamdhavidirayd (ratayd), the Girnar Satakarni
is to be sought for in one of the successors of siva Siri-
Satakani, not far removed from the latter in point of time. In the
Puranic lists Sivaskanda Satakarni (the Sivamaka Sada of an Ama-
ravati inscription) and Siri-Yafia figure as his successors. The diffi-
culty in identifying the Girnar Satgkarni with Siri-Yafia is that
Pulumidvi would then have to be placed between 86 and 110 A.D.,
while the contemporaneity of Castana and Pulumivi mentioned
by Ptolemy would bring Pulumavi to 130 A.D. at least. So the
Girndr Satakarni must be Sivamaka (Sivaskanda) Satakarni,
probably a brother or nephew of Siva Sri-Sdtakarpi. Working
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backwards with the ascertained regnal periods of these Satavahana
kings we get the following scheme of chronology : —

Gotamiputa Satakani .. 82—106 A.D.
Vasithiputa Pulumavi .. 107—131 A.D.
Siva Sri-Satakarni .. 132—145 A.D.
Sivamaka Sada .. 146—153 A.D.

It now becomes still more impossible to place Nahapana
between 119 and 124 A.D.

Then how are the dates in the inscriptions of Nahapana's son-
in-law and minister to be interpreted? In 1908 R.D. Banerji revived
a point®® made by Prof. Bhandarkar years before that Usava-
data’s inscriptions are palaeographically earlier than that of Sodasa
of the year 72, and added, ‘it is extremely probable that as Naha-
pana is prior to Sodasa the dates in his inscriptions refer to the era
in which the dates in the inscriptions of the Northern satraps are
dated.” Subsequently*® he refers these dates to the regnal years of
Nahapana. Prof. K. A. Nilakanta Sastri has lately revived Cun-
ningham’s theory® that Nahapéana’s dates must be referred to the
Vikrama era. His arguments are as follows:

The letters of Usavadata’s inscriptions resemble those of the
inscription of the Northern Satrap Sodasa and Biihler admits that
in the former southern peculiarities are wanting. The discus, arrow
and thunderbolt on the coins of Nahapana and Bhiimaka remind us
(as V.A. Smith has pointed out) of the coins of Hagana and Haga-
masa, the Northern Satraps. In EI. Vol. XIV, Dr. Sten Konow has
referred the year in Sodasa’s record to the Vikrama era. Rev. H. R.
Scott has observed that the letters on the coins of Nahapana belong
to the near middle of the period from 350 B.C. to 350 A.D. “. . .the
state of Kharosthi on Nahapéana’s coins....seems now to secure for
him a place distinctly earlier than Castana.” The Usavadita bha,
va, and sa, a and ka with longer verticals than those of Sodasa a and
ka, the more angular jo, da with better curved back and the ornate
i sign, show that Usavadata alphabet was later than Sodasa alphabet.
Conclusions based on similarity of alphabets and the northern affi-
nities of Nahapana’s family cannot be final; as Sten Konow has
observed, “ We do not know for certain in which era the Sodasa
inscription of Sarh 72 is dated. I do not think it can be the same as

48. 1A, Vol. XXXVII, p. 43.
49. JRAS, 19017, p. 285.
50. Op. cit., pp. 650 f.
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in the Taxila plate of Sarir 78. I think that Patika, who issued that
record, is identical with the Mahakshatrapa Padika of the Mathura
lion capital which mentions Sudasa, ie., Sodasa as Kshatrapa.” A
comparison of coin legends with stone inscriptions cannot yield safe
conclusions. The palaeography of the Andhau inscriptions renders an
interval of more than 160 years between the Girnar inscription and
the inscription of Usavadata, as Prof. Nilakanta Sastri would postu-
late, too long. Noteworthy are the form of a ka ra and pa which ap-
proach those of Usavadata alphabet. The state of Kharosthi on
Castana’s coins does not point to a long interval between them, for,
as on Nahapéana’s coins, and on the silver coins struck by Castana as
Ksatrapa, Kharosthi is used to transliterate the Brahmi legends in
full. It is only on coins struck by Castana as Mahdksatrapa that
Kharosthi shows decline—it is used only for the genitive of the king’s
name. This fact points to a rapid decline of Kharosthi rather than
to a long interval.!

The development of the Brahmi alphabet in the Nasik and
Poona districts in the 1st and 2nd centuries A.D. makes a long in-
terval between Nahapana and Gautamiputra highly improbable.
According to Biihler there is a striking similarity between the al-
phabet of the Nasik inscriptions of Gautamiputra Satakarni and
Usavadéta.® Prof. Nilakanta Sastri rejoins ‘it is a similarity which
is only to be expected if the area of their location had been ruled
by the Khakharatas for some time before Gautamiputra recovered
it for the Satavihanas.’® The Nasik alphabet of Pulumivi’s time
especially ca, ja, da, na, and na, (with a slightly curved base), ta,
_bha, ya, ha (with a notch at the left), which is more developed
‘fhan the alphabet of Gotamiputa Satakani’s inscriptions, deprives
this argument of its force. The Nasik inscriptions of Gotamiputa
Siri-Yafia Satakani only three generations later than those of
Gotamiputa Satakani show letters of the ornate.type. The Karla
inscription attributed to Gotamiputa Satakani is not only engraved
immediately below that of Usavadata, but also shows only slightly
developed forms over those of Usavadéta’s inscription (e.g., ta, pa,
bhi, va, ra and ma). In the inscriptions of the time of Pulumavi

51. According to Rapson on the copper coins of Nahapina, only the name
Nahapéna in Brihmi legend can be deciphered. “It is uncertain whether
or not this was accompanied by an inscription in Kharosthi characters.”
Op. cit., cix.

52. IA,, xxxiii, App. Ind. Pal. pp. 42-43.

53. JRAS, 1926, p. 652,
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the ornamental type has appeared.® The quick and distinct deve-
lopment from Gotamiputa to Puluméavi of the alphabets at Karla
and Nasik does not allow us to place a long interval between Naha-
pana and Gotamiputa.

The Jogalthembi coins of Nahapana, more than two-thirds of
which are restruck by Gotamiputa, point to the same conclusion.
If Gotamiputa defeated a remote successor of Nahapana, we would
have found in the hoard, coins of Nahapana’s successors restruck
by Gotamiputa. The coins of Bhiimaka show, that among the
Ksaharatas other princes than Nahapana, if they existed, would
have struck coins ; and there is more point in restriking the coins
of the vanquished ruler rather than those of a remote predecessor
of his.

The village of Karajaka which is granted by Gotamiputa to the
monks of the Karla caves is surely the Karajaka granted to them
previously by Usavadata. Nasik No. 4 records the grant of a field
in western Kakhadi, a field which was held by Usavadata. Biihler
and Bhagwanlal Indraji look upon ajakdlakiyam in the phrase ‘ya
khetam ajakdlakiyam Usabhadatena bhitam’ as a Prakrt form of
ajakala (Sans. adyakdla) and translate ‘the field which has been
possessed by Rsabhadatta up to the present time.’ Senart looks
upon it as the name of the field.5%

Liiders’ No. 795 where Ajakalaka is the name of Yaksa makes
Senart’s suggestion extremely probable. Prof. Nilakanta Sastri
denies that the Usavadata of No. 4, the possessor of a single field,
was the Usavadata, son-in-law of Nahapana. But it is not
impossible that Usavadata held all the fields in the village and
that Gotamiputa gave one field to the monks retaining the rest for
himself .58

54. EI, Vol. VII, Pl. III, No. 20.

55. EI Vol. VII, p. 72.

56. It is, however, risky to look upon Usavadita as a rare name, and
identify all the Usavadatas of epigraphic records with the son-in-law of
Nahapéna. ‘Datta’ as a name ending is very common and ‘Rsabha’ often
enters into the composition of names (EI, vol. XVI, p. 24; Liiders, List,
Nos. 56, 69a). A Sailarwadi inscription (Sailarwagdi is near Karla) men-
tions Usabhanaka native of Dhenukakata.

An inscription in a pillar of the Karla Cetiya cave records the dona-
tion of a pillar by Mitadevanaka, son of Usavadata from Dhenukakata.
According to Senart, the ‘mita’ in the name of the donor and that of Rsabha-
datta’s wife (i.e., Daksamitra) supplies “a link which may perhaps connect

HlAO_a .
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The guiding points in the determination of Ksaharata chronology
are the short-lived reigns of Nos. 18, 19, 20 and 21 in the Puranic
lists of the Andhras (44-54 A.D.) and reference to Mambanes in
the Periplus ; the kingdom of Mambanes (corrected by Schoff into
Nambanus and identified with Nahapana) is said to have begun
with Ariake, which according to Lassen would represent the terri-
tory on either side of the gulf of Cambay. Scholars like K. P.
Jayaswal have challenged this identification.’” But as Nahapana
is known to have ruled over Surastra and as the seaboard of the
kingdom of Mambanes was, according to the Periplus, Surastrene,
and as the capital of Nambanus, viz.,, ‘Minnagara’ also shows Scy-
thian or Saka associations (Min==Scythian) this identification is
highly probable, and Schoff has shown that a consideration of the
authorities Roman, Parthian and Arabian fully supports 60 A.D.
for the Periplus, and Nahapana would seem to have been ruling
22 years before the accession of Gautamiputra Sri-Satakarni.

The question whether Nahapana’s dates should be referred to
an era or to his regnal years, is not then so important as it might
be if we had no independent grounds to fix his date. The old view
that it is dangerous to assume the existence of eras other than the
Vikrama and Saka eras is not accepted by Dr. Sten Konow.® The
years may then refer to an era which started somewhere in the
closing years of the first century B.C., or in the beginning of the
first century A.D. Prof. K. A. Nilakanta Sastri has admirably
met Rapson’s objection to referring the ‘vasa dates’ to any
other than the Saka era. He says, “...... it must be noted that
there are very few dates in these records, and even among these
few, we are unable to trace any consistency in the manner of
dating. An important inscription at Nasik is undated; only the
year and month is mentioned in another, though the day of the
month is also added elsewhere in the same inscription. The use of var-
sha for year does not seem to have been so rare in early dates that
are not in the Saka era.”®® R. D. Banerji’s view that these dates
must be referred to the regnal years of Nahapana is supported by

them.” The absence of the usual epithets applied to Nahapana’s son-in-law
makes the Usavadata of this inscription a different person. The pillar
inscription and the Cetiya cave would seem to belong to the first century
B.C.

57. JBORS, 1932, p. 9.

58. CII, Vol. II, Introduction.

59. Op. cit.,, p. 656.
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the numerous coins of Nahapana and by the tradition preserved in
the Pattdvali Gathas and Jinasena’s Harivaméa which assign a
period 40 and 42 years respectively to Naravahana (a corruption
of Nahapana).®? Rapson makes Nahapana a feudatory of the
Kusinas, on the strength of the mention, in a Nasik inscription of
Usavadata, of suvarnas which according to him must refer to the
gold currency of the Kusanas “ which we must suppose to have
been current or prevalent in Nahapana’s kingdom.”6! But suvarna
as a coin was prevalent in India as early as the Vedic times;® the
suvarne under reference need not necessarily refer to the gold
currency of the Kusanas.

Prof. Bhandarkar®® has advanced another argument for con-
necting Nahapana with the Kusdnas. To him the Kusana of Nasik
No. 12, “appears to have been (the name) given to the silver coinage
of Nahapina, because he issued it for his overlord who must have
been known as Kus$ana i.e., Kushana.” He continues “ Was there
any Kushana king who was also known by the mere name
Kushana? Certainly this must be the Kushana sovereign referred
to in the Taxila scroll inscription of the year 136........ 1 have
elsewhere shown that he can be no other than Kujula Kadphises, or
Kadphises I as he is also known.” Apart from the objections to
kusana being a form of Kusana or Gusana, the sense of the passage
does not admit of Bhandarkar’s interpretation. In line 2 civarika
and kusanamiila are mentioned together as the purpose for which
the money was invested in a guild. In line 3 we have ‘civarika-
sahasrdani be 2000 ye padike sate eto mama lene vasavuthdna bhi-
khunam visiya ekikasa civarika barasakae, yd sahasra prayutaim
payinapadike date ato kusanamula.’ But though the evidence
cited for Kusana overlordship over Nahapana cannot be relied upon,
the chronological scheme adopted here makes Kusana overlordship
not improbable (Kujula Kadphises 50-75 A.D.).

60. Rapson remarks (Op. cit., cx): “Pandit Bhagvanlil Indraji sup-
posed that the portraits of the Nahapéna on the silver coins indicated a very
long reign; but now that a vast number of specimens are available for com-
parison, it is cleéar that no such conclusion can be safely drawn from these
representations of the king’s head......... They cannot possibly have been
portraits, in the true sense of the word, of any single individual........

61. CIC, Andhras and Western Ksatrapas, clxxv.

62. Vedic Index, Keith and Macdonell, Suvarna Yajiia q. v.

63. IA, Vol. XLVII, p. 76,
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(iv) Gotamiputa Satakani cannot be identified with Gotamiputa
ViliwGyakura of the coins

A number of lead and copper coins from Kolhipur have
revealed to us the names of 3 princes: on the evidence of restruck
coins, the order would be as follows :

Vasithiputa Vilivayakura
Madhariputa Sivalakura
Gotamiputa Viliviyakura.

The current theories about these princes are far from being
satisfactory. Says Rapson$ Viliviyakura and Sivalakura “are
probably local titles in the dialect of the district of Kolhapur . . . .
The question remains whether these peculiar titles are to be re-
garded as the designations of members of the imperial Andhra
Dynasty or of viceroys governing the district of Kolhapur. Although
the question cannot be decided with certainty, the former view is
perhaps the more probable, since there is some evidence to show that
Andhra monarchs were known by different titles in the different di-
visions of their empire (cf. sup. § 48, 50).” Long ago Sir R. G. Bhan-
darkar said that VilivAyakura and Sivalakura are names of the
feudatories whilst the metronymics are those of their suzerains.63
The metronymics attached to the names of Mahdrathis are not those
of their suzerains—the Satavahanas.®® The father of a Mahdarathi
who dates his inscription in the regnal years of Vasithiputa simi
Siri-Pulumavi, bears a metronymic not borne by the Satavahanas
viz.,, Kosikiputa. *Kura’ as a name appears in Bhattiprolu. Sivala
as the name of a queen. occurs in one of Barhut inscriptions,t?
and at Amaravati we come across an updsikd Sivala. La is a com-
mon ending in names, e.g., Bhadila, Bhayila, Dronala, Sivakhadila,
Buddhila, Sarpila, and Rudrila ;%8 Vilavanaka is the name of a
village.? Regarding Ptolemy’s mention of Pulumiavi of Paithan
and Baleokuros of Hippokura (identified by R. G. Bhandarkar with
Vilivayakura), Rapson remarks that his Siri-Pulumavi and Vili-
vayakura might be one and the same person. “A foreigner might
be excused for not knowing, that in our own country, the Prince

64. lxxxvii-lxxxviii.

65. EHD, 1927, p. 30.

66. Karla No. 14, EI, vol. VIII.

67. Cunningham, Stupa of Bharhut p. 131; Liiders, List, No. 1268.
68. Liiders, List, Nos. 125a, 149a, 1124, 1247, 1292 and 1054,

69. EI, Vol. XV, pp. 41 and 43,
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of Wales, the Earl of Chester and the Duke of Cornwall were the
same person.” But Ptolemy mentions the capital ‘Hippokura’ (a
‘kura’ ending in the name of the capital too!), which has been
identified by Bhagwanlal Indraji with the modern Godabandar. To
accuse a contemporary of ignorance we require strong proofs. In
seeking to identify these princes with the Satavahana rulers Rapson
places too much reliance on metronymics, yet we know that the
Satavihana and Iksvaku metronymics were borne by their feuda-
tories, the Mahdrathis and the Mahdtalavaras. Rapson’s identifica-
tion upsets the order of Gotamiputa Satakani and Vasithiputa Pulu-
mavi among the VilivAyakuras; and Madhariputa Sivalakura has
no place between Gotamiputa Satakani and Pulumavi in the Pura-
nic lists.” Prof. Rapson himself points out that the Ujjain symbol
which is employed by all the later Satavihanas on all their coins
is not found on the Kolhapur coins™ and that the ‘ bow and arrow’
on these coins is nowhere found on the Satavahana coins. To a
certain extent the type (the tree within railing) and size of these
coins (lead) resemble those of the Cutu and Mahdarathi coins.

The pieces of evidence which make it probable that they were
feudatories of the Satavdhanas are that one of the Vilivayakuras
was a contemporary of Pulumavi, that Gotamiputa’s dominions ex-
tended as far south as Vaijayanti and that they used Satavahana
metronymics. The title ‘rdjan’ does not prevent them from having
been feudatories, for Nahapana, who was undoubtedly a feudatory,
bears the title ‘rdjan’.

(v) Gotamiputa’s empire

To return to Gotamiputa, he would seem to have wrested from
the Ksaharatas not only the ancestral dominions, but something
more. The epithet ‘Satavdhana-kula-yasa-patithipana-kara’ applied
to him is no idle boast, for before his reign, the Satavihana power
would seem to have suffered considerable loss of territories. Accord-
ing to Rapson, the countries which are mentioned in Nasik No. 2 as
having been under his sway, “in no way represent the extent of
his empire.” “The names themselves are those of the kingdoms
which had submitted to Gautamiputra”.’? Rapson is evidently
thinking of the AndhradeSa. Not all the conquered kingdoms
would seem to have been mentioned, e.g., S. Maharastra as far south

70. Op. cit., x1.
71. Op. cit., clxvi-clxviii.
72. Op. cit., Xxxv, XXXVi.
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as Vaijayanti (Nasik Naq. 4 speaks of the Vejayanti army as ‘sendye
Vejayamtiye’). Even so the extent of his kingdom is indicated
by the mountains of which he is said to have been the lord—the
western and eastern portions of the Vindhya range (Vijiha and
Paricata), the Satpura hills extending through the middle of Berar
nearly into west Bengal (Achavata), the northern and southern
portions of the Western Ghats (Sahya and Malaya respectively).
There is then no epigraphic evidence to show that Gautamiputra’s
sway extended over the Andhrade$a.” The reference to his
chargers having drunk the waters of three oceans need not neces-
sarily mean that his kingdom extended from the Arabian Sea to the
Bay of Bengal.’”# The most important countries mentioned are
Asaka, Mulaka’™ (Northern Maharastra) Asika, Kukura (Eastern

73. A life-size statue of a person, in the Madras Museum Amaravati
collections, holding a lotus in the left hand, bears the inscription Gotami
name (0o*). From the dress we can infer that it is not a statue of the
Buddha. Even supposing that the inscription records an adoration to Gotamf,
the mother of Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani, it is possible that during the reign
of Vasithiputa sami Siri-Pulumivi (when the Amaravati Stipe underwent
alterations and perhaps enlargement) a statue of Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani
was set up; and from Nasik No. 2 (in which both grandson and grandmother
have eulogised Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani) we know that Gotemi Balasiri
was living in the 19th year of her grandson’s reign.

74. In Bana’s Harsacarita (Trans. Cowell and Thomas) the Satavahana
contemporary of Bhikku Nagarjuna is styled “lord of the three oceans”
(p. 252).

75. In the Sona-Nanda Jataka (Fausboll, Vol. V, pp. 317, 24; and 318, 6),
Assaka and Avanti are mentioned together (Assakdvantim; Assakdvantim ti
Assaka rattham ve Avantirattham va etc.). For the precise identification of
Asaka (Sans. Asmaka not Asvaka. Panini mentions Asmaka iv, i, 173) and
Mulaka a clue comes from an unexpected quarter. Verse 1011 of the Sutta
Nipata (Alakassa Patitthanam purimam) mentions Patitthana of Alaka and
verse 977 mentions Alaka as a country in the neighbourhood of Assaka (Asaka),
a country on the banks of the Godavari. (So Assakasse visaye Alakassa
samdsane vasi Godavarikile uficena ca phalena ca). But in three manu-
scripts (a MS in the Phayre collection in the India Office Library, a Burmese
MS in the Royal Asiatic Society, London, and a MS in the Mandalay Collec-
tion of the India Office Library) it reads as Miilaka or Mulaka. Mulaka is
made more probable by the following facts. Asaka and Mulaka are men-
tioned together in the Nasik No. 2. According to the Purinas Mulaka was
the son of Aémaka of the Ikgvaku line. (Wilson, Vignu Purina, p. 382).
Patitthana is modern Paithéin on the banks of the Godavari; as Assaka is said
to have included Godavari there is no doubt that N. Mahérastra, at least the
Nasik district and the territory around Paithan, is to be identified with
Asaka and Mulaka; see also 1A, Vol. XLVII, p. 150 f.n,
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Rajputana) Akara (East Malwa), Avanti (West Malwa), Suratha
(Surastra), Aniipa (a district in the upper Narmada), Vidarbha
(“the western part of modern Berar and the valley country west
of that )76 and Aparanta (N. Konkan) .?

(b) Pulumavi I1.78

Gotamiputa was succeeded by his son Pulumavi who according
to the inscriptions would seem to have ruled for 24 years at least.
The Puranas assign him a period of 28 years. Since they assign
only 21 years to Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani who from inscriptions is
known to have ruled for 24 years, it is probable that the Puranic
total 49 has to be divided between them as 25 and 24 or 24 and 25.

Messers R.G. and D.R. Bhandarkars’ theory of the conjoint rule
of Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani and Pulumdvi

The theory of the conjoint rule of Pulumévi and his father,
which was proposed by Sir R. G. Bhandarkar long ago, did not
find a single supporter. As it has been restated by Prof. Bhan-
darkar as late as 1914 and 1918, a discussion is necessary.” Accord-
ing to Sir R. G. Bhandarkar the Puranic discrepancy in the matter
of the duration of the Satavahana dynasty (Mt. 460 years, Va. 411
vears and Visnu 300 years) is to be explained “by supposing that
the longer period is made up by putting together the reigns of all
the princes belonging to the several branches of the Andhrabhrtya
dynasty ”.80 According to V. A. Smith this discrepancy arises on
account of some of the Puranas omitting the Sunga and Kanva
years (112445) or the latter from the Satavahana total8! The
other arguments of Sir R. G. Bhandarkar repeated by Prof. Bhandar-
kar are: —

76. Pargiter: Markandeya Purdna, p. 335.

77. For a detailed discussion of these names BG, Vol. XVI; EI, Vol. VIII;
Rapson: op. cit., and Bhandarkar’s EHD.

78. His name is spelt as Pulumavi on coins and in Nasik Nos. 3 and 20
and Karla No. 20; as Pulumayi in Nasik Nos. 1 and 2 and Karla No. 20;
and as Pulumai in Nasik No. 25. Pulumavi would seem to be the right
form to start from. Rapson thinks that Pulumayi like Vilivayakura is a
name whose meaning is not clear.

79. JBBRAS, Vol. XXXIII, Epigraphic Notes and Questions; IA, 1918,
Dekhan of the Satavdhana period.

80. EHD, p. 26.

81. ZDMG, 1902, p. 6.
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(a) In Nasik No. 2 dated in the 19th year of Pulumavi II,
Gotami Balasiri is called Mahdrdjamdatd and Mahdrdjapitamahi.
This statement would be pointless if she were not both at one and
the same time.

(b) Gotamiputa is called ‘Dhanakatasami’ (Dhanyakataka-
svami) in No. 3 and Pulumavi ruled at Paithan. It has been shown
elsewhere®? that Dhanakatasamanehi refers to Dhanakata monks or
samanas and that Dhanakata cannot be a form of Dharnfiakataka.
In No. 4 Gotamiputa is called ‘Bendkatakasami.’ Every queen is
the mother of a king and grandmother of a king. In the Naneghat
record Satakani I is eulogised and yet he was dead when the record
was incised. In the inscription Pulumavi makes over the merit
of the gift to his father in the expression ‘pitupatiyo’ Such an
application of merit can be made only in favour of a deceased
person.8 As Prof. Nilakanta Sastri has asked,3 why should not
the queen who refers to her son as one living (jivasutdyae) in No. 5
dated in the 24th year of Gotamiputa refer to him so in No. 2 ?
According to M. Dubreuil the inscription is the funeral oration of
a disconsolate mother.

(c) If it was a fact that Gautamiputra was dead when the cave
temple was dedicated and Pulumavi alone was reigning, we should
expect to find the exploits of the latter also celebrated in the ins-
cription, but there is not a word in praise of him. It is improbable
that a king who had been dead for nineteen years should be high-
ly extolled in the inscription and the reigning king altogether pass-
ed over in silence. It will be shown below that the cave with all
its cells was planned even during the reign of Gotamiputa, but
executed only in part. Balasiri completed the cave later and made
it equal to the cave of Usavadata,® son-in-law of Nahapana, whose
dynasty Gotamiputa had extirpated; then the train of thought sug-
gested to a mother explains this puzzling fact.

The arguments adduced by Prof. D. R. Bhandarkar are: —

1. Since Pulumaévi is a contemporary of Castana, who died
before year 52 (130 A.D.) and since the dates in the inscriptions
of Usavadata and Ayama are to be referred to the Saka era, we
should postulate a theory of conjoint rule if we are not to run into

Chap. 1I.

EI, Vol. VIII, p. 65.

JRAS, 1928 The Later Satavihanas and the Sakas.
Nasik No. 2,

REBR
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chronological absurdities or impossibilities. Bhandarkar himself
has admitted that Castana was living when the Andhau inscriptions
were incised; it has been shown above that the inscriptions of
Nahapana’s reign must belong to a time before 100 A.D.

2. If cave No. 3 was granted in the 19th year of Pulumavi’s
reign, and if in the year 24 his father Gautamiputra speaks of it as
his own gift, is not the conclusion irresistible that Gautamiputra
was living when the cave in question was made over to the Buddhist
monks, i.e., in Pulumavi’s 19th regnal year, and that the year 24 of
the other inscription although it records a donation of Gautamiputra
must be referred not to his, but to Pulumavi’s reign ? No. 2 dated
in the 19th year of Pulumavi records a non-official or private grant
by the queen, while No. 5 (dated in the 24th year) like No. 4 is an
official grant. What stamp No. 4 and No. 5 as official records are
the order of the king to the officer in charge of the district where the
object of the grant lay, and the mention of the formalities connected
with the grant, i.e., oral order, drafting, preparation of the charter,
preservation in the archives of the State and delivery. Nasik No. 2,
where neither the order of the king nor the formalities connected
with grants are mentioned, is then a non-official record. The grant
of the cave and lands by Gotamiputa mentioned in Nos. 4 and 5 must
be different from the grant of the same cave by Balasiri. Prof.
Nilakanta Sastri has admirably pointed out that all official granis
open with the order of the reigning king and end by giving the date,
while in all private records (at Nasik and Karla) the date is mention-
ed at the beginning. He concludes that Nos. 4 and 5 must therefore
be referred to Gotamiputa’s reign.86

But how can one cave be granted by two persons at different
times ? The statement that Balasiri made the cave equal to the
mansion in Kailisa and the plan of the cave give us the clue.
Gotamiputa who emulates Usavadata in his grant of lands to the
Nasik and Karla Buddhist monks would certainly have planned a
cave as beautiful, perhaps more beautiful than Usavadata’s cave
(and in general appearance and arrangement the Queen’s cave re-
sembles that of Usavadata). According to Prof. Nilakanta Sastri,
the raised verandah with a bench at the left end and two cells, one
at the right and the other at the left end, show that the verandah
with its two cells and the bench was a self-sufficient unit and was

86. Op. cit., p. 650. It may be pointed out that in private records of the
Ikgvaku period the date comes at the end.
H.A.—9
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the Sivaéri of the Purinas, we have to take it that by some process
which is not now traceable Sivamaka was transformed by the Pu-
ranic writers into Siva$éri, and Rapson is inclined to identify him
with the Sivaéri of the Purénas. Sivamaka as the name of Sata-
vahana is quite probable. In Kuda No. 6, Sivama as a personal
name occurs,% and in the Satavahana official records Siva often
enters into the composition of the names of officials under them.
Ka as a suffix to personal names is also common in the records of
the Satavahana period, e.g., Sivaka, Saghaka.9?

(e) Madhariputa Sakasena®® Satakani

But for the find of coins bearing the legends Saka Sada (Saka-
sena Satakani, (vide supra), the inclusion of his name in the list

96. Dhanama in Nasik No. 25 (EI, Vol. VIII), is another instance of a
name with a ma suffix. For the Kuda inscription see ASWI, Vol. IV.

97. Liiders, List, Nos. 1177 and 1189.

98. This king bears the title ‘simi.” Though Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani
bears the title Bendkatakasami his son Pulumavi is the first among the later
Satavahanas to bear the honorific prefix ‘sami’ in addition to the usual ‘siri.’
Pulumavi’s successors Madhariputa Sakasena, Siri-Yafia Satakani and Cada
Sati bear it. In the Chinna Ganjam inscription Siri-Yafia bears the titles
of ‘araka’ and ‘siri’. Therefore ‘araka’ would seem to be a prefix identical
in meaning with ‘siami‘ (lord). Since Nahapana and his successors, princes
of the Castana line, regularly bear the title ‘ svamin’, it may be asked whether
the later Satavahanas did not borrow the prefix ‘sami’ from the Ksatrapas.
Since in a Deotek inscription a ‘sami’ (lord, king) addresses his official
(amaca) at Cikambari, we have to cry halt to such a conjecture. The eye
copy of the inscription compared with the estampage of the inscription re-
cently prepared by Prof. Mirashi, and exhibited at the Oriental Conference
at Mysore (1935) furnishes the following reading :

1. Sami amiiapayati Cikambari-sa sa

2. hanamto bamdhamto va tasaradam kururadheva

3. A d la nnaga

4. Dato lego (kho) he pa l di 4 badho
(The eye copy is in Cunningham’s CII, vol. I, old series, p. 102
. and Pl. XV)

In the paper read before the Conference (Proceedings pp. 613-22) the
Professor called it an Asokan inscription. But the later forms of ta ca, and da
(in dato), ya, and the angular pa, make it difficult for us to subscribe to the
Professor’s views. Cunningham was nearer the truth when he opined that
the inscription was not earlier than the first century B.C. The inscription
would seem to be a Satavahana inscription for the following reasons:—

In the first century B.C. and even earlier the Satavahanag were in
possession of East and West Malwa. The inscription is dated in the Shta-
vahana fashion by the seasons and fortnights. It also begins like the later
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of our kings would have been rendered difficult, for do not his
metronymic and personal name draw him nearer to Madhariputra
Isvarsena, the Abhira ? Even so he cannot be identified with any
of the kings of the Puranic lists; we have to depend on the palaeo-
graphy of the two Kanhéri inscriptions of his time. Their alpha-
bet so closely approaches the alphabet of Siri-Yafia at Kanhéri that
it is probable that one closely succeeded the other. But we are
not in a position to determine who preceded whom. Whilst the
looped ta (1. 10, 12 and 13), and the rounded va (as opposed to
the triangular va in No. 14), and the more cursive ha in No. 15 stamp
it as later than No. 14, the other letters stamp Sakasena’s inscrip-
tion (No. 14) as earlier than Siri-Yafia’s (No. 15). No. 14 which
was incised on the 10th day of the 5th fortnight of the rainy season
on the 8th year of the king, records the excavation of a cave by a
merchant and householder, the son of Venhunamdi an inhabitant of
Kalyana along with his father, brother and mother (Bodhisama).
The other inscription (No. 19) records the excavation of a cave by
Halanika, wife of the donor in the previous inscription.

Like Siri-Yafia, Madhariputa Sakasena Satakani ruled over
both western and eastern Deccan. This fact also places him before
Canda Satakarni who would seem to have ruled over only the east-
ern Deccan. His coins bearing the lion device have been picked
up in the Krsnd-Godavari districts. The ‘sena’ ending in his name
makes it probable that he was a son of siva Siri-Satakani, the son-
in-law of Rudradaman.

(f) Gotamiputa Siri-Yafia Satakani

His relationship to siva Siri-Satakani and Sivamaka Sada can-
not be ascertained. Formerly Bhagwanlal interpreted the reverse
legends on his silver coins in such a way as to make him the son
of Catarapana.®® Prof. D. R. Bhandarkar interprets it so as to make
him the father of Catarapana.l® ¢ But there can be no doubt that

Satavahana inscriptions. The formalities connected with the grant are also
Satavahana (dato, lego and badho). To add to these there is the title ‘sami.’
It is noteworthy that Madhariputa Sakasena has only the prefix ‘sami,’ the
usual prefix ‘siri’ being absent. For this reason Bhagwanlal would read ‘s
for ‘saka’ in the inscriptions. But the second letter is only ka. What
like i sign over the first letter in Burgess’ impression may be only
dental stroke. The omission of ‘siri’ may be likened to the
‘sami’ in some of the inscriptions of Pulumavi II.

99. JBBRAS, Vol. XV, p. 308.

100. JBBRAS, Vol. XXIII, p. 66.
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this reading and interpretation are incorrect. The rest of the rev.
legend agrees word for word with obv. legend ; but all that can be
said about the doubtful word, which was read as ¢ Caturapanasa’,
is that it was one of five or six syllables, the last two only of which
are legible with certainty, and that it was probably the equiva-
lent to the first word of the obv. legend—Rafio.”101

His inscriptions at Kanhéri, Nasik, Chinna Ganjam, his silver
coins of Sopara fabric, his numerous coins from Krsna and Goda-
vari districts, his potin coins from the Chanda district (Cen-
tral Provinces), clearly show that he not only maintained the
eastern possession but also wrested from the Western Ksatrapas
Aparanta and North Maharastra 102

The Chinna Ganjam inscription dated in the 27th year of his
reign shows that the Puranas are probably correct in assigning
him a reign of 29 years.

In the Harsacarita Bana refers to a mendicant by name
Nagarjuna who was brought to Hell by the nagas; he hegged for
(a wreath of pearls) from the snake King as a gift and received
it. When he went out of Hell he gave it to a king, his friend, i.e.,
Satavahana, “the lord of the three oceans.” Cowell and Thomas
say that the latter therefore ruled over Jambudvipa, Plaksadvipa
and Samaldvipa.l®® The Nasik record of Balasiri makes it clear
that the three oceans or seas are the seas to the west, east and
south of the South Indian Peninsula. Hiuen Tsang refers to
Nagarjuna P'usa, a contemporary of the king styled Sha-to-p’o-ha
or Leading Light (Yin-Leng). The latter quarried for him a
monastery on the mountain Po-lo-mo-lo-ki-li, 300 li to the south-
west of the capital of South KoSala. His date is variously given
as 700, 500 and 400 years after the death of the Buddhal% Says
Watters, “the names of the kings Kanishka and Kilika, of Vasu-
mitra, Asvaghosha, Katyayaniputra, Dharmagupta, and Rahula-
bhadra occur in the writings ascribed to Nagarjuna, and we may
with some probability assign him to the third century A.D.” (we
may say even to the end of the second century A.D.). Since the
probable date of Nagarjuna coincides with that of Siri-Yafia and

“s 101. Rapson op. cit,, xci.

10%-. If Madhariputa Sakasena came between Siri-Yafia and Sivamaka
Sada; the credit for recovering the Aparanta would go to him.

103. p. 252 fn. 1.

104. Watters, On Yuan Chwang, ii, p. 204,
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since Siri-Yafia would seem to have been the last great Sita-
vihana king to rule over eastern and western Deccan, he may
be the Satavdhana contemporary of the P'usa Nagarjuna.
Madhariputa Sakasena has equally good claims.

(9) Vasithiputa Cada Sati

Prof. Rapson identifies Vasithiputa Siri-Cada Sati of some coins
from the Godavari and Krsna districts with the Skandasvati
of the Puranas on the score that he is closely connected with
Pulumavi II by the type of his coins and metronymics ;105
according to the same scholar Cada Sati of some lead coins is
probably the Candasri who occupies the last place but one in the
dynastic lists in the Puranas. It has been shown that Sivaskanda
Satakarpi of the Puranas is the Sivamaka Sada of the Amaravati
inscription. ‘Cada’ is a variant of ‘Cada’ much like ‘Ruda’ and
‘Ruda 1% The Kodavolu inscription dated in the regnal years
of Vasithiputa Cada Sati makes two Cada Satis improbable.107
If the Puranic account can be relied upon, the Abhiras would
seem to have risen to power in North Maharastra 15 years before
the rise of the Iksvakus, i.e., about 193 A.D. This makes it
probable that the western dominions of the Satavdhanas were lost
during his reign. His Kodavolu inscription shows that during
his reign Kalinga or a part of it came under Satavdhana sway.

(k) Pulumavi III

An inscription from Mpyakadoni (in the Bellary district)
recording the construction of a tank by a certain householder,
resident in the village of Vepurakal® under Gamike Kumaradatta,
in the S[a]tavahani-hara under Mahasendpati Khamdanaga, is

105. Op. cit., xl.

106. Rapson: op. cit., p. 46.

107. The inscription records a donation by an officer (amaca) and is
dated in the second year of Cada Sati, the Candasri of the Puranas. What
is read as ‘amacasa bhimivesa’ by Sten Konow should be read as ‘amacasa
bhiimikhaéa’. Bhiimika is perhaps the name of the amaca.+

108. Vepuraka may be tentatively identified with Virdpuram in the Adoni
Taluq. Veparla in the Hadagalli talug and Virdpuram in the Hadagalli and
Rayadrug talugs have good claims to be identified with Vepuraka inasmuch
as Hadagalli would also seem to have been included in the Satavahani-hara
or Satahani rattha. The Chilla(le)rekakodumka of the Hira-Hadagalli in-
scription of S$iva-Skandavarman is perhaps Chillakaladona in the Adoni
taluq.
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dated in the 8th year of a Siri-Pulumavi of the Satavahana family
(rafio Satavihandnam s[i]ri-Pulum[@]visa) . Mr. V. S. Sukthan-
kar who has edited the inscription!®® has identified Siri-Pulumavi
with Vasithiputa simi Siri-Pulumavi, son of Gotamiputa Siri-
Siatakani. The absence of the metronymic and the honorific prefix
‘sami’ which are always borne by the son of Gotamiputa Siri-
Satakani, and the alphabet of the Myakadoni inscription, which
approaches that of the Nagarjunikonda and Jagayyapéta inscrip-
tions, make it highly probable that the Pulumavi of this
inscription is the last of the Satavdhanas in the Puranic lists.110
True, the Puranas assign him a period of 7 years. But this fact
presents no insuperable difficulty. Gotamiputa Satakani ruled
for 21 years according to the Puranas. Yet we know from
epigraphic evidence that he ruled for at least 24 years! Vasithi-
puta Catarapana Satakani ruled for at least 13 years; yet the
Puranas assign him a period of 7 years only!

Since all Puranic lists stop with Pulumavi it is highly probable
that he is the last representative of the great dynasty.

109. EI, Vol. XIV, pp. 151f.

110. Following V. A. Smith, Sukthankar makes out four Pulumavis in the
Puranic dynastic lists (Nos. 15, 24, 26 and 30 in the Matsya List). In fact
the Puranas mention only three Pulumavis. The line ¢ Sivaérir vai Puloma
tu saptaiva bhavitd nrpah ’ must be translated as: “ after Pulumavi Sivasri will
be king seven years” and not as “Sivasri Pulumavi will be king 7 years” if
we accept the reading ‘Pulomdt tu’ (Pargiter, Purina Text of the Dynasties
of the Kali Age, p. 71, f.n. 18).



CuarTER V

ADMINISTRATIVE ARRANGEMENTS IN THE SATAVAHANA
EMPIRE

Royal Succession

The Satavahana polity conformed to the rule laid down in the
Sastras ; its keystone was the sovereign. Monarchy was hereditary.
Though the Satavahanas bore metronymics, though they do not
mention their fathers in their inscriptions, succession was always
reckoned in the male line.! The expression ‘kulapurisa-parapari-
gata’ in which the term ‘ purisa’ implies, according to Senart, ‘ des-
cent by males’, is corroborative evidence in the same direction.2
Generally the eldest sons inherited the crown. It is remarkable
that though polygamy seems to have been the rule, we have no evi-
dence, either in the lithic records or in the Puranas, of disputed
successions.3 During the minority of the Crown-Prince?, especially
in times of stress, succession passed on to the brother of the late
king. Kanha Satavahana, brother of Simuka,® the founder of the
dynasty, would seem to have come to the throne during the
minority of the latter’s son. Sometimes the Queen-mother assisted
by her father acted as the regent and according to Biihler per-
formed some sacrifices® like kings.

The King.

The King was the commander in war and led his armies per-
sonally to the battle-field. The detailed instructions issued to
amacas (amdtyas, governors of provinces)? bear testimony to the

1. The Purina texts and Nasik No. 3 make this clear; also among the
Maharathis bearing metronymics, titles and office pass from father to son
(Liiders, List, No. 1100).

2. EI, Vol. VIII, p. 63.

3. Vide supra.

4. All princes are called Kumdras. The Pallava practice of calling the
Crown-Prince Yuvamahardja and of associating him in the administration
of the country is unknown to this period.

5. Krgno bhritd yaviyamstu astddasa bhavisyati.

8. But it has been shown above that the sacrifices mentioned in the
Naneghat inscription were performed by Siri-Satakani.

7. Karla No. 19, EI, Vol. VII. .

H.A~10
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effective control exercised by the king over officers in every part
of the empire; and kings were not merely content with
issuing orders. They took the necessary steps for realising their
intentions. It is no wonder that in a simple administrative
machinery as the Satavahana one, the king was powerful both in
theory and practice.

But the king was no capricious Sultan. As the guardian of the
social and religious order, his “ fearless hand ” was to be “ wet by
the water poured out to impart fearlessness.” He was to prevent
“the contamination of the four castes.” The true father of his
people, he should “ sympathise with the weal and woes of his citi-
zens ” and “ never employ taxes except in conformity with justice”.
He was to be the “furtherer of the homesteads of the low as well
as of the twice-born ”.8 He should properly “ devise time and place
for the triple object of human activity.” A king educated in these
precepts among a moralising people would have been more than
human if he had escaped the obsession of this conception of his
duties. Moreover he was aided by ministers some of whom were
confidential ministers (visvasya amatya).

It has been shown that Dr. Bhandarkar’s theory of dual
monarchy is unproven and improbable.? But sometimes kings asso-
ciated their mothers with them in the administration of their coun-
try. Nasik No. 5! (dated in the 24th year) is a joint order of
Gotami Balasiri and her son Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani,
to the  officer in charge of the Govadhanahara.
Prof. Rapson attributes this arrangement to the failing
health of the King. It might have been so. It might also be, that
the absence of the Queen-mother’s name in Nasik No. 4 (dated in
the 18th year) is to be attributed to the fact that it was issued from
a military camp in Govadhanahara,! whilst the other was issued
from the capital. If so, the arrangement might have been dué to
reasons other than ill-health. A Kanhéri inscription speaks of a
confidential minister who executed certain works, and of the queen

8. EI, Vol. VIII, pp. 61-62.

9. Vide, supra.

10. EI, Vol. VIII.

11. According to Senart, the genitive Govadhanasa is better construed
with skandhdvdrdt than with Bendkataka. ‘The sequence of words would
then appear somewhat less regular; but the presence of another genitive,

sendye Vejayaimtiye, may have caused Govadhanase to be placed after
khamdhavdra.
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of Vasigthiputra Sri-Satakarni. Unfortunately the inscription is
mutilated and the missing words may show us the part she played
in the government of the empire.2

Feudatories

(a) Petty Princes.—The administration of the empire was
carried on by the agency of ordinary officials, and feudatories, i.e.,
petty princes, the Mahdrathis and the Mahiabhojas. Kolhapur and
the district around it would seem to have been governed by a line
of princes with Dravidian associations (2nd cen. A.D.). That they
were feudatories of the Satavihanas is made clear by the follow-
ing facts:—Ptolemy places one of these princes in the time of
Vasithiputa sami Siri-Pulumavi; their coins are found at
Kolhdpur. Gotamiputa Siri-Satakani’s empire included lands
as far south as Vaijayanti, and Kolhdpur is north of Vai-
jayanti; these princes bear Satavahana metronymics. Like the
Ksatrapas of the Khakharata and Castana line they bear the title
of nijan. Rajan Cutukadanarnda and Rajan Mudanarnda of the
coins from Karwar in North Kanara according to Rapson
belong to the same period as the Mahdrathi of the Chitaldoorg coins
(Ixxxvi), a period long before that of the Cutu kings of inscrip-
tions (Ixxxv). From the fact that Rapson has included these coins
in the catalogue, it may be inferred that he considers them as
feudatories of the Satavahanas.

(b) Mahdarathis and Mahabhojas.—Rapson and Senart consi-
der the derivation of the term Mahdrathi uncertain.!® The analog-
ous titles, Mahdsimanta, Mahasendpati, Mahddandandyaka, leave
no doubt that the prefix mahd denotes an officer of higher rank.
The word! ‘rathi’ connects it with the Ratthika of Asoka’s and

12. No. 11, ASWI, Vol. V.

13. JRAS, 1903, p. 297 EI, Vol. VII, p. 49.
. 14. The orthography of the inscriptions Naneghat, Kanhéri, Bedsa,
Karla No. 2 (EI, Vol. VII) and Chitaldoorg coins (except Bhija No. 2)
(CTI) and Karla No. 14 (EI, Vol. VII) is ‘rathi’ and not ‘rathi’ E. Senart
thinks that thi is probable in Karlda No. 2 and th probable in Karla No. 14,
1. 1; but an examination of the stones makes the thi certain in No. 2 and
very probable in No. 14, 1. 1. Since in the numerous inscriptions there
is not one instance of a mistake of tha for tha and ‘rathi’ occurs more often
than ‘rathi’, the former is the proper form to start from.

The terms ‘Rathi’ (Rastrin) and Rathika (Ragtrika) have the same
meaning. Also the elision of ka in ‘Rathi’ may be compared with the elision
of it in Bhoja of Asoka's edicts (the Bhojaka of the Hathigumpha inscription
of Kharavela).
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Kharavela’s inscriptions; what is more striking, the Mahdarathis
are as much associated with the Mahidbhojas as the Ratthikas with
the Bhojas (Bhojakas) .18

The Mahirathi and Mahabhoja inscriptions are in western India;
and the Ratthikas and Bhojas of Asoka’s inscriptions are to be
sought for in western India.l6

Asoka’s inscriptions mention the Ratthikas and the Bhojas in
the plural along with border peoples like the Andhras, the Pulin-
das, Kambojas and the Yavanas. These terms would therefore
seem to refer to tribes or peoples. Ratthika (Rastrika) means
“ruler” or “governor of a province.” In the Anguttara Nikdya,
Ratthika implies a hereditary office.l? The Ratthikas!® and Bhoja-
kas of the Hathigumpha inscription would seem to be local chiefs,
since, when referring to Kharavela’s conquest of them, it mentions
the smashing of their coronets, helmets, umbrellas, etc.—insignia
of a ruler.® According to the Aitareya Brahmana and the Maha-

15. ;I’he Hathigumpha inscription of Kharavela (EI, Vol. XX, p. 79 1. 6);
in Asoka’s edicts the Ratthikas are not mentioned with the Bhojas, but the
Petenikas are mentioned with the Ratthikas in R.E.V. and with the Bhojas
in R. . XIII; see also Bedsa No. 2, CTI; and Kanhéri Nos. 15, 24, 29.
ASWI, Wol. V. The proximity of the Thina and Kolaba Districts, which
would seem to have been held by the Mahabhojas, to Poona and the surround-
ing districts,-held by the Mahdirathis, should also be noted.

16. Unlike the Andhras and the Pulindas, the Ratthikas, Bhojas and

Petenikas are called “the western borderers” (R.E.V. Girnar, t. 1. 5; Sah.
t. 1. 12).
, 17. The Paficakammaplte in the Nivarana-Vagga mentions as Mahdnima
Kulaputtas, annointed Kings, Pettanika-Ratthikas, Sendpatis, Gimagamani-
kas and Pagagamanikes. D. R. Bhandarkar is of opinion that ‘Pettanika’
which is explained in the commentary (Indices, Vol. VI) as ‘Pitard dattam
sipateyam bunjati’ is an adjective qualifying Ratthika.  Pettanika-Rat-
thika therefore means ‘hereditary Ratthika.” Yadivd which separates Send-
pati from Gdmagdmanika and the latter from Pigagamanika does not sepa-
rate Ratthika from Pettanika. This is the only argument in favour of his
view though he does not mention it. He is also of opinion that Ratthika-
Pitinikesu and Bhoja-Pitinikesu of Asoka’s inscriptions also mean ‘among
hereditary Ratthikas’ and ‘among hereditary Bhojas’ The parallel cases of
Amdha-Pulidesu and Yona-Garmdhira-Kimbojesu make such an explana-
tion improbable ; and in §dh V., we have Rastil i Pitinik

18. These coupled with the fact that in Asoka’s inscriptions Pitinika is
the regular form makes the identity of the Pitinika of Asoka’s inscriptions
with the Pettanika of Anguttara Nikdya problematical.

19. Liiders translates ‘sava Rathika-Bhojake’ as ‘of the Provincial and
local chiefs’, '
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bhirata, the term Bhoja denotes a prince :20 In a Maha
tion a Kanabhoa (Kanabhoja) is called a Kumadra, a title
princes (CTI, No. ). If ‘bhojaka’ of the Hira-Had
can be taken to mean “free holder” it can by a stretc
meaning, imply a local ruler or chief?! In the Mahdvam
‘village headman.” It is probable that these titles have a
cal or ethnical meaning. For all that we know, it may be
ethnical meaning started from the official title.

The important place assigned to Mahdrathi Tranakayiro father
of Nayanika, wife of Satakani 122 (2nd century B.C.), a place just
below that of the Crown-Prince and above that of the two younger
princes may give the clue to the origin of the title. In the days of
their service under Mauryan suzerains, the predecessors of Sata-
kani I must have been in a close alliance with the powerful Rathikas
of the west, a source of strength for them; they would have en-
listed Rathike help in their coup d’etat. The coup d’etat being
successful, the Rathikas would have been given a higher title and
status, but they had to exchange Mauryan suzerainty for the Sata-
vahana. The silken bond of marriage which made and unmade
empires in Medizeval Europe must have been forged to strengthen
Satavahana imperialistic position.

20. Ait. Brah. VIII, 12, 14, 17.
Santi Parvan, chapter LXVIIL,
Rdjé bhojo virat sarnrdt
ksatriyo bhapatirnrpah |
ya ebhih stiyate $abdath
kastam narccitumarhati ||

21. In the Ait. Briah. one who is installed on the thron

of enjoyment (bhojydyaiva) alcne is called a Bhoja. .
22. Biihler’s (ASWI, Vol. IV, p. 60, n. 3) restoration of the lidfheio{g

ral usage requires that [bd]liya’ which again should be considere
mistake for bdlikdya, should follow Maharathino. According to Prof. Rapson
(JRAS 1903, p. 238; and op. cit., xx) the Chitaldroog Mahdrathi coins make
the restoration of the word as ‘(Kala)laya’ probable. Then the
long record does not show the Mahdrathi’s relations with the royal family.
Even so, the Mahdrathi of the long record is identical with Mahdrathi Trana-
kayiro of the relievos, which show him in the company of two kings, one
queen and three princes, apparently in the order of precedence after one of
them and before the other three. He could not have been a Brother of
Satakani I, for he is not called a Kumdra. He could not have been s
minister only, for ministers have no place in the royal family. The lauda-
tory epithets used by the Queen towards the Mahdrathi following closely
those used towards her husband, could only represent an outburst of filia

) PSS
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The titles of Mahabhoja and Mahabhoji might have had a
similar origin. But since they oeccur in the Kuda or Bedsa inscrip-
tions which yield no date or point of contact with any known dy-
nasty, it is not easy to determine the period at which they came into
existence. That they existed under the Cutus is certain.® As the
ornamental alphabet of the Mahdbhoja inscriptions at Kuda® is
found also in the approximately datable inscriptions of Vasithiputa
Siri-Pulumavi or his time,?® and of the minister of the Queen of his
successor Vasithiputa Siri-Satakani, it may be ascribed to the second
century A.D. True, local influences may have played their own
part. Two Mahabhoja inscriptions from Kuda2® do not exhibit
the ornamental variety and are earlier than Kuda Nos. 1 and $.
The primitive form of the dental da (open to the left), and the
ornamental treatment of medial i and u signs, of the lower end of
the verticals of ka and ra and the upper end of the verticals of ha
and la and finally the rounded bottom of ma and la, stamp
No. 19 as very early in the series. No. 17 with its
somewhat angular ma and cursive da, which occurs in later inscrip-
tions represents a transition to the ornamental alphabet. An inter-
val of two generations between the alphabet of No. 19 and the
ornamental alphabet may, therefore, be safely postulated. The
office and title of Mahdabhoja, then, came into existence not later
than the 1st half of the first century A.D.

) Nature of the titles: Mahdbhoja

The Bhdgavata Purdna gives the meaning ‘great prince’ to
Mahdbhoja.?” Since no Mahabhoja inscription is dated in the
fashion in which kings’ inscriptions are generally dated, it is certain
that they were not independent rulers;? and it is very difficult to
separate the title from the feudatory titles Mahdrathi and Mahdi-
simanta. Like all feudatory titles, the title Mahdbhoja is also a

23. Liiders, List, Nos. 1021 and 1186.

24: CTI, Nos. 1 and 9.

25. EI, Vol. VII, Nos. 20 and 22.

26. CTI, Nos. 17 and 19.

27. Petersburg Dict. (q. V).

28. A title originally applied to princes can become a feudatory title.
The title Mahdrdja, which in the Gupta inscriptions is associated with the
feudatory titles, Mahdsdmanta, Mahdpratihdra, Mahdsendpati and Mahé-
dandandyakae, is an instance to the point (CII, Vol. III, pp. 252, 289, 290,
and 296, n.).
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hereditary one® and became fixed in a few families or clans.3® That
the Mahabhojas were feudatories of the Satavahanas is proved by
the fact that there could not have been a rival power in the western
Decean in the first century A.D. (Kuda where most of the Mahdi-
bhoja inscriptions are found is only 150 miles from Karla which was
certainly included in the Satavahana empire), which could have
claimed their allegiance; they are moreover related to the Mahda-
rathis (feudatories of the Satavahanas) by family ties and were
the feudatories of the Cutus who succeeded the Satavahanas in
northern Mysore and parts of the western Deccan.3!

29. Kuda, Nos. 1 and 9, CTI.

30. Marndava and Sadakara(kera). What is read as Sadakara (in
Kuda No. 19) may well be read as Sadakera. When we remember that in
the same inscription as well as in Kuda No. 9, CTI, the & and e signs are
very short strokes (e.g. Vijayanikaya and lena) and that sometimes the
sign for @ is the o sigh—malakarasa Kuda, No. 16 (CTl), we may treat what
appears as a nail head over ke in Sadakara as the sign for medial e. Con-
sidering the da in Sadakera and Sadagera (the mas. form of Sadageri in
Kuda Nos. 1 and 9, CTI) and the use of ga for ka (the Soparaka of Nos. 988
and 1095 is called Soparaga in No. 995 Liiders, List, one may equate Sada-
kera with Sadagera. A lady of the Sadagera family bears the name Vijaya.
The daughter of Sadakara Sudamsana bears the name Vijayanika, a variant
of Vijaya. Do not these names also suggest the idea that they belonged to
the same family circle? Pandit Bhagavanlal Indraji remarks (CTI p. 15):
“Vijayanikd is apparently the same as the Vijaya of Nos. 1 and 9: the
epithets Mahabhoya and Sagakara applied to her father here (No. 19) cor-
responding with the feminine forms Mahabhoji and Sadageri applied to
Vijaya”. But it has been pointed out already that Kuda No. 19 is sepa-
rated from Kuda Nos. 1 and 9 by at least two generations.

According to the same scholar, Mamdava may designate either the gotre
name Mandavya or the title Mandapa ‘lord of a town called
Mandapa.’” Says he:—"“This latter seems to be the preferable explanation
as Mandapa is the name for towns all over India, and three
small villages called Madad or Mandadh i.e., probably Mandapagadh
lie close to Kuda”. (p. 4). But the use of the dental d in Madavdanam and
Mamdava renders either explanation problematical. Moreover ‘Marndava-
sdmise’ and not ‘Mardavesa can mean ‘lord of the town of Marhdava’. If
Marhdava should designate the country, the cognate inscription would lead
us to expect Mardavakasa. In only one inscription have we Kaliafiasa
for Kaliafiakasa (Liiders, List No. 1179), but it is easily understood as a
scribal error. The occurrence of ‘ Madavana’ (Mamdavandm) in Kudi No. 14
CTI, coupled with the fact that in several instances (Junnar Nos. 5 and 6,
the Jangli Gundu inscription of Pulumavi and the Pallava and Kadarmba in-
scriptions) the proper name of a person is preceded by the name of the
title or family to which he belongs in the genitive plural, makes it certain
that ‘Marhdava’ is a family name.

81. Liiders, List, Nos. 1021 and 1186.
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It has been generally supposed, that the title Mahdbhoja is
exactly co-ordinate with that of Mahdrathi. But the Mahdbhojas
seem to have enjoyed more independence than the Maharathis, for
unlike the Karla Mahdrathi inscription, no Mahdbhoja inscription
is dated in the regnal years of a Satavahana king; a Kuda inscrip-
tion%2 comes very near to being dated in the years of a Mahdabhoja
(Mahabhoje Marmdave Kochipute Velidate). Whereas Senart has
said that title Mahdrathi cannot imply a title of nobility superior to
that of Mahdbhoja,3 we can on the strength of the evidence cited
here go further and say that the title Mahdbhoja was superior to
that of Mahdrathi.

Mahdabhoji

Like the title Mahdrathi, Mahdbhoja became a title applied
even to women. The title Mahdabhoji is borne only by the wives of
Mahabhojas and not by the daughiers also as Bhagwanlal thought.34
In Kuda Nos. 1 and 9 (CTI) Mahabhoji Sadageri Vijaya is men-
tioned along with her son Mahabhoja Khandapalita to the exclu-
sion of her husband’s name ; this may go to show that, like some
of the Satavahana queens, the Mahdabhojis sometimes shared poli-
tical power with their sons. There is so far no evidence to show
that a Mahdarathini ever enjoyed such a position or influence.

Mahdarathis
What stamp the Mahdrathis as feudatories are the fact that
they were hereditary governors of provinces® and the rank and

32. CTI, No. 23.

33. Senart says (EI, Vol. VII, p. 50, n. 4):—"“in this instance (Begsa
No. 2 CTI) Mawdavi precedes Mahdrathini. Seeing that Mahabhéja always
precedes either attribute when connected with it, this position does not seem
to indicate that Maharathi could imply a title of superior nobility, and con-
sequently still less that it could designate a very high dignity.” But it is a
correct view based on wrong premises. Not much can be based upon
Mahabhoja preceding Mahdrathi as it is Mahabhoje-Bdlikd that precedes
Mahdrathini, and in a Banavasi inscription, (Liiders, List No. 1186) Maha-
bhuvia (Mahdbhoji) precedes Mahirdja. As for Marmdava the donor in
Bedsa No. 2 (daughter of a Mahabhoja and a Mahdarathini) might have
combined the Mahdbhoja practice of mentioning the family name after the
feudatory title with the Mahdrathi practice of mentioning it before the
feudatory title (Karla No. 14, EI, Vol. VII).

34. The daughters of Mahabhojas are, however, referred to as Mahdbhoja-
balikds. Mahdbhuvi in a Banavdsi inscription is either a mistake or a variant
of Mahabhoji.

35. “..whatever the derivation of the term may have been,” says Prof.
Rapson (JRAS, 1903, p. '300) “such an expression as Okhalakiydnathn Mahd-
rathi (Karld No. 14) shows conclusively that it denoted the governor over
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power enjoyed by them, a rank and power far supérior to those
of ordinary governors or amacas in charge of districts. Whilst
amacas make grants of lands and villages to religious bodies under
the explicit commands of the sovereign (the detailed instructions
jssued to them by kings would seem to have left no room for their
discretion), the Mahdarathi, like a feudal vassal, grants villages with
the fiscal immunities attached to them, in his own name3 That
they were feudatories of the Satavahanas is shown, as was point-
ed out by Biihler, by Karla No. 14, which is dated in the regnal
years of Vasithiputa Siri-Pulumavi. It is not, however, known
whether they had the right of waging war with one another. But
their semi-independence is shown by the absence of any reference
to their suzerains in their inscriptions (except Karla No. 14). The
Chitaldoorg Mahdrathi coins make it very probable, that during

a part of the kingdom.” Senart has shown (EI, Vol. VII, p. 50) reasons
for abandoning this construction and making Okhalakiyanam depend upon
Somadevena; it would then denote not the people over which the Maha-
rathi ruled, but the tribe or family to which he belonged.

Senart further says—“the occurrence of the feminine Maharathini in
Bédsa No. 2 also indicates rather that the term does not imply the actual office
of governor of a district or province, but an honorific or nobiliary title.” But
in a Nasik inscription of Siri-Yafa Satakani’s reign (No. 24, EI, Vol. VIII)
the wife of a Mahdsendpati is known by her husband’s title. From the
Jangli Gundu inscription of Pulumavi III’s reign, we learn that a Mchasend-
pati ruled over an @hdra much in the same way as an amaca. Modern in-
stances of finding appellations for women in the official titles of their hus-
bands are afforded by Viceroy, Pitlin and Gandasami. That Mahdrathis
governed is shown by Karla No. 14, where a Mahdrathi grants on his ac-
count a village with its taxes and by the Chitaldoorg coins bearing the
legends Sadakana Kalaliya Mahdrathisa. If Mahdrathi is not an official
title, we are led to the paradoxical conclusion that the feudatories are known
in their coins and official grants by their nobiliary titles, whilst the official
titles (given for even minor officers, Nasik Nos. 4 and 5) are the only ones
we miss here. Etymologically too, the term, which Senart himself admits
presupposes a Sanskrit form Mahdrdstrin implies an office (vide supra).

36. Karla No. 14. We owe to Senart a proper explanation of the terms
sakarukaro and sadeyameyo which Biihler and PBagwanlal translate as
‘this gift is in order to keep the Valiraka caves in repair’. Senart splits
sakarukaro into ‘kara’ and ‘ukara, the exact equivalent of which appears
at the head of customary formulas which begin generally with sddranga
soparikare. According to him while kara is known in the sense of dues
payable to government, the meaning of uparikara is as unsettled as that of
sodranga. But upari means ‘above’ and uparikara may be taken to mean
taxes over and above the ordinary ones. The adjective Sadeyameyo is
etymologically translated as ‘what is taken (in money) and what has to be
measured (meyya = to be measured, ddeya = to be taken).

HA-11
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the second century A.D. the Mahdrathis were contributing their
share to the dismemberment of the Satavihana empire.3

Like many feudatory titles, that of Mahdarathi had purely
a local significance. The Mahdarathi and Mahdrathini inscrip-
tions are found in northern Mysore and the Thana and Kolaba
districts of the Bombay presidency. The expressions Okhala
kiyanam Mahdrathi, Sadakana Kalaldya Maharathi, and Amgiya
kulavadhana Mahdrathi suggest the idea that the title was restric-
ted to a few families or tribes.3® Senart says:—“It may be noted
that to........ Maharathi Agimitranaka corresponds a Mahdrathi
Mitadeva in No. 14; that this Mitadeva is a Kausikiputra, like Vish-
nudatta at Bhaja (No. 2); and lastly that the Mahdrathini Sama-
dinika at Bédsa (No. 2) was married to an Apadevanaka. Do
not these different names look as if they were connected with each
other in such a way as to suggest the idea that they may have belong-
ed to the same circle of families or relations ?” Much cannot be
built on similarity in names, especially when they are very common.
Names like Mitabhuti and Mitadeva occur very often in the western
cave inscriptions. Surely the bhayate Mitabhiti of the Kanheri
inscription (Liiders, List, No. 1012) has nothing to do with the
Mitadeva of No. 1187 and both have nothing to do with the
Mitadevanaka of No. 1097.

The Naneghit and Kanhéri inscriptions show that the Maha-
rathis had marriage relations with the ruling family much in the
same way as the Mahatalavaras of the lksvaku period. Professor
Rapson remarks:3® “ That they were. .. .closely connected with the
Andhra kings by family or by caste seems to be shown, as Pandit
Bhagwanlal observed, by the use of metronymics which they have
in common with them.” But metronymics are not peculiar to a
caste or family. They are borne by Brahmans artisans,*' and
even Buddhists, monks and laymen.*? Unlike the Satavahanas,
Maharathis sometimes bear metronymics not derived from Vedic
gotra names, and give their father’s name also.

It must however be noted that unlike the inscriptions of feuda-
tories of later times, the Maharathi and Mahdabhoja inscriptions are

37. EI, Vol. VIII, P1. II.

38. Karla, No. 14; Chitaldroog Mahdrathi coins; Naneghat inscription
of queen Nayanika.

39. JRAS, 1903, p. 299.

40. Liiders List, Nos. 1195 and 1196.

41. Jbid., No. 346.

42, 1bid., Nos. 657; 661; 662; 663; 664; 665; 667; and 1271.
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as short as the votive inscriptions of ordinary persons. We miss in
them the laudatory epithets applied to feudatories of a later time,

Mahdsendpatis

Another dignitary in the empire was the Mahdsendpati, next in
rank above the Sendpati. The first known epigraphic record to
mention a Mahasendpati is the Nasik inscription of the 22nd year
of Vasithiputa sadmi Siri-Pulumiavi. In the records of his succes-
sors the title is mentioned twice and in Iksviku records often. It
may, therefore, be presumed, that the title is not as old
as that of Mahdrathi®® Its origin is perhaps to be sought
in the rapid expansion of the empire from sea to sea in the second
century A.D.

The Mahasendipatis of the Satavihana period have non-mili-
tary duties; but this confusion of functions though it may seem
curious to moderns was a common feature in Indian polity. In
Nisik No. 3, the drafting of the royal order is attributed to a Maha-
sendpati. (Mahdsendapatini Medhunena Nokhaddsitara (ne)na
chatho). While editing the inscriptions Senart remarks#:—* As
to the Mahdséndpati, the proper name alone seems obliterated or
doubtful; but the lacuna may have contained something else than
his name. Other inscriptions do not attribute to the Sénapati the
menial work of drafting, but perpetuate his name as that of a high
officer entrusted with this charge at the end of the grant; see e.g.
Dr. Fleet’s Gupte Inser. Nos. 55 and 56. In a still higher
degree the title of Mahdsénipati, which comes very near to that
of Mahardja...... seems to place the person who is honoured with
it above any such mean task. This is why I suspect that the obli-
terated letters, if exactly known, would let his part appear in a dif-
ferent light.” No doubt in cognate inscriptions (Nasik Nos. 4 and
5) the drafting of the royal order is attributed to minor officials.
But here the third case ending in Mahdsendpatind precludes any
chance of his lekhuka’s name having been on the stone. A close
examination of the stone renders ‘Nokhaddasatara (ne)na’ probable;
and in western inscriptions ‘dasa’ often enters into the composition
of names. The Hira-Hadagalli plates mention a Rahasddhikata,

43. The office of Sendpati (Commander of forces) would seem to have
been coeval with the beginnings of Indian polity itself. We hear of it in
the Vedas (Vedic Index Sendni) the Jdtakas, the Arthaéistra, and
the Purdnas; and an inscription from Ayodhya (EI, Vol. XX, p. 57) shows
that Pusyamitra was a Sendpati under the last of the Mauryas.

44. EI, Vol. VIII, p. 70,
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the Khoh copper plate of Mahdrdje Hastin a Mahdsandhivigrahikats
and most of the Valabhi grants of the sixth century AD. a
Samdhivigrahika, as writers of charters4 The title Sdmdhivi-
grahika is sometimes used in connection with that of Mahdadanda-
ndyaka which is associated with the great feudatory titles of Maha-
sendpati, Mahdrdja, Mahapratihira and Mahdsimanta.t” Mahd
samdhivigrahika would seem to be an officer equal in rank, if not
superior to Mahdsenapati. In the case of such high officials the
mean task of drafting would have been done by clerks under them.
What would be a conjecture is raised to a certainty by the expres-
sion sayam chato in the Kondamudi plates.®® The task of reducing
royal writs to writing was a responsible one; the dangers atten-
dant upon a careless drafting and the large number of orders to be
drafted might have necessitated a lekha department under a res-
ponsible officer.4?

The Mahédsendpati of the Jangli Gupdu inscription of the
time of the last king of the Satavahana line, is, like the amaca,
in charge of only an dhdra. As late as the reign of Cada
Satakani, the eastern provinces, divided into d&hdras, would
seem to have been under amacas.5® It is, therefore, probable that
in the days of the Saka attacks and the dismemberment of the
empire, the outlying or vulnerable parts were put under Mahd-
sendpatis who would naturally have seized the opportunity to gain
feudatory rank and power.5! Jangli Gundu is midway between the

45. CII, Vol. III, p. 105; t.1. 28.

46. IA, Vols. IV, etc.

47. CII, Vol. III.

48. Vide infra.

49. 'The Arthaédstra says that only persons possessed of ministerial quali-
fications, acquainted with one kind of customs, smart in composition, good in
legible writing and sharp in reading should be appointed as rdjalipikaras
(chap. IX; Bk. I).

Sometimes Ditakas carried the orders to local officers whose duty it
was then to have the charters drawn up and delivered (Nasik No. 5, op.
cit.,, CII, Vol. III, p. 100, n.)

50. EI, Vol. XVI, pp. 316-19.

51. Prof. D. R. Bhandarkar holds that Mahdsendpati of Nasik No. 21,
is a feudatory on the ground that the A#guttara Nikdya mentions Sendpati
along with kings, hereditary Ratthikas and heads of villages. But the office
of Mahdsendpati was a generic one, and the three Mahdsendpatis of the
Satavahana inscriptions appear in three different capacities. So an inference
based on such argument cannot be conclusive.

V. S. Sukthankar remarks (EI, Vol. XIV, p. 155); “The relation in
which the mahdsendpati and the gumika stand to the janapada and the gama
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Myakadoni and Chinnakadabiru, villages in the Bellary District
which along with parts of northern Mysore and Kanara
would have represented the southern limits of the Sitavihana
empire in the second century A.D. It is also probable that Sata-
vahanihara was exposed to Cutu and Mahdrathi attacks. That,
under the Iksvakus, the title had become a feudatory one is certain.

These feudatory titles seem to have not only survived the
Satavahana rule in the Deccan but spread as far south as Mysore.
We hear of a Mahdrathi in the Chitaldoorg District, who struck
coins in his name and of a Mahdrathint in Kanheri and Banavasi
inscriptions of the line of Haritiputa Cutukulananda Satakani. The
same inscriptions show the Cutus intimately connected with the
Mahabhojas and Mahdrathis. It may be that the Cutus (who suc-
cecded the Satavahanas in the south and in parts of the western
dominions), themselves started as Mahdrathis or Mahabhojas. But
unlike the title of Mahdsenapati, these titles do not seem to have
spread to the Andhra dominions of the Satavahanas; much less did
ithey become Mahdasamanta.5?

...... is not explicitly mentioned. But, considering the position of these
persons, one might hazard the guess that these........ were feudal lords of
the lands, holding them in the form of jagirs.” For reasons given below,
what is read as Gumika is to be read as Gdmika; and this considerably
weakens the force of his arguments.

D. C. Sircar (Successors of the Satavdhanas in the Eastern Deccan,
p. 15) says that under the Satavahanas, the Mahdsendpatis were feudatory
chieftains in charge of rdstras. We do not know upon what evidence this
statement rests.

52, It is tempting to connect the Bhojaka and Mahdbhoja of our inscrip-
tions with the bhogika and the Mahabhogika of the later records. In
the Gupta inscriptions the son of a Bhogika is in charge of the drafting of
the order or charter. (Fleet GI, pp. 100, 105, 109, 120, etc.). In the in-
scriptions of the Gurjara Buddharaja (Kalacari Sarwwat 361 EI, Vol. VI,
p. 298), Dadda II, Prasantaraga (Kalacuri Samvat 380 and 385 respectively,
1A, Vol. XIII, pp. 82-88) and Jayabhatta III (IA, Vol. V; p. 110);
the Bhogikas are mentioned after Rajas, S&mantas and before
Visayapatis and Rastradhikdrikas. What is interesting, both Bhogika
and Bhoja literally mean ‘one who enjoys’. Both refer to rulers of dis-
tricts also. (Bhogike may also be connected to Bhogapati, i.e., a governor
or officer in charge of revenue). According to the lexicographer Hema-
candra, both Bhogika and Bhojaka mean ‘village headman.’ But the fact that
the Mahibhojas are not referred to in any inscription after the second
century A.D., the long interval that separates the Mahabhogikas from the
Mahabhojas and the technical nature of the titles, make any connection
between them problematical,
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Officials and administrative divisions

Barring the districts enjoyed by the feudatories, the empire
was divided into dhdras (including the Andhra province), e.g.
Soparahara,? Govadhanahara,5 Mamalahara®™ and Satavahani-
hara% An dhdra would represent the same territorial division as
the rastra of Pallava records, the visaya of the records of kings of
the Salankdyana gotra, and the modern district.5” Can we draw
from the compound arathasamvindyikam, which is translated by
Senart™® as ‘exempt from the magistrate of the district or of the
Rastrin,’ the inference that some divisions of the Satavihana empire
were called rdstras? Such technical expressions are often, con-
ventional and in not one of the inscriptions of the Satavahana
period is a territorial division called »dstra. Ahdras were under
governors called amacas (Sanskrit, amdtya) who were non-heredi-
tary officers.’® Quinquennial transfer was in force. Each dhara
presumsbly received its name from the headquarters of the gover-
nor (nagara); Kadira (the Koddura of Ptolemy) is known to us
from an Amaravati inscription of the second century A.D.®0 and
yet we hear of Kiidiirahdra only in a copper-plate grant of the
third century A.D.51

In a Kanhéri inscription, which, on palaeographical grounds,
can be ascribed to the time of Siri-Yafia Satakani$? we have the
expressions Patithane and Rajataldka-Paithanapathe. Could we
translate the latter as “the village of Rajatadaka (King’s Tank) in
the Paithéna division” ? If Rajatalaka is a mistake for ‘Rajatalake’
it would mean “in Rajatadaka in the Paithana division.”®® The
analagous expression Armdhapata (Andhrapatha) in the Mayi-
davélu plates, which is synonymous with Andhrarattha, makes it

53. Kanhéri No. 5, Vol. IV.

54. Nasik No. 3, EI, Vol. VIII.

55. Karla No. 19, EI, Vol. VII.

56. Jangli Gundu inscription of Pulumavi III, EI, Vol. XIV, p. 155.

57. Vide supra.

58. Nasik Nos. 3, 4, and 5, EI; Vol. VIII. Also VII; p. 68.

59. The amaca of the Kodavolu inscription of Cada Sati and the rdja-
maca of Kuda No. 18 (CTI), might have been governors of dhdras. Some-
times, however, treasurers and officers in charge of the drafting of charters
bear the same title (Nasik Nos. 4 and 19).

60. Liiders, List, No. 1295.

61. The Kondamudi plates of Jayavarman, EI, Vol. VI, p. 315§.

62. No. 5 ASWI, Vol. V; Compare No. 4.

63. Liiders leaves the expression uptranslated.
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highly probable that ‘patha’ literally ‘path or road’ is synonymous
with @hdra (district) ;¥ may be the district of Paithina which con-
tained the seat of the king and was perhaps under the direct con-
trol of the king, was distinguished from the other divisions in this
way.85

The next division below that of ahdra is gama (grama). From
the Saptasatakar of Hala we learn that the officer in charge of a
village was called Gamika (Gramika). In the Jangli Gundu ins-
cription of Pulumavi we come across a Gamika.5¢

The other functionaries known to us are the Mahatarakas,
Maha-aryakas,®” Bhandagarikas,s® Heranikas,$®  Mahamatas

64. It has been shown that the Pallava rattha is synonymous with Ghara.

65. In the Alina copper plates of Siladitya VII (year 447) we have the
expression Sri Khetakharé Uppalahéta pathaké Mahila(?la)bali n(@)ma-
gramah. Pathake which Dr. Ileet (CIi, Vol. III, p. 173, n.) connects with
pathin or patha represenis here a territorial division beween ahira and
grama,

66. V. S. Sukthankar would read it as ‘Gumikasa’ (Gaulmikasya=of the
Captam) which, according to him, would agree with the Mahdsena-
patise of the preceding line. True in the Hira-Hadagalli plates, coming from
the same district, Gummikas are mentioned. But since, the officer over a
gama (grama) is mentioned and as the u sign is not visible on the plates, it
is safer to read it as ‘G (@)mika.’

67, 68 & 69. Mahataraka means the Great Chamberlain. Hemacandra ia
the Deéikosa (i. 16), gives aira in the sense of an official, e.g., the lord of a
village. Etymology would therefore seem to be unsafe guide in the inter-
pretation of official terms. As regards the Mahid-dryake mentioned in
Nasik No. 3, Senart says (EI, Vol. VIII; p. 68: “......the part the monks are
playing in the first sentence seems to point to the name being that of a religi-
ous personage. Even admitting that the title araka given to Yafasiri-Satakani
(Siri~-Yana Satakani) by an inscription (Ep. Ind. Vol. I, p. 96) be really=
aryaka, that would in no way prevent this epithet, which is commonly" used
with reference to Buddhist monks, being applied to some religious functionary.
I am the more inclined to think so, because I find the similar title Chila-arya
conferred on the Arya Buddharakshita ; who is styled Arhat (Burgess’ Bud-
dhist Stupas of Amaravati, Plate lix. No. 39, p. 104).” He also compares
this title to that of Mahdsamiya in Nasik No. 4. But Mahd-drya is used in
the singular, while the title of Mahdsamiya is used in the plural. The latter is
perhaps an instance of pluralis majestatis, in which case it would not point
to a college of religious functionaries. Mahat-araka (Sans. Mahat-dryaka),
an official title, is mentioned in the Chinna Ganjam inscription of Siri-Yaifia
Satakani, and the way in which our Mahd-aryaka is connected with the
village of Samalipada (‘This village of Samalipada.... by the Mahd-dryaka,
you (amacae), must deliver to be owned by the Bhiksus, of the school of
the Bhadayaniyas), seems to point to a secular official, one in charge of a
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(Mahamadtras) in charge of Buddhist monks, the Nibamdhakdras
or officers in charge of the registration of documents (the Aksapa-
talikus of later times),” the Pratiharas, the Diitakas who carried
royal orders, and the Amacas in charge of drafting royal orders.
From a Nasik inscription of Usavadata we learn that every town
had a records office.”

APPENDIX A

The Alluru Inscription

One of the notable discoveries of the Epigraphy Department in
the year 1924 was that of a Brahmi inscription on a fragment of a
marble pillar at Allaru, a village in the Nandigama taluq of the
Krsna district. The pillar under reference must originally have
belonged to the Buddhist Stipa which stands at about two furlongs
to the west of the village. The Epigraphy Report for the year
ending with March 31, 1924 contains a photograph of a facsimile
of the inscription and a short note on it. It was subsequently edi-
ted by Dr. R. Shamasastry in the Calcutta Review for the year 1925.
His reading misses the truih in many a place.

gama perhaps. Lastly in the Amaravati evidence cited by Senart, Cula-
Arya is a name and not a title conferred on Arya-Buddharaksita. (68)
Nasik No. 19, El. Vol. VIII. Bhandagirike which may mean both
store-keeper and treasurer is better construed here as store-keeper as in
cognate  records. Heranika, is the term for treasurer. (69)
The various forms are Heranika, Heranaka, Heranika, Hiranakara ;
this term which occurs in the inscriptions at Kanheéri, Nasik, Amaravati, and
Bhattiprolu is better construed as treasurer, as in them suvanakdre is the
term for goldsmith (Liiders, List, Nos. 986 and 1117). If the treasurer Dharn-
manaka of No. 993, is identical with Dhammanaka, son of the treasurer
Rohanimita of Nos. 996 and 1033, the office would seem to have been, at
least to some extent, hereditary. At times we come across a treasurer who
was the son of a merchant or a gahapati (Liiders, List, Nos. 1239 and 1249).

70. Senart (EI, Vol. VIII, p. 93) however considers the translation of
Nasikakena, samanena Mahdmdatena’ as ‘by the officer in charge of the
monks of Nasik,’ as hypothetical.

71. Senart (ibid,, p. 74) takes them to be Dutakas carrying the orders
for registration. Senart himself has happily explained the meaning of
nibandh by a reference to Yajfiavalkya I, 317. Says he: “nibandh was
perhaps a kind of the royal decision in the archives of the state.” In such a
case the meaning given to Nibandhakdra here is more apt than the one pro-
posed by Senart.

72. ‘Nigamasabhiya nibadha ca phalakavére’, ibid., No. 12,
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My reading of the inscription is as follows: The beginning
line or lines of the inscription are lost.
(ai)lasa Mada(vi)sa ca..........
sa ramo viharo deyadhama parica. ...
nigala-simaya Vetarakudo Na(ga)...
ti Khetasarasa Papikala simaya. ..
nivatanani raja datini. Carathe Macha ..
(pa) da-simaya batisa nivatanani Ra..
(c) erapura-simaya ca (tu) visa-nivatanani..
dalasa gavina pacasatdni (co) yathi baliva(da)
sakadani pesa-rupani dasi-dasasa catd 1 (isa)..
10. kubhi kadahasa catari lohiyo be kad(a)hani (kasa)..
11. (sa) bhayanam catari vadalabhikaro karodiyo (yo)
12, (na)ka-divikdyo ca Ataragiriya pica-pake talaka (ni)
13. kahapanana ca puranar sahasam akhayani v (i)
14. esa mahatalavarasa deya-dhama paricako
15. ata Pedatarapase bapana-nivatanani
16. eta sabhariyasa saputakasa sanatukasa
17. Ayirana Puvaseliyana nigayasa ....

© 0N E W

The rest of the inscription is lost. It mentions the gifts made
by many, including a king, who perhaps out of modesty omits his
name, a unique feature in our records. The first two lines speak
of an Aila (Aira, or Arya) Madavi. Then comes the gift of some-
thing within the limits of Vetarakuda. Next is mentioned the gift
of a beautiful wvihdra, perhaps by the side of the Stipa,
of some nivatanas of land within the limits of Papikala (for the
identification of Papikala, see the chapter on the Iksvakus). Then
come the gifts of 32 nivatanas of land within the limits of Macha- -
pada in the ratha of Ca, and 24 nivatanas of land within the limits
of the town of Ra--cerpura, 500 cows, 64 bullock carts, 40 servants
some cauldrons, especially two brass cauldrons, 4 bronze vessels,
some hand lamps of the vadala fish shape, some Yonaka lamps,
a tank in the vicinity of Ataragiri, and one thousand purdna kahd-
panas as a permanent endowment ; 52 nivatanas of land were the
gifts of a Mahdtalavara along with his wife, son and grandson.
All these gifts were for the (acceptance of) the school of the
Pubbaseliyas....

The use of a peculiar form of ai which comes close to the Vag-
teluttu ai is noteworthy. I am indebted for this reading to Mr.
K. N. Diksit. It is clear that in this record the Mahatalavara is
playing a more important role than even the king.

HA-12
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As D. C. Sircar has also pointed out what was read by Dr.
Shama Sastry jayadhama is only deyadhama (1. 2). What has
been read as caradhama is undoubtedly Carathe Ma- -pada (1. 5).
What is read as Sanasa kata (made by Sana) King of the Ayis
(Ayiranam is interpreted as King of the Ayis), is only sanatu
kasa (with his grandson) (1. 16) and Ayir@narm refers to the school
of Pubbaseliyas mentioned in the same inscription.



CHAPTER VI

SOCIAL, ECONOMIC AND RELIGIOUS CONDITIONS
I. SociarL CoNDITIONS

The Bhattiprélu, Amaravati and western cave inscriptions give
us an insight into the social organisation of the Deccan from the
second century B.C. to third century A.D., and from the Amaravati
sculptures we get a vivid picture of life in the Andhradesa. The
fourfold division of society—the caste system—prevailed. We hear
of Usavadata’s charities and gifts to numerous Brahmans. Gotami-
puta Siri-Satakani boasts of having prevented the contamination of
_the four castes and of having been the true supporter of Brahmans.
Yet one of his descendants took his wife from the Saka satrapal
family and the Sakas were looked upon as degraded Ksatriyas. It
is doubtful whether Buddhism toned down the caste system even
to the extent to which these foreign elements in society did. At
Kuda an updsaka Ayitilu calls himself Bammhana! His wife
is called Barmani. Mahadevanaka of a Karlad inscription who
would seem to be Ayitilu’s son bears the title of gahata (Sans.
orhasta). In the $arman ending in the names of Buddhists, monks
and laymen, we have probably one of the Brahmanical vestiges
in the Buddhist communities.2 Ksatriyas would sometimes seem
to have followed the profession of the Vai§ya caste. In a Kanhéri
inscription Gajasena and Gajami(ta), the Khdtiya brothers, follow
the profession of wvinijakas® Unfortunately the lacunae before
khatiyasa, makes the meaning of the word not quite certain. The
sub-castes met with in inscriptions are those of the hdlaka or
halikat (ploughman), mirdhaka (according to the Sabdaratna

1. ASWI, Vol. IV, No. 13.

2. ASWI, Vol. IV, Junnar No. 19, p. 96; Liiders, List, Nos. 1101 and
1102. However $arman ending in names does not always indicate Brahmani-
cal origin. In an Amaravati inscription a vdniya (belonging to the VaiSya
caste probably) bears the name Bodhisarhman (TSW 1873, p. 261, No. 8).
See also Fleet CII, Vol. III, p. 11, n.

3. ASWI, Vol. V, Kanhéri Inscriptions No. 4.

4. Liiders is in doubt as to whether halika in No. 1084, is only a per-
sonal name, or a variation of hdlaka. An Amaravati inscription (EI, Vol. XV;
Some Unpublished Amardvati Inscriptions, No. 56), makes it certain that
hélika is not a personal name. Wherefore it must be identical with hdlaka.
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Petersburg Dict. sv.) a branch of the Ksatriyas, and golika
(herdsman) .5

Foreign Elements in Hindu and Buddhist Society

(i) Yavanas.—Yona or Yavana is an Indian form of the word
Ionian. In literature Yavana refers to all kinds of foreigners or
Mlecchas. At the present day the term Yona is applied by the
Sinhalese to the ‘Moormen’ or Arabs some of whose families have
been settled in Ceylon for centuries. It is however more than pro-
bable that Yavana of our inscriptions denotes the Greeks. For, the
Yonas of Asoka’s inscriptions placed with the Kamboja’s and the
Gardharas in the north-west are certainly the Greek element that
Alexander’s invasion and Seleucus’ empire left in the north-western
India; as our inscriptions mention Sakas and Yavanas}® a confusion
between Sakas and Yavanas is ruled out; as the term Yavana
occurs in the inscriptions of the foreigners also, it is improbable that
they did not clearly state their racial affinities.

We do not know how and when these Yavanas entered wes-
tern Deccan. According to the Mahdvarhsa, some 250 years after
the Nirvdna of the Buddha, the Yona priest Dharnmarakhita was
sent to Apardnta as a missionary,” while the priest Maharakhita
was sent to the Yona country. This shows that there was already
in western Deccan a large element of foreign—Yavana—population.
Yavana Tusispha was governor of Surastra under Asoka. Accord-
ing to Strabo, Menander, the Greek prince, penetrated into
‘Isamus’ (Jumna) and subjugated Patalene (the Indus delta) and
Saraostes (Surastra). This statement is corroborated by the curi-
ous observation of the author of the Periplus that the coins of
Apollodotus and Menander were current in his time at Barygaza.®
Of a crowd of Yavanas in western India thoroughly Indianised we
hear in the inscriptions at Karla? A Safici inscription mentions a
Yavana 10

5. ASWI, Vol. IV, Junnar No. 2 pp. 92 f.

6. Nasik, No. 2, EI, Vol. VIII, speaks of Sakas, Palhavas and Yavanas.
7. Mahdvamsa, Geiger p. 82 and Intro. xxxi; lvii.

8. Schoff, The Periplus, pp. 41; 42, and Sec. 47.

9 & 10. Sten Konow is of opinion, that the ‘Yavana’ of the Karla inscrip-
tions wherever it is followed by a name in the genitive plural, is a personal
name. Liiders looks upon Yona in No. 547 also as a personal name. There
are weighty considerations to be brought forward against this view. Firstly
it is improbable that many persons bore the same name Yavana. The ethni-
con Yavana denoted to the Indian a foreigner whom he looked upon as a de-
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As these inscriptions are incised on the Cetiya cave pillars,
they are as old as the cave itself. The palacography of the oldest
Karla inscriptions would support a first century B.C. date for the
Cetiya cave. It is possible then, that the Yavanas entered the

graded Ksatriya; it is therefore improbable that Indians bore ‘Yavana’ as a
personal name. Much less could a Yavana have done so.

While Sten Konow looks upon the names in the plural found along with
the word ‘Yavana’ as a family or corporation name, Senart looks upon them
ag personal names in the genitive plural. Senari looks upon the genitive
plural in Simhadhaydnam in Karla No. 7 (EI, Vol. VII), as a personal name
in the plural (pluralis majestatis), and following him M. Swarup Vats has
treated the other names in the genitive plural in the other Yavana inscriptions
as personal names. In all the Karlad epigraphs and in the Yavana epigraphs
at Junnar (CTI Nos. 5 and 33), the personal name is in the singular while
the family name is in the plural—‘ Okhalakiyanarn Mahé&rathisa Kosikiputasa
Mitedevasa’ (Karla No. 14 EI, Vol. VII), ‘Yavanasa Irilasa Gatdnam’ and
‘Yavanasa Citasa Gatanarir (Junnar, Nos. 5 and 8; ASWI; Vol. IV, pp. 93 and
94). It is therefore, not proper to consider Carnddnarm (Junnar) Culayakhéanarn,
Dhamadhaydnarh, Vitasarmghatanam, Sitmhadhaydnarm and Yasavadhandnarm
(Karla) as personal names. The Junnar inscription under reference is as-
signed by Dr. Burgess to the first century B.C. on palaeographical grounds,
and it is the period of the Karla Caitya cave. In the Safici Yavana inscrip-
tion we miss the personal name—' Setapathiyasa Yonasa danari.” In Liiders,
Nos. 82 and 1035 the personal names of the donors are omitted though their
gotras are mentioned. While editing the Safici inscriptions, Dr. Biihler
remarks (EI, Vol. II, p. 94): ‘Peculiar and noteworthy are the names of
monks and nuns, which like Kaboja, Pratithana, Chirati, and perhaps also
Odi, consist of adjectives derived from the names of countries, towns and
races. In these cases it would seem that the real name of the donors has
been left out.”

Senart translates the compound ‘Dhamma-Yavanasa’ in Karla No. 10 in
the same way as Biihler did viz., ‘ of Dharhma, a Yavana.” He adds: “......
the simple name of Dharmma applied to a Buddhist surprises me........ I feel
tempted to take Dhamma...... in a specifically Buddhist sense, and to under-
stand by dhammanigama ‘a member of the guild of Buddhist merchants’;
compare nigamasabhd at Nasik (No. 12, 1. 4). On this analogy Dhamma-
Yavana would be ‘the community of the Buddhist Yavanas’ or rather a Bud-
dhist Yavana who has modestly omitted his personal name” (EI,
Vol. VII, p. 56). Liiders considers Dhammma-Yavana as the mname.
But in a Nagarjunikonda inscription Dharima occurs as a personal
name (EI, Vol. XX, Ins. J). Dharhmila, a name of very common occurrence,
is only Dhathma with the la suffix. Names Cetiya and Sagha are of the
Dharmma class. Nor is the compound a source of difficulty. In the Nasik
inscription of the time of Abhira-lsvarasena we have the compound $ivadatt-
Abhiraputrasya ; the analogy is not, however, very close, since a compound
is necessary in the latter case and since the one inscription is in Prakrt and
the other in Sanskrit. In an Amarévati inscription (EI, Vol. XV, No. 11)
we have Sa[w]ghalasamanasa; Sa[rh]ghala cannot be anything else than a
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Satavahana dominions in the wake of Saka conquest. The Yavanas
who are credited with donations at Karla are: one of the Sirhha-
dhaya family, one of the Yasavadhana family, one of the Dhamadha-
ya family, and one by name Dhama.

As all the Karla Yavanas except one, profess to be natives of
Dhenukikata, this place would seem to have contained a Yavana
settlement. As most of the donors in the Karla inscriptions, come
from Dhenukakata,)! and as the place name occurs frequently in
Karla epigraphs and once in an inscription at Sailarwadi, a place
very near Karl3, it has to be sought for in the vicinity of Karla.
It would therefore seem to have been included in Mamalahara.!2

A point that deserves mention is that these Yavanas besides
embracing Buddhism adopted thoroughly Hindu personal and
family names.’® They use Prakrt in their inscriptions and
it is not unreasonable to infer that they adopted Hindu man-
ners and customs. This is no wonder since even a casual visitor
to Ujjain from the kingdom of Antalkidas becamc a Bhagavata.l4
So completely did the Yavanas merge into Hindu society that Indian
Buddhists had no scruples whatsoever in joining with these foreig-
ners in making donations. The Karla Cetiya cave was a result of
such a joint effort.

(i) Sakas.—Like the Yavanas, the Sakas too merged into
Hindu society. The Saka son-in-law of Nahapana bears the Indian
name Usavadata (Sans. Rsabhadatta), while his father bears the
un-Indian name Dinika. Another Saka bears the name Agnivar-

personal name. Liiders, List, No. 1283. The analogy between Dham-
manigamasa and Dhamma-Yavanasa suggested by Senart breaks
down at every step. Yavana is not like nigama, a collective noun.
Another objection is that in all the other Karla epigraphs either
the family name or the personal name or both appear. [Dr. Tarn has
suggested that Dharhma-Yavana was a naturalized citizen of an Indo-Greek
polis. See, however, JRAS 1939 pp. 217 ff and 1940 pp. 179 F—Ed.]
(10) EI Vol. 11, p. 395, No. 364.

11. EI, Vol. VII, Nos. 4, 6 and 10, EI, Vol. XVII, Nos. 3, 4, 9, 11
and 12.

12, It is mentioned once at Kanhéri. Liiders, List, No. 1020.

13. In Nasik No. 18, EI, Vol. VIII, we hear of a Yonaka from Dattamitri.
According to Biihler, it is the same as Demetrias, a town in Arachosia, men-
tioned by Isidore of Kharax. He bears the name Indragnidatta, his father
is called Dharhmadeva, and his son Dharmmarakhita.

14. Tt is stated in the Milinda Paftho that the Yavana king Milinda
(generally identified with Menander) was converted to Buddhism by the
teacher Nagasena. According to a legend mentioned by Plutarch no less than
seven cities fought for his ashes. (IA, Vol. VIII, p. 337).
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man, and his daughter that of Visnudattad. A fourth bears the
name Vudhika (Sans. Vrddhika).!s If Nahapana was a Pahlava,
even Pahlavas would seem to have followed the example of Yava-
nas and Sakas, for Nahapana’s daughter bears the Indian name
Daksamitra.

Unlike our Yavanas all of whom are Buddhists, Sakas embraced
both Brahmanism and Buddhism. Kugda inscriptions mention a
Brahman updsaka name