
C H A P T E R II 

Political History from 6th Century A. D. to 

9th Century A. D. 

The territories of early Bengal became an integral 

part of the Gupta empire. But it would not be proper to 

say that the people of Bengal submitted to the mighty 

Gupta emperors rather meekly. At least, we have one 

instance to show that the people of Bengal rose like one 

man and gave stiff resistence to the invading forces under 

King Chandra, though ultimately they were beaten. 

In view of the inevitable chaos that followed the 

dismemberment of the Gupta empire, the people of Bengal 

for the first time emerged into the limelight of political 

history of India and curved out independent principalities. 

The downfall of the Guptas marked the breaking up 

of northern India into a number of small states. Saurast

racame under the domination of the Haitrakas of Valavi. 

Thane§_vara was taken over by the Pushyabhut is, while the 

Haukhauris held sway in Kanauj. y£sodharman, a military 

adventurer, attempted to set up an ephemeral empire in 

central India, Rajputana and other parts of the Punjab 1• 



Magadha and Mal wa pas sed under the sway of the Later 

Guptas who ~ay have been an offshoot of the Imperial 

Guptas, but as yet we have no positive evidence in 

support of this view. Bengal also took advantage of 

the political situation tc shake off the foreign yoke 

and two powerful independent Kingdoms, viz. Vanga and 

Gauda were established there in the siXth and seventh 
• 

Century A. D. 2 

~outh-eastern Bengal i.e. the South-Eastern 

region of modern Bangladesh i.e. the area lying between 

the Fadma and the Yamuna is denoted by the term South 

eastern Bengal. This area was known at different times 

as Vanga, Samatata or Harikela. Though it is difficult 
• 

to ascertain the exact location of these ancient 

geographical names, it is fairly certain that all of them 

may well be grouped under one common name vaflga ( 'Bang' 

of the Muslim historians)3 Vanga was able to preserve an 

independent status throughout centuries. During the 

period from the decline of the Guptas to the rise of ~ 

Senas, this part of Bengal was never amalgamated with 

north and western Bengal, inspite of repeated attempts 

to this effect. The discovery of the archaeological 
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remains at Mainamatr which have thrown immense light 

on the history of this part of Bengal and in fact 

4 changed the course of the history of the deltaic Bengal • 

We have already analysed the forces which shaped the 

characteristics of the people of the area under review 

in general. Here we are inclined to examine more closely 

the factors that helped to maintain the political and 

cultural identity of the people of va~ga-Samatata region . 
for centuries inspite of the presence of strong centralised 

administration of the ~las and the Senas. This has 

rightly been examined in a recent publication, 11 with 

the hilly and jungle terrain on the east and north, tb..e 

turbulent sea and swampy forest in the south, the very 

big and erosion prone rivers in the centre and west ,_ it 

is subject to severe natural hazards like flood and 

cyclones. Hazardous life and the pressure of population 

have made the people of deltaic Bengal much more individu-

alistic, emotional, willing to migrate and face hardship, 

more rough in speech, but warm at heart, more aggressive 

but easily mollified and more ready tc revolt against 

authority and yet appreciative of generous gesture than 

some of their neighbours"5. A large number of leaders of 

thought and action, rebel~ and militants and fighter~ for 

nationalism came from this region. 6 

1~ 
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Independent VAnga Kingdoms 

The first independent Kingdom that came into 

.·existence in Bengal on the ruins of the Gupta empire 

appears to have comprised originally the Eastern and 

aouthern Bengal and southern part of western Bengal. 

TWo of its important provinces administered by Governors 

- - _/ -of Vardhamanabhukti and Navyavakasika roughly corresponding 

to respectively western and sourhern Bengal7• 

Five inscription discovered at Kotalipada in the 
• • 

district of Faridpur and one in the Bufdwan district as 

well as the discovery of coins reveal the existence of 

three independent rulers of this region bearing Haharajadhiraja 

- - - 8 titled named Gopachandra, Dharmaditya and Samacharadeva • 

According to N. K. Bhatta,shali they were probably related 

to one another and they set up a dynasty that took the 

place of the Guptas in Eastern India9. It seems likely that 

these rulers were rulling over Samatata with full and indep-. 
endent powers exercising over adjoining regions like Varakamandala .. 
and also having fe~datory chiefs under them10 • 



It is interesting to note that Gopachandra and 

other two kings ruled from the place wherefrom Vainya 

Gupta also had done years before them. It has been held 

that after the downfall of the imperial Gupta dynasty, 

central Bengal (the portion known by name Karnasuvar~a) 
----!------'-

and North Bengal were assimilated with the Kingdom of 

the later Gupta dynasty of Hagadha till the rise of 

~a6aflka. 

The title of Maharajadhiraja assumed by the rulers 

following Vainya Gupta rul:jng earlier in the same region 

as noticed above clearly indicates the imperial authority 

of the Guptas ceased to exist over this region. The issue 

of gold coins by ~amacharadeva supports the view~. The 
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Mallasarul inscription indicates the rule of Haharajadhiraja 

Gopachandra in the Vardhamana bhukti. 

Hoernle at first suggested that Dharmaditya was 

identical with Samudra Gupta12 , but later on with 

ya£odharman 13 who took the title of Vishnu Gupta when he 
• 

became emperor and was apparently known popularly as 

Vikramaditya. He was reverenced as an ideally upright and 

just monarch and was popularly known as Dhar~maditya who 



ascended the throne on 529-30 A. D. 

Hoernle places GoPachandra's accession in 568 A.D 

and accordingly his Faridpur place (dated 19th year) was 

engraved in 586 A.D. Hoernle identified the emperor 

Gopachandra with Prince Govichandra (: Gopichandra) who 

is mentioned in a certain confused tradition cited by 

rarana th in his 'Tibetan his tory of Buddhism in India'. 

It has been suggested by raranath that Govichandra was 

a grandson of Baladitya and was the son of the Last Gupta 

emperor Kumaragupta II whom Ya~odharmao displaced. This 

has led Pargiter to believe that Govichandra alias 

Gopachandra while reigning over this extreme eastern 

province never hesitated to assume the imperial title of 

Haharajadhiraja 14 • But it seems however, almost improbable 

to draw any serious chronological conclusion from the 

muddled account of early history preserved in tradition. 

On the other hand we know from Sarnath inscription that 

Kumara Gupta II's reign came to an end between 473 A.D. -

476 A.D. It was, therefore, impossible for his son to 

ascend the throne in 568 A.D. and rule for a period of , .... 
18 years J. 

A connection between the old Kingdom of Vainya 

Gupta and the new Kingdoms of the independent Va~ga Kings 
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appears to be established oy the facts that one Haharaja 

Vijayasena was probably a vassal chief both of Vainya 

Gupta and of Gopachandra. Vijayasena is the Dutaka of 

the Gunaighar grant and is described as "Mahapratihara-

Hahapilupa ti-.Pa.'nchadhikarana- Uparika and Maharaja /srT 
• 

- - 16 l 1 t. . . t1ahasamanta • In the Mal asaru inscrip 1.on Vl.Jayasena 

is called Maharaja, but he uses his own seal. The iden-

tity of the person of this name serving under these two 

Kings cannot be definitely proved, but it is generally 

accepted by the scholars, who believe that there was no 

gap between the reigns of Vainya Gupta and Gopachandra. 

It may further be suggested that Vijayasena who ruled 

over vardhamana bhukti under Gopachandra, possibly also 

held the same office under Vainya Gupta, and hence, 
Aw-.J. 

Vainya Gupta . ruled over Eastern Southern and 

Western Bengal as well. 

The Faridpur copper place of Gopachandra records 

the grant of land in Dandabhukti which, therefore, .. 
formed a part of his dominion. The Dandabhukti - mandala 

• • . . 
has been identified by scholars with the marchland 

between Orissa and Bengal, corresponding to southern 

and south-western part of the Midnapore district. This 
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name has probably been preserved in tnodern Danton, not 

- 17 very far from the 5uvarnarekha river • 

There is no uniformity among scholars regarding 

the relationship of the Kings Dharmaditya, Gopachandra 

and Samacharadeva and their chronological sequence. 

Pargiter held that Dharmaditya was earlier than Gopa-

chandra. His view is based on some factors. Firstly, 

the use of earlier and later form~'Ya' in the respective 

plates of Dharmad i tya and Gopachandra and secondly, the 

additional epithet Pratitadharma ~1la applied to the 

land measurer/Sivachandra in the plate of Gopachandra 18 • 

A. H. Dani supports the contention of Pargiter, when he 

holds that Pdlaeographically the inscriptions of Dharma-

ditya shows earlier form. The difference can be marked 

not only in the form of Ya , but also in the form of a 

tha , dha , pa , la and ha • But the 1·1allasarul plate 

mention the name of Maharaja Vijayasena who is identified 

with his namesake mentioned in the Gunaighar plate of 

Vainya Gupta. Hence Dharu1aditya should be taKen to be 

the successor of Gopachandra, though Palaeographically 

the plate of Dharmaditya appears to be earlier than 

Gopachandra. ~. H. Dani, however adds that by about this 

time greater change had already taken place in the forms 

of the ~etters in the neighbouring provincG of Bihar as 
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attested by the inscription of the Hagadha Hauj{haris. 

AS the same change was to affect Bengal, it is hard to 

be dogmatic as to the exact tiille when the change actually 

started. We must allow a wargin for the transition period 

in which the new and old forms were used simultaneously~ 

some preferring the new and the others the old. The 

lesson is that Palaeography is of little help in settling 

the question oi succession of rulers when only a short 

duration of rule is involved 19. 

R. C. Hajumdar has also the sau1e view. He states 

that Palaeography cannot be safe basis for settling 

chronology of kings of short period, say, less than a 

century. This is clearly indicated by the fact that 

in the i•iallasarul copper plate or Gopachandra, the 

earliest of the tnree Kings, forms of 'Ya' noted by 

pargiter has been exclusively used, while the first 

plate of Dharmaditya shows a distinctly later form of 

of ia•. The addition of the epithet of ~ivachandra 

may no doubt be explained by his attainment of seniority 

in· service. It may also be argued that the epithets were 

done away with after £ivachandra had been sufficiently 
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long in service when his name was too well known to 

require any testimonials. On the other hand, if Gopachandra 

ruled after Dharmaditya, we have to assume that Vijayasena 

served as governor under Vain~Gupta, Dharmtiditya, 

Gopachandra and other Kings. But at the present state of 

our knowledge, it is difficult to make' this postulation. 

Moreover, the name of Vijayasena is not referred to as 

Governor in any other records of other Kings. Hence, like 

R. c. Majumdar we also believe that Gopachandra preceded 

Dharmaditya. 

The relationship between the three Kings is shrouded 

in obscurity. The scholars are also not unanimous on this 

point. The inscriptional sources do not definitely point 

out their blood connection, if any. But on the basis of 

information about same officials engaged in similar types 

of jobs under different Kings, it may be possible to infer 

that there was no great interval between them, and they 

might have possibly ruled in succession. AS for example, 

Uparika Nagadeva and another officer Jyeshtha-Kayastha 

Nayasena who had the opportunity of serving under both 

Dharmaditya and Gopachandra might be connecting link 

between the two Kings. The two Kings, therefore, appear 



to have been related in point of time. The assistance 

of iivachandra was utilised in connection with the 

measurement of land - during the rules of Dharmad i tya 

and Gopachandra21 • But it may be noted her~ that snme 

set of officials working under succeeding Kings do not 

definitely indicate the blood relationship among them. 

AS for example, Haharaja Vijayasena of Gunaighar 

inscription of Vainya Gupta was the same person as 

appeared in the Nallasarul ins cript icn of Gopacr1andra 

though the Kings do not appear to have been closely 

related. 

Inspite of these difficulties, it may be presumed 

that the change of Kings might have caused change of 

officials unless they were closely related, though it 

might not have been an usual practice. It may be that 

Gopachandra and Dharmaditya were closely related probably 

because they retained the service of the same officials 

like Nagadeva, Nayasena and i'ivachandra. It is possible 

that the assignments of the officials could have been 

altered unless Gopachandra and Dharmaditya were not 

related to one another. Though we do not have any 
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definite proof in support of their relationship, we cannot 

altogether brash aside such an argument as figment of 

imagination. 

The Ghugrahati copper plate of Samacharadeva refers 

issued in the 14th year of his reign. In that year 

Jivadatta was the viceroy or Governor in Navyavaka£ika 

which appears to have been divisional headquarter. The 

district officer in the district of varakarnandala approved .. 
by Jivadatta was Pavittruka. 'I'he later was assisted in 

his administration by district court presided over by 

Damuka. The affairs of the village or locality to which 

this refers were in the joint care of a number of Elders 
\f ·~...OJ<f-0-' 

( -. Haha ttarah). Other men cf experience in the 

village had also a say in village affairs. These repre-

sented the villagers and like .Panchayets of the present 

day, transacted the ordinary Civil and Criminal affairs 

22 of the State • 

N. K. rlhattasali also refers to two gold coins of 

Samacharadeva, one of them being Bajaliti type found near 
-------

Mahammadpur in Jessore district of Bengal along with a 



gold coin £a£a~ka and another being the gold coin of 

the light weight "Imitation Gupta" type23 • Besides, 

the Ghagrahati copper place inscription of Samacharadeva 

has been discovered not far from the find spot of one 

of those coins (Rajal1la type) and the lettering of 
----------

whose name as written en his copfer plate, closely 

agrees to the lettering on these coins
24

• The inference 

derived from the legends of the gold coin of Samacharadeva 

is that ~amacharadeva was vassal of ~a~anka2 5. It rests 

upon the doubtful reading •£ri No.rendrc.vinata 1 on the 

reverse. Smith said that the three letters following 

Narendra 1look like Vinata' but All&n read the legend 

d -d. 26 as Naren ra 1tya and the legend on the reverse of the 

other type of coins Samacharadev~ has been read with 

- 27 certainty by both amith and hll&o as Narendraditya . 

R. D. Banerjee read the legend in both the cases as 

Narendravinata and held that it can not be anything 

else. But the reading Na-rendraditya seems to be prefe-

rable and we may reasonably hold that Samacharade va 

assumed the title Narendraditya in imitation of the 

Gupta Kings. R. C. Hajurndar held that if Narendravinata 

is correct, its interpretation as "fully subdued or 

obedient to Narendra" and tte identification of Narendra 

28 
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V) 

with £a'a~ka of extremely doubtful character. On the 
1\ 

contrary the evidences in the inscription of Samacharadeva 

- - 28 is a definite proof of the independent status of Samacharadeva. 

Some conclusion may carefully be drawn from the 

observation of the coin cf Samacharadeva as held by 

N. K. Bhattasali29. Firstly, Allan attributes the 'Archer 

type' of coin of Samacharadeve to a period earlier than 

that of £a.£aflk.a and from the replacing the Garuda standard 
• 

of the Gupta by the bull standard on the coin, infers 

that the coin was of a devout £aiva. Secondly, the King 

was certainly not of the Gupta lineage but had been a 

successor of the Guptas in the dominion where the Guptas 

had once held away. Thirdly, Samacharadeva must, en 

palaecgraphic ground, be placed earlier than ~a§aflka 

whose immediate successors in Eastern India were first 

Harsha and then Adityasena and his descendants. Fourthly, 

be was a devout~aiva. The continuance cf bull symbol by 

by £a~a~ka makes it almost certain that Samacharadeva 

was a predecessor of ~a~ank.a. 

Thus from the foregoing discussion, it appears that 

Gopachandra, who probably founded the independent Kingdom, 
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must have flourished not later than the second quarter of 

the 6th Century A-D~ (within a generation of Vainyagupta, 

for as we have found above Haharaja Vijayasena was a 

vassal chief of both). Gn a modern estimate R.C.Hajumdar 

puts the total reign period of all the rulers of Vaflga-

S.amata~a( Gopachandra, Dharmaditya and Samecharadeva) to 

fifty years. They reigned possibly cetween 525 A· D. -

575 A.D. with the margin of a few years both at the begi-

nning and at the end. F'rom the epigraphic evidences, it 

appears that there was a free, strong and stable Government 

in Bengal which brought peace and prosperity to the people. 

Regarding the decline of the independent Kingdoms 

and the time when it took place nothing is known for certain. 

The circumstances responsible for the expiration of Sarna-

charadeva rs authority are unknown, but the Nahakuta pillar 

inscription 30 dated in the fifth year of the reign of the 

western Chalukya King .Ranavik.ranta (C. 601 - 602 A.D.) 

records that Klrtivarman I defeated the Kings of Vaflga, 

A~ga_} Kalinga, Va tt Lira and Nagadha. If it is true that the 

Chalukya King successfully invaded Va!Jga, it may have 

seriously affected the fortunes of Samacharadeva which 

ultimately led to the break up of the Kingdom of Vaflga3 1 • 



Before concluding the discussion on the few above mentioned 

rulers of Southeastern Bengal we have to bear in mind the 

existence of a few more rulers known from the gold coins 

issued by them and found mostly in different parts of 

eastern Bengal and sometimes along with the coins of 

ia6aflka and Samacharadeva. One of such type bears rude 

of Gupta coin of 'Archer type' and the name of the king 

possibly Prithuvira, Prithujavira or Prithuviraja31 ~ . . ~·----------

The legend of the second type of coin has been read as 

copy 

- - 31b Sudhanya or Sudhanyaditya • In the recent time the legend 

~udhanyaditya has been read as vasuvarman, possibly of the 

dynasty of the Khadgas3 1c 

Bhadra dynasty in Eastern Bengal 

On the basis of some sources of information we may 

probably assume that there flourished in Eastern Bengal 

some Kings whose names end in Bhadra. Hiuentsang states 

that £Ilbhadra, the famous Buddhist teacher who flourished 

in the first half of the 7th Century A.D. belonged to the 

Brahmanical royal family of Samatata32• ACcording to 

D. C. 5ircar33 •~Ilbhadra• is a Buddhist name of the 

Principal which he adopted at the time of conversion to 

Buddhism. Hence, it wouid be wrong to assume the existence 

31 



of the Brahmana royal family or Samatata ending in 
• 

bhadra. But as to the existence of the " bhadra" 

royal family it may, however be pointed out that 

in v. 868 of the Sanskrit text of the Maf)ju£rimulakalpa 

it is stated that there would be a King whose initial 

is Svada, but in the Tibetan Text of the same book the 

name is Rajabhadra. The family is placed before Gopala I 

of the pala dynasty. On the other hand Gopala I's. wife 

Deddadev1 is spoken of a Guhya Kapateh bhadreva bhadratmaja . 
in the Khalimpur plate of Dharmapala. According to Keilhorn, 

the above passage indicates that Deddadevl, the mother of 

Dharmapala, was the daughter of a Bhadra King34 • A. K. Haitra 

rejected the view on the ground that there was the reference 

only of a pura~ic mythology without having any historical 

basis35. But if we agree with the explanation, the expre-

ssion 'Bhadratmaja becomes redundant because to compare 

Deddadevl with Bhadra, wife of Kuvera, the expression 

Guhya Kapeti Bhadreva is sufficient. Hence, Keilhorn's 

explanation that Deddadevi was the daughter of one Bhadra 

King stands to reason36 • There is also reference to a 

vassal chief named Jyes~habhadra in the Nidhanpur copper 

plate of Bhaskaravarman37 • A vassal chief named Narayanabhadra 
·' 

is found in the Vappaghoshavata grant of Jayanaga38. 



From all these sources, it is evident that there 

existed a line of Kings in Eastern Bengal whose names 

ended with 'Bhadra 1 • But there is a possibility acco
/ 

ding to which the Bhadra Kings may be identified with 

the Khadgas of ~amatata39. N. K. Bhattasali remarks . . 
that tllabhadra was probably a Khadga •. But Bhattasali 

does not try to solve the difficulty arising out of 

Yuan-Chwang 1s statement that tllabhadra was a scion 

of the Brahmahical royal family while the Kha~gas were , 

professedly Buddhists40 • 

P.L.Paul41 was of opinion that the family was 

originally known as Khadga and when the name and fame 
• 

of ~Ilabhadra, a member of this family was fully 

established in the Buddhist world, the family came 

to be known as Bhadra and so Rajabhata has been des-
. fl' 

cribed as ~jabhadra in some 

no reference to this view in 

records. p. 1. Paul makes 
. 't2-

fvlW-vt..$Y">.v 
his later. In a recent 

1\·. 

article D. c. Sircar suggests that the Brahmana royal 

family to which ~llabhadra belonged might be the Rata 

1 f 
.
1 

42a roya am~ y • 

The most reasonable explanation is that the 

33 

Bhadra dynasty flourished in Samatata almost simultaneously 

with the Khadgas and Ratas • 
• 



The Dynasty of LOkanatha : 

Between Harsha's death, whiCh broke up his vast 

empire in Northern India and the rise of the K.hadga 
• 

dynasty in East Bengal, we come across another line 

of feudatory chiefs that came into the limelight of 

history with its dynastic title Natha. The earlier 

ruler of the dynasty appears to have acknowledged 

·suzerainty to some rulers mentioned in the Faridpur 

grant or to the Later Gupta dynasty of Hagadha 
43 • 

The Tippera copper plate grant of Lokanatha 

supplies us with the history of the Natha family of 

Samatata Trippera. The rulers are known to be the . 
followers of £aivism. The name of the first King whose 

name though not clear, but it ends Natha. He assumed 

34 

We do not know, however, when he asserted his independence. 

It is possible that he adopted defiant attitude towards 

any of the sovereigns of the Faridpur plates 44 , though 

we do not have any conclusive evidence in this regard. 

The second King of this dynasty was i rlna tha who 

was a hero and known in history for valour in battle. 
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But very little is known about him. His son Bhavanatha 

had religious bent of mind and gave up royalty in favour 

of his brother's sen whose name is not mentioned. The 

next King was Lokanatha, the donor of the grant. Lokanatha 

has been supposed to be a son of Bhavanatha's brother and~~ 

Bhavanatha. 

There is a controversy among scholars regarding the 

data of Tippera grant and the time of the rise of Lokanatha 

to prominence in history. The copper plate grant of 

Lokanatha bears a date. R. G. Basak read it as 44 at first. 

But just before the letters signifying 44 the word adhika 

occurs and D. R. Ehandarkar suggested the date as 144 while 

R. G. Basak revised hi~ earlier stand and read it as 344 and 

referred it as Gupta era, i.e. equivalent to 663 - 64 A. D. 

D. C. &ircar also is of the opinion that the Tippera record 

may be dated, on the basis cf palaeography, in the Gupta 

year 344 corresponding to 664 A. D. 46 

D. C. Sircar also believes that irldharanarat'' of tbe 
;, 

Kailan grant was more or less a contemporary of Lokanetha of 

the Tippera grant and cf the Khadga Kings 47. The inscription 
• 

cf Lokanatha and Kailan plate of ~ridharanarata fall in the 
• 

first half of the 7th Century A.D. 48 
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If we accept the above dating of the Tipperu plate, 

it may be held reasonably that Lokanatha was a feudatory 

of the Khadga dynasty and it is evident from the epigraphs 

of the Khadgas that Jatakhadga defeated his enemies and . 
Devakhadga had a member of feudal rulers under him. But 

• 

there is doubt among scholars wnether the Khadgas exercised . 
supremacy ever Lckanatha. According to D. C. Sircar, the 

Ratas of Sametata and the Khadgas cf vanga were originally . . 
feudatories cf tne Gauda King and they became semiindepen-. 
dent after Gauda had been temporarily subdued by the Kings 

oi Kanauj and Kamarupa in the second quarter of the 7th 

48a 
Century A.D. 

There are some information about the achievements 

of Lokanatha. It has been described that he was a very 

4'1 
able King and "his soldiers depended fer victory on their 

own swords and en the intelJect of his ministers 115°. He 

had a fine cavalry. It has been referred to in the verse 

7 that a large number of scld ie r~ of tbe _pararr,ount 

severeign (parameivara) wa::, seriously defeated in the 

battle, but it is not known for certain with whom the 

paramount fought and defeated. According to D. C. s ircar·, 

tne verses 7 to 9 of the Tippera grant indicate that 

Jayatungavarsha and Jivadharana were two refractory 



feudatories of the .Parameivara who was probably the ruler 

of 'Gauda' of wnom I.cko.nathe:. was a faithful subcrd inate. 

That Jayatungavarsa was defeated by Lekanatha en behalf 

cf his master who next sent him against Jlvadh~ra~a of 

the Rata family and that a~though Jlvadharana could not 
• 

be completely subdued, r~ had to placate Lokanatha and 

probably alsc the Param~svara by surrendering a territory 

and by the payment of a large sum of mcney or by an cffer 

of hi5 acceptance cf a subsidiary alliance with the 

para~esvara. 

There is a controversy amont;. scholars c:.s to who 

37 

was the Fara~esvara ? R. G. rlasak held that the Para6esvara 

of verse 7 and the 1nripa' Jlvadharana cf verse 9 cannot 

be the same person and we should not think that Jlvadharana 

was defeated in a conflict with LOkanatha. Regarding the 

identity cf Jayatungavarsha, it has been held by R.G.Basak 

that the ~s traku~a Kings of the Bed ie val ages used various 

birudas like avaloka, Tunga, Varsha and Vallabha. Fleet . 
informs us that other families also adopted those birudas 

as a result of r:Jatrimoniai alliances. He refers to cne 

Jaytungasiniha of Kama country, but he belonged to a later 

51 age • Dr. R. C. Majumdar regards Jayatungavarsha as a 

title ra tre r than a proper name 52• 



It may be suggested that Adityasena of the IP.ter 

Gupta dynasty appears to have been ruling over Eastern 

India after Harsla•s death. It is not unlikely that LOka
' 

natha who has been styled as nripa and Kumaramatya was a 

feudatory chief in East Bengal under Adityasena of Magadha. 

We come across 'Kumaramatya' which was a technically 

official title used during and after the Gupta period, 

not only with regard to ministers, but also with regard 

to feudatory chiefs.53 If we accept the hypothesis of the 

discontinuation of the rule of the imperial monarchs of 

the Faridpur plates in East Bengal during Harsha's reign 

or after his death, it is most likely that LOkanatha owed 

his allegiance to Adityasena and the parame§vara was 

Iokanatha's own liegelord54. D. C. Sircar holds that the 

Parame~vara was p.robably the imperial ruler of Gauda. 

Lokanatha has been described as Karana by caste. 

He was born of his mother named Gotradevl who was the 

daughter of Ke~ava mentioned as a para£ava by caste. The 

great grandfather and the grandfather of his mother are 

called dvijavarah and dvijasattamah respectively but his 
--------~· . 

mother's father is described as Para£ava. So we see that 

the first few ancestors (both paternal and maternal 
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of I.ok.anatha were Br~hmana. His maternal grandfather had not 
• 

been of pure Brihmana origin, since it may be inferred that 
• 

his Brahmana father married a £udra, his mother and he was, 

therefore, known to have been a Para£ava. The anuloma form 

of marriage in Hindu society was prevalent in the 7th Cent-
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ury A.D. as is evident from the fact that Banabatta's orthadox 
• • 

father Chitrabhanu of the orthodox Brahmana caste married a . 
£udra and had two sons Para£ava by caste~~We may now imagine 

that the social status of a Para£ava in the 7th Century A.D. 

was not at all low, otherwise Ke£ava could not have e~ercised 

the function of an army officer and held in high esteem. 

There is also reference to the age cf anarchy 

(mitsyanyana) in Bengal that took. place between the death cf 

Harsha and the rise of the .fiila Kingdcm in the 9th Century 

A.D. We do not find even a latent allusion to Buddhism although 

the Bala Kings themselves were Saugatas. From the account of 

the Chinese Pilgrim Hiuentsang, we learn that during this 

time he could find no sign of Buddhism in Kamarupc2~ we cannot 

possibly connect the plate with any of the Kamarupa Kings of 

that time. It is learnt that the ancestcrs of LOkanatha were 

devotees of iankara and that his Brahmana mahasamanta Pradosh-
• 

asarman (the grantee) wished to set up an image of Ananta-Narayana. 



The existence of Brahmanic influence in Eastern India at 
• 

the time can rightly be inferred also from the mention of 

the sacred fire, fC:!.Jran ic deities, Brahman as versed in the . . 
four Vedas in this inscription57. 

The Dynasty of the Ratas in Samatata 

It is possible to discern the history of a new 

dynasty styled as the Ra.tas, from the newly discovered 

Kailan copper plate from a village South-west of Camilla 

and 13 miles west of the ~lmai Railway Station58• The 

copper plate was issued in the eighth regnal year of King 

trldharana of Samatata or the Tippera-Noakhali region. of the 
• • 

south-east Bengal. The time of the grant may be determined 

by considering the Ralaeography as there is no mention of 
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any date of known era with the help the meticulous observation 

ot the letter of the Kailan inscription with those of the 

records of the time o~ £atanka, Lokanatha, Devakhadga and 
• • 

Rajaraja of the so called Khadga dynasty and the Fala King . 
Dharmapala show that ~ridharana ruled sometime between the 

days of ia6anka (600- 25 A.D.) and those of Dharmapala 
• 

(769- 315 A.D.) and that he was more or less of contemporary 

of Lokanatha of the Tippera grant and of the Khadga Kings • 
• 
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The inscriptions of the .Khadgas are now generally assigned 
• 

the end of the 7th ~nd the beginning of the 8th Century A.D. 

and I.okanatha's Tippera grant is usually assigned to the 

middle of the 7th Century A.D. 59 AS I.okana tha was a contem-

porary of iivadharana, the father of t>rldharanarata of the 

Rata dynasty, the Kailan grant of 5rldharana may be placed 
• 

rightly little later than the Tippera grant of LOkanatha. 

~o it would be judicious to place the grant on the ground 

of Palaeography to about the second half of the same century. 

It has been held by D.C.Sircar that it is reasonable to assign 

the reign of Jlvadharana•s son Srldharana roughly to the third . . 
6o or fourth quarter of the same Century • 

This copper plate grant of the feudatory King srldharana 

Rata who calls himself Samatateivara was issued from a place 

named Devaparvata. The adoration of God Hari in first verse 

of the grant indicates that the Ratas were devout Vaishnavas 

and the verse 13 of the grant declares Srldharana as a 

.Parama-Vaishnava. Two other members of the family were the 
• 

King's father Jlvadharana Rata and the Yuvaraja Baladharana 
• 

R8ta. The King Jlvadharana has been mentioned in the Tippera 

grant of Lokanatha. All these would show that Jlvadharana, 
• 

~ridharana & Baladharana belonged to the Rata dynasty61 
• 
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Reference has been made to Devaparvata, a provincial 

headquarter which is said to have been encircled by the river 

Kshlroda 11as if by a moat". ACcording to H. K. Bhattasali the 

river Kshlroda is the modern Khira or Khirna, a dried up river . 
course still traceable as branching off from the Gomati just 

west of the town of Camilla. It flows by the eastern side of 

the Hainamatf hills and skirts the southern end of the hills 

near Chandimura peak, where another branch of the river meets .. 
if flowing by the western side of the hill. The river thus 

surrounds the southern end of the Hainamati hills where the 

ancient hill fort Devaparvata seems to have been situated. 

irldharana Rata has been styled as Samatateivara but 

is not endowed with any other imperial titles. On the other 

hand the significant epithet 'Prapta-Fancha mahaiabda' bestowed 

on irldharana indicates nis feudatory position. Whatever may 

have been the significance of the feudatory title in regard 

to south east Bengal, there is no doubt that Srldharana was 

at least theoretically a feudatory of some other monarch, but 

in reality he enjoyed the power of a sovereign ruler. It seems 

that his adhirajya or sovereignty had probably reached to him 

from his father which is indicated in the passage in line 

'Pitrasvayam arpitadhirajyq'. It has been held from the 



absence of the name of the eve rlord in the charter that 

~rldharana was actually almost an independent ruler since 
• 

the days of his father Jlvadharana. We do not come across 

any earlier member of the BEta family other than Jlvadharana. 

King Jlvadharana is not endowed with an imperial title and 
• 

he is originally known as Samatatesvara and 'Pratap-opanata-

samanta-Chakra'. He was probably a semi-independent feudatory 

like his son Srldharana. Though the Ratas were defacto 

independent rulers dejure they acknowledged allegiance to an 

old and established imperial family for a considerably long 

period of time
62

• The position is comparable with that of the 

Nawabwazir of Oudh after the decline of the Iimurid imperial 

house of Delhi63 . 

There is no unanimity regarding the identity of the 

overlord of the Ratas. We should take into account the claim 

of ia(anka of Gaud a, that of Bhaskara--VarmG.na of Kamarupa and . 
that of the Kha~gas of the Vatlga country. ThG Kha~gas probably 

came to power in the first half of the 7th Century almost 

simultaneously with the BEtas and under the same political 

condition. It is assumed that the Batas and the Khadgas were . 
feudatories of a great power whose fall in the first half of 

.. 
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the 7th Century A.D. gave them opportunity to rise to power. 

It has been supfosed that the Ratas of Samatata and the 

Khadgas of Vanga were really feudatories of the Gauda King, 
• • 

but as noticed above, they began ruling semi-independently 

after Gauda had been temporarily defeated by the Kings of 
• 

Kanauj and Kamarupa in the second quar~er of the 7th Century 

A.n. 64 • It would appear from the foregoing discussion that 

the R8tas in Samatata and the Khadga Kings Deva-Khadga and . . . 
his son Rajaraja or Rajadhiraja all flourished about the 

second half of the 7th Century ~.n. 6 5 

King ~rldharana who was the follower of the Bhagavata 

form of Vaishnavism disliked the destruction of living beings 

which was not approved by the fastras and granted life to 

thousands of creatures. These probably suggest as.D.C.Sircar 

holds that the Vaishnava King was a verse to the slaughter 
• 

of animals in connection with the worship of deities66 • He 

was a poet and the composer of excellent sweet songs. We are 

unlucky as none of his writings come down to us. He was also 

/ -very learned in'5abdavidya (grammar and rsxicography) and in 

the other sciences and arts. Above all, King ~rldharana Rata 

is said to have been cordial to his subjects (Piteva palayita). 

His relation with the Yuvaraja who is styled as "Prapta-pancha

mahaiabcta-i rl-Baladhara~a- ra ta-Bha ttarakasya ,·, is not 
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definitely known. But from the references to his father and 

grandfather it may be inferred that he was the son of the 

reigning King. He is primarily held to be a student of 

iabdavidya and secondarily of the science of taming and 

managing elephants and horses. The love of the ~tas for 

grammar and lexicography seems to have been due to their 

love of literature. They were not only Patrons of learning 

but were learned men themselves. 67 

We come across from the grant that the Hahasandhi

vigrahik.a (minister for war and peace) Jayanatha approached 

King ~rldharana for the grant of a piece of land which he 

desired to dedicate to Bhagavat Tathagataratna (Buddha) or 

Ratnatraya (the Buddhist trinity of Buddha, Dharma and Samgha). 

He aiso wanted the worship of the Buddha, the reading and 

writing of Buddhist religious texts and the provision of 

food, clothing and others. His another purpose was to distribute 

lands among a number of learned Brahmanas for their performance 

of their p-a'ncrJamo.hajna. Srldharana was pleased to accept the 

prayer of Jayanatha and granted 25 Patek.as for distribution. 

The Ratas of Samatata cherished the spirit of religious 

toleration. ht a time when the Brahma9ical and Buddhist 
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Philosophers were bent upon refuting one another's views, 

the life of ordinary men appears to have been marked by 

absolute religious toleration and the Buddhist laymen 

68 
were gradually nearing absorption into Brahmanical society. 

The Khadga Dynasty of Vanga-Samatata 
• • 

A line of Kings belonging to the Khadga dynasty 
• 

seems to have cropped up in the political scene of East 

Bengal between the interval after Harsha's death and the 

rise of the pala dynasty of Bengal, i.e. the period between 

650 - 750 A.D. It is possible to cull information about 

the history of this dynasty somewhat definitely from the 

two copper plates discovered along with a Chaitya about 

80 years ago near a tank at AShrafpur about 30 miles north 

west of Dacca69. The third inscription of the dynasty. is 

engraved on a Sarvani image dedicated by Queen Prabhavatl 

discovered in or near a village called Deulbadi situated 

about 14 miles outh of Comilla in the district of Tippera7°. 

The date of the Khadga Kings of Samatata can only be 
• • 

determined by a study cf the Palaeography in the Ashrafpur 

plates 71 • There are divergences of opinion among scholars 



47 

about the date of the inscriptions. According to G.M.Iashkar 

who edited these plates, suggests on palaeographic conside-

rations that these the inscriptions may be dated to be 3th 

or 9th Century A.D. R.D.Banerjee assigned it to the 9th or 

10th Century A.n?3R. C. 1-iajumdar holds that the dynasty 

established its supremacy almost immediately after Harsha's 

time74. h. G. Basak also supports the view75 • N.K.Bhattasali 
·,,,_(N(f 

believes that the Khadga inscriptionsAbe assigned to the 
• 

beginning of the 8th Century A.~ 

The script of the Ashrafpur plates and the Deulbadi 
• 

image inscriptions bear close resemblance to those of the 

A~had inscription of Adityasena and Dec-Baranark inscription 

of Jivitagupta II of the later Gupta dynasty and Khalimpur 

plate. From a comparative study of the Khalimpur and 

Ashrafpur plates, it is evident that the scribe of latter 

was not an expert in his art like that of the former and the 

letters have not been so finely incised and nicely arranged. 

and that led ~erne scholars to assign it to 10th Century A.D. 

So from the comparative study of the above inscriptions, the 

ashrafpur plates may be rightly placed tc the latter half 

of the 7th and the beginning of the dth Century A.n.76 

The inscriptions of the Khadgas show that they ruled . 
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From the two AShrafpur copper plates of Devakhadga 

and Bajaraja respectively, we know the names of the Kings 

- -like Khadgodyama, Jatakhadga, Devnkhadga and Rajaraja. -· . . . 
The plate of Itajaraja mentions the name of Udirana Khadga . . 
as belonging to the royal family 73 • ~e ds not know anything 

about the predecessors of Khadgodyama and successors of 

Rajaraja. We are not in a position to say whether Udirana 

was an ancestor of Devakhadga79 • 
• 

The extent of the sway of these Kings is not known, 

but the absence of the titles of Paramount power such as 

'.Paramabhattaraka' .Paramefvara indicates that they were 

feudatory Kings. Kha~godyama is called 'nripadhiraja' in 
• 

the Deulbari inscription of this queen. We know that the 

Ratas who were 'Prapta- Panchamahafabda' , (i.e. feudatories) 

also refers to their •adhirajya' and •samanta Chakra'. 

Devakhadga's seal attached to the Ashrafpur grant doe.s not 

prove anything as we have records with seals of subordinate 

rulers (cf the Mallasarul grant). It would be judicious tc 

assume that the Khadgas were semi-independent feudatories 

like their contemporaries, the Ratas of Samatata. On the 

other hand the Ashrafpur grant of Rajaraja speaks of a piece 

of land previously granted by the 'Brihat Parames"vara' 
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(literally the great master) which appears tc indicate a 

l. ll . Bo monarch to whom they possibly owed their nomina a eglance • 

It appears that the extension of authority of Kamarupa rulers 

over south east Bengal did net last long. Its King Bhashkaravarman 

in alliance with Harsha undoubtedly achieved some victory 

over Gauda, but the authority seems to have ended with his 

I~ I 
death. It may be that the authority of Gauda which suffered 

a setback for a short time was re-established. There are 

evidences to shew that the Gaudas became powerful enough to 

32 repulse the later Guptas from Hagadha • The above consideration 

shows that they were the feudatories of the Gauda King but 

they star ted ruling seuii- independently after the temporary 

f~ll of the Gauda authority caused by the attack of the Kings 

of Kanauj and Kamarupa in the second quarter of the 7th 

93 Century A.D. 

The Khadgas were Buddhist and pursued a policy of 

toleration towards ether religions sects. The word -

nripadhiraja (overlord cf rulers) in the Sarvani image . . 
inscription ascribed to Khadgcdyama indicates that he for . 
the first time in his dynasty made successful attempt 

tc establish his sway in East Bengal. The second King 

Jatakha~ga, son of Khadgcdyama is described as " having 

annihilated his enemies by means of his prowess just as 
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wind destroys a straw, an elephant a number of horses". 

The third King Devakhadga who was the donor cf the grant . 
is stated in the image inscription as 1 danapati~ (as 

maker of donation) 1Jitarikhadgah (i.e. possessing a . . 
sword which could subdue his fees). The Kingdom of Deva-

khadga was marked by peace and happiness. He is said to 

have subdued his enemies and had under him a large number 

of feudatories. It appears that the Ratas ~riginally 

ruling in Sama ta ta, seem to have been defeated by the . 
Khadga King Devakhadga. The above con-clus icn may be made 

> 0 

from the information that Ashrafp.ur copper plate grants cf 

King Devakhadga were issued from the royal residence at 

Karmanta which may have been the capital of the Khadgas • . 
D. C. Sircar, however, on the authority cf the Kai1an. 

copper plate of iridharanarata of Samatata suggests that 
0 • 

about the middle of the seventh Century when the Khadgas 

were ruling the Dacca region of vanga, the Ratas were 

holding sway ever samatata and very soon Devakhadga subdued . . . 

84 
the Ratas and annexed Samatata • The rise cf the first 

King Khadgodyama in the first quarter of the 7th Century 

A.D. Coincides with the end cf the reign cf King Samacha-

radeva of Vanga Samata~a belonging to a Brahmanical family. 

The account cf Hiuentsang also corroborates the existence 

of a Brahmanical dynasty in Samatata. The Hahakuta pillar 



inscription35 of the western Chalukyan King Ranavik:ranta 

(C. 601 - 02 A.D.) records that Klrtivarman I defeated 

Kings of Vanga, Anga, Kalinga, va thlra and Nagadha. If 

it is true that the Chalukya King successfully invaded 

Vanga, it might have damaged the career of Samacharadeva 

36 which was soon taken advantage by Khadgodyama . The . 
chronology of the Khadga Kings as reconstructed by 

D. C. Sircar is as follows. Khadgodyama(615- 35),Jatak-

hadga (635 - 55), Devakhadga (655 - 75), Rajaraja or . . 

.~:_,;u 

The Chinese pilgrim It-Sing visited ~ · __ about 
I\ 

the last quarter of the 7th Century A.D. It is learnt 

from his description that fifty six Chinese Buddhist 

pilgrim came to India in the second half of the same 

century and one of them Sheng-Chi found Rajabhatta 
' c 

ruling over Samatata88 . Scholars are inclined to ide-. 
ntify Rajabha~a with King Rajaraja or Rajaraja~a~a, 

son of Devakhadga8~ It is apparent from the suggestion 

that according to I-Tsing, King Rajabhata of S.amatata 

was a great patron of Buddhism. More than 4ooo Buddhist 

monks are said to have been living in the capital of 

Samatata and enjoying royal patronage during his rule, 
• 
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though only a few years before Sheng-Chi and I-tsing, 

Hiuentsng found only 2000 .auddhist monks in Samatata . . 
R8jabhatta•s munificence towards the cause of Buddhism . . 
is apparent in his grant of land as a crown prince. 

Hence, there is no wonder that he would continue his 

charity even after coming to the throne90 . It is learnt 

from I-tsing that a certain Buddhist temple was situated 

40 Yojanas (about 240 miles) east of N~landa9 1 was 

originally founded by ~r1gupta, and when I-tsing visited 

the country the area formed a part cf the dominion of 

Devavarman, the King of eastern India92 . This Deva-varman 

has been identified with Devagupta of the Later Gupta 

dynasty of Magadha93 • It may be mentioned that the temple 

was undoubtedly situated in Halda (Pundravardhana), and .. 
not in Hagadha, the home territory of the later Guptas, 

which is placed by I-tsing in Hid India94 and not in 

Eastern India. Thus R. C. Majumdar holds that Devavarman 

may more reasonably be identified with Devakhadga95. nut 

others locate the China vihara some where about Halda 

district of Bengal and there is no proof of the extension 

of Khadga rule over the Malda region96 • 

The fact that the name of Khadga sounds un-Indian 
J 

and that a caste of that name can be traced in Nepal has 
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led B.. C. Hajumdar to presume that the Khadgas may be . 
identified with the Khadgas whose existence may be 

traced as early as the 14th Century A.D. and the dynasty 

of the Kha~gas came to east Bengal in the train of the 

Tibetans and the Nepalese invasions during the trouble-

some days that followed the death of Harshavardhana97. 

But it must be said that there is no proof to connect 

- 93 the Khadga dynasty with Nepal • 

The dynasty of the Khadgas is remembered for its 
• 

religious toleration. The Deulbadi 5arvani image inscr-

iption of D.:!va-Khadga's queen Prabriavati informs that 

she caused the image 5arvani to be covered with gold . 
leaves out of veneraion for the Goddess. The Khadgas were 

all devout Buddhists, but at the same time they did not 

feel it irreligious in any way to pay reverence to a 
SiLL*:" 

Goddess who must have belonged to the Brahman i cal . 
;, 

All these clearly show that we must revise our idea 

the Buddhists and the Hindus of ancient days as two 

communities shut up in watertight compartments99. 

of 

The circumstances that led to the decline of the 

Kha~gas after Rajabhatta are at present wrapped in . . 
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obscurity. very little is known regarding the state of 

Karmanta after the fall of the Khadgas by the Deulbadi , 

(Camilla) inscription100 • ACCording to the tradition 

recorded by the Tibetan monk Tarana th the Chandra dyn-

as ty was ruling in Vaflga as early as the middle of the 

7th Century A.D. and its last two rulers Govichandra 

and Lalitachandra reigned during the last part of the 

8th Century ~.D. It is probable that Govichandra sub-

dued the Khadgas and established the supremacy of the 

101 Chandra dynasty • On the other hand Hr. Phay ore has 

recorded another tradition according to which f1aha-t-

aing-tsandra who was the first king of the krakanese 

Chandra dynasty, ascended the throne in 733 A.D. If we 

accept the tradition it is possible that the Chandra 

dynasty supplanted the Khadgas in Eastern Bengal, and 
• 

in that case the descendants of Rajabhatta continued .. 
to reign for 100 years more in Karmanta and swept away 

by the Chandra Kings of Arakan by the end of the 3th 

102 Century A.D. 

On the basis of the statement of Taranatha, it 

may be inferred that Yafovarman invaded Vanga and it 

is, perhaps likely that the Vanga King opposing Yaio-

varman was a Kha~ga King Who possessed a strong army 

including elephant forces at his com1nand~o3 The people 
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had patriotic spirit and the victory of Yaiovarman broke 

the heart of the people of Vanga and made them extremely 

104 I unhappy • The supremacy of Ya~ovarman over Va~ga was 

however shortlived • 

.Again, the copper plate inscription of King .3ha-

vadeva of the Deva dynasty shows that the Khadgas could 

not retain tneir hold on the heart of the Samatata cou-

ntry for a long time and tl1a t they were driven cut by 

the De vas of Sarna ta ta some time about the beginning of 

the 3th Century A.D. The Khadga power in Va~ga collaps

sed as a result of the invasion of Yafovarman of Kanauj 

in the second quarter of the same Century A.D. 105 I t 

paved the way for the establishment of the power of 

Gopala sometime about the middle of the 8th Century 

A.D. It is not definitely known when exactly the Samatata 
• 

- 106 was annexed to the empire of the Falas • We know from 

sources how the Falas flourished first in Vanga 1?7 
According to Tibetan tradition Gcpala was originally King 

of Bhangala (i.e. Vangala) and later on he conquerred the 

the neighbouring Kingdom of Samatata103 • 
• 

The Deva Dynasty of Samatata 

e t f' ' 
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and Bhavadeva wnich have been excavated at ~alvan Vihara, 

unveil the history of a new dynasty called the Devas in 

~amatata107 • Two of these plates of King £ri Anantadeva 

and Bhavadeva have been fo.und in the talmai-Nainamat1 

ridge near Camilli of which one of the Mainamatl platas 

d d d t b d . h d110 is in bad con ition an coul no e eclp ere • 

At present we know very little about the four deva 

rulers. It appears from the Hainamatl plates that iri-ian-

tideva was the first ruler of the dynasty and of whom very 

1 1 1 little is known from other sources . It is evident from 

the ASiatic Society Plate of Bhavadeva that vlradeva was 

the first King of his time. The verse 2 of the Bhavadeva 

plate describes how King viradeva resembled Achyuta, i.e. 
\f\~V,VN 

I 

.. in the matter of subduing enemies. The next verse 

introduces as with Viradeva•s son Aanandadeva and his 

achievements have been described in verses 4 - 5. T h e 

verse 10 describes the achievements of King Bhavadeva who 

was the son and successor of ianandadeva. Many of the 

passages describing Xanandadeva and Bhavadeva cannot be 

decipher_:ed .r:;roperly. The _portion which have been decip-

112 hered do not offer any detail history of the dynasty • 

Thus from the three inscriptions we come across names of 
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four generation of rulers -

drl s'antideva 

iri vlrade va 

iri .Anandadeva 

j 113 Sri Bhavadeva-

The King Bhavadeva has been described as a Parama 

aaU£ata. An interesting epithat 1Abhinava-mriganka 1 which 

has been suggested by the ~egand •iri Abhinavamriga~ka' 

on the seal attached to the Bha vade va plate was probably 

Viruda of King Bhavadeva who issued the grant. ~11 the . 
Kings of the dynasty appears to have independent status 

which is evident from the imperial title of 'Paramefvara, 

Pararnabha t taraka, Haharaj adhiraj a I • 
• • 

It is very difficult to determine the date of the 

plates as none of the plates do clearly indicate the 

ruling tenure of the dynasty. D. C. Sircar holds that 

they may be placed, on the ground of palaeography to the 

114 3th Century ~.D. On the basis of careful comparison 
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of the character of the letters with those of the Tippera 

plate of Lokanatha 11 5, the Kailan plate of ir1dharanarata, 116 
• 
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tQe inscriptions of the Kha~ga Kings, the inscriptions of 

- 113 d h · · d. t S . t b 1. nf Dharmapala an 1s 1mme 1a e successor , 1 may e " -

erred that Bhavadeva grant may be placed to a date later 

than that of .Lokanatha, s'rldharanarata and the Khadga . . 
Kings Deva Khadga and Rajaraja. They all flourished in the . 
latter half of the 7th Century A.D. and Bhavadeva grant may 

be placed to a date of the early Falas. On the basis of the 

arguments of~. N. Chakraborty about the Development of 

the Bengali Alphabet11 9, the inscription of Bhavadeva which 

employs the third and fourth transitional forms of ci) the 

present inscription may be placed to a date later than the 

middle of the 9th Century A.D. But the theory is refuted on 

the ground that the Kailan grant of iridharana used the 

similar form of ci) but he belonged to the latter half of 

the 7th Century A.D. 120 

ACCording to F. A· Khan, the Devas flourished not 

long after the Khadgas and on the ground of close resem-. 
blance of the Hainamati plate scripts with the Later 

Gupta scripts, the De vas may be assigned to a time between 

the last part of the 7th and the middle of the 3th Centu

ries121. The 'imitation Gupta• gold coins issued by Kings 

of the Dava dynasty appear to be the 3th Century .t • • D. 

A. H. Dani holds that on Palaeographic ground the t1ainamati 



plates may be compared with the Khalimpur plate of Dharma-

- 122 t ld b pala • Thus en the basis of Falaeography, i wou e 

more reasonable to place the Bhavadeva plates to the 2nd 

half of the 8th Century and D.C.Sircar is inclined to 

sup port the view. 123 

Now a question naturally comes to our mind as to 

how did the dynasty capture political power and how long 

they asserted this h~ld. We know that the Khadgas of 

Va~ga with their headquarter in the present Dacca dist-

rict and the Ratas of Samatata with their headquarter at . 
Devaparvata owing allegiance to the King of Gauda, began 

to rule semi-independently wnen the power of Gauda decl-

ined as a result of the invasions of Harshavardhana of . 
Kanauj and Bhashkara varman cf Kacnaru_pa. It is learnt that 

the Ratas of ~amatata and the Khadgas of Va~ga asserted 

their independence in the second half of the 7th Century 

A.D. and shortly after that the heart of Samatata was 

captured by the Khadgas as is evident from the description 
• 

of the Chinese pilgrim I-tsing who found Samatata under . 
the rule of the Khadga dynasty. The Khadgas could but 

• • 

retain their hold for a long time as they were deiven out 

by the Devas sometime about the beginning of the 8th 

124 Century A.D. 
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It is not possible at present to determine the exact 

period of their rule and it seems that they were contempor-

aries of the early palas. The length of the reign of four 

Deva rulers cannot be ascertained definitely with the help 

of sources at our possession at present. ~ period of about 

50 to 60 years may tentatively be assigned to them and they 

might have ruled in South-Eastern Bengal during the time 

from 750 - Boo A.D. 125 

There is very little information available to us 

from the three copper plates to ascertain the extent of 

tbe empire of the Devas. He had probably headquarters in 

the Camilla region but appear to have beld sway over the 

Samatata (Noakhali - Tippera region) which have been in-
• 

dicated by the possession of Feranatana Vi~~ya mentioned 
\1 V.),-vO'-'<f-0~ 

also in the Ashrafpur plates of the Khadgas and the · .. _ -~ 

Guptinatana in &amatata found in the Kailan grant of 

i'r1dhara~c.rata. It has been suggested that Devaparavata 

was the Capital of the ruling family. T'he description of 

Devaparvata reminds us of similar description of the city 

in the Kailan grant of i'ridharc>.narc.ta, the King of Same:.tata . . 
The river Kshiroda encircled the city of Devaparvc.ta, acco-

ding to the Kailan inscription, is also mentioned in the 

present inscription as the holy river Kshlroda en the bank 



of which the city of Devaparvata way lying. We have come to 

know that the huge monastic establishment with a very large 

tank near .Kotila Hura site (in the Hainamati hills) which 

is called Inanda haje's palace apparently bears the name 

of the third ruler of the Deva dynasty 126 • Regarding the 

decline of the Deva dynasty, very little information have 

been supplied by the copper plate grant of Anantadeva and 

Bhava.deva. we are to depend completely en our assumption. 

It is learnt that the Khadga power collapsed as a result 

of the in vas ion of Yai'ovarman of Kana uj in the second q u-

arter of the 3th Century, thus paving the way fer the 

establishment of the power of Gopala I in va~ga about the 

middle of the dth Century A.D. ~e do not know definitely 

when actually Samatata was annexed tc rising empire of 
• 

the Balas, but it was possibly conquerred by Gopala I 127. 

It is now generally believed that Gopala I, the fcunder 

of the Fala dynasty consolidated his position ever the 

~hole of Bengal and his son and successor could not have 

carried on victorious campaigns upto Punjab unless he had 

inherited from his fc.ther at least the consolidated 

K . d f B - 123 d . 1ng om c enga1 • Accor 1ng to Tibetan source Gcpala I 

was originally the King of Bha~gala country no doubt indi-

.. 
eating Vanga and it may be Euggested that it was he who 
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conquerred the Samatata country defeating the Devas. So 

the conclusion is that the rule of the dynasty came to 

an end not long after the rule of Bhavadeva who issued 

the charter and the Samatata country passed to the Balas. 

The Dynasty of Kantideva in Harikela 

An inscription of Kantideva belonging to the 9th 

Century A.D. and discovered somewhere at Chittagong has 

brought tc light the history of a new dynasty in Hari

kela129. The inscription being edited by D.C.Bhattacharyya 

and J. N. Sikdar13° is not available to us and some hist-

orical facts have not been dealt here. D.C.Bhattacharyya 

and J.N.S.ikdar hold that the Cllittagong inscription may be 

d - f - 131 place earlier tnan the Ghosrawa inscription o Devapala. 

and the dynasty may be assigned to 750- 350 A.D. 132 . But 

the view has been rejected by R.C.Majumdar who on Palaeo-

graphic consideration has assigned the plate to the 9th 

133 Century A.D. D. C. Sircar Oll the other hand holds that 

on Palaeographic grounds the Chittagong plate may be placed 

to the 3th or the 9th Century A.D. 

The inscription informs us of three generations of 
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Buddhist family. the first name is Bhadradata or Bhadradatta. 



-~-

He was a devout Buddhist and defeated his enemies. His 

son was Dhanadatta who was a Brahmanical Hindu though 

he is wrongly believed tc have been a Buddhist. He 

married Vindura ti who was a devotee of Siva. and a dau-

ghter of a great King. The issue of the marriage was 

Kantideva who has been styled as Paramasaugata, Para

meivara and Naharajadhiraja. It is possible as suggested 

by R. C. Naj umdar in his History of Ancient Bengal that 

he gave up his family surname Datta after possibly 

inheriting his maternal grandfather Bhavadeva's Kingdom 

of Devaparvata. It is evident that neither his father 

ncr his grandfather was a King and he might have inher-

i ted his throne from his rna te rnal grand father or carved 

out independent Kingdom for himself. Kantideva•s maternal 

grandfather has been identified with Bhavadeva of the 

ASiatic Society plate or with the latter's immediate 

successor and it appears that Kantideva was originally of 

a ruling family of liarikela or Sylhet region, but he 

inherited a big Kingdom in South-East Bengal from his 

134 maternal grandfather who was a ruler of Samatata. 

It has been learnt from the Kantideva •s plate that 

his Kingdom was situated in the South-Eastarn Bengal. 
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The charter was issued from the city of Vardrtac1anapura 

and addressed to the future, rulers cf Harikela mandala . . . 
The term Harikela mandala in the Kantideva plate has 

directed D.C. Bhattacharyya and J.N.5ikdar to think 

that he was only a local chief of a small territory 

(Nandala) which subsequently developed durin~ the supremacy .. 
of the Chandra dynasty and lent its name to the whole 

of East Bengal 135. But the above view has been refuted 

by R. C. Majumdar that mandala does not definitely denote 

a small territory. The term also denoted big Kingdom as 

1'6 evident from the ex~ression 'Gauda mandala ~ and . 
•varendrlmandala 11 37. Therefore, as F;.C.i,Jajumdar refers, 

the Harikela mandala may denote Southern and Eastern 

Bengal anc tnere is possibility of the conquest of 
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vardhamanapura by a Vaflga King. Itsing states that Harikela 

was the eastern limit of Eastern India139 . According to 

Chinese map rlarikela comprises the coastal region between 

S.amatata and Orissa. The Lexicogra_I;her Eernachandra is of 
• 

the opinion that rlarikela may Je identified witl1 vatJga]39 

In the Ma'nju:lrimulakalpa, Vat'lga, Samatata c.nd Harikela are 

mentioned as distinct localities 140 • According to two 

manuscripts preserved in the Dacca University Library, 

Harikela, a variant of Harikala is synonymous with .Sylhe t ]4 1 
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It may be assumed, therefore, that like many other 

geographical terms Harikela was used both in broader as 

a synonyaJ of Variga and in a shorter sense to denote 

various parts cf it. 

·rhe Kingdom ever which Kantideva ruled must be 

located in va~ga though its exact position is difficult 

to determine. Another name 111hat is found in the Kantideva 

grant is vardhamanapura, a 111ell known city in West Bengal 
--------· 

which gave the name vardhamanabhukti tc a territorial-

division in West Bengal. 

Thus it is evident ffom the above information, as 

suggested by R. c. t1ajumdar, that Kantideva was probably 

the ruler of Vanga and had ccnquerred a portion of West 

Bengal right uptc Burdwan. Of course this is a tentative 

theory based on insufficient data available at present. 

There is nc doubt that Vardhamanapura was probably the 

capital. of Kantideva and it was situated somewhere in 

the eastern and 5outh-E~stern Bengal, althoubn, it is 

sometimes suggested, without any justification whatsoever 

that it is no ether than the present Burdwan in South 

West Bengal. 

Now regarding the decline of the dynasty very little 

_! -- .J:'I_ ---- .J....: - -- 1-- -- 1-. -- ~ 1.:_-J L.~- ------------,c-o __ _ 1 ,_ -I_ ., , 



have to depend purely on assumption. i-'ccordint::; to D. C. 

Sircar, after the rule of the Deva dynasty, its dominion 

passed to the Chandras about the end of the 9th Century 

A.D. It is known from sources that the Chandras of 

Rohitagiri, establishing themselves in Chandradvlpa in 

the Buckerganj region of Southern Bengal, flourished 

about the middle of the 10th Century A.D. Its first King 

Trailokyachandra claimed to be the mainstay of the fort

une of the .King of Harikeia, that is to say, a feudatory 

of Harikela King. Trailokyachandra•s description as 

" adharo - Harikela-raja-Kakuda-cchatra-smitanarn-i'riyadi I 

may be compared with 'Va~gi-Chalukya-rajyamula-Stambha' 
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an epithet of the feudatories of the Eastern Chalukyas 142 • 

It may be assumed that Trailokyachandra was a 

feudatory of the dynasty of Harikela Kings represented by 

Kantideva. whether this overlord was Kantideva or one of 

his immediate successor cannot be definitely determined. 

It is well known that his son irichandra who was called 

(Parames'vara, Paramabha~~araka Harllirajadhiraja, ruled 

over wide region of East Bengal including Vikramapura 

region as an independent King. Thus the Harikela Kingdom 

possibly including Va~ga and Samatata or at least a major 



part of it passed to the Chandras
143 • So it may be assumed 

that the power of the dynasty of Kantideva of Harikela 

collapsed as a result of the upheaval of the power of the 

Chandras in Vaflga-Samatata • 
• 

mdependent Kingdom of Jayan~ga of Gauda 

The death of iafanka was followed by the great 

political disaster in Gau~a. It, not only, shattered 

ialanka' s drear:1 of stable Gau~a empire, but also his 

Kingdom along with the Capital City Karna-~uvarna passed . . 
into the hands of .3haskaravarman, the King of Kamarupa. 
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The factors leading to the downfall are not known and very 

few facts of this dark period are available to us from 

different sources. From the accounts of Hiuen-tsang, we 

come across four Kingdoms in Bengal prope'r(Pundravardhana, 

Karnasuvarna, Samatata and T~mralipti) 144 • But the silence . . . 
of Hiuen-tsand about the political condition and the ruling 

Kings of these Kingdoms, though he mentioned the Capital of 

each of these Kingdoms, has ·led some scholars to think that 

the Kingdoms passed into the hands of Harshavardhana. The 

view has been rejected by some scholars 145. But R. G. Basak 



repeated the satne c..nd improved upon it by saying that 

these countries passed into tne nands of Harsha and 

Bhaskaravarman 146 • But is probable that the death of 

dalaflka del inked the North and West Bengal and within 

a few years both these Kingdoms were usurped by ahas-

karavarman and it has been confirmed by the fact that 

he made a grant from Karna-Suvarna, the Capitai of 

Gauda147. This may probably be confirmed by Beal•s 
• 

- . 148 
account on the life of Hiuen-tsana. 

Hence from the sources avaLi..able to us, it may 

be inferred that the death of ialaflka was marked by 

the disruption and disintegration of the empire and 

different petty States asserted their independence as 

a consequence of the absence of strong authority in 

Centre and that offered opportunity to Bhaskarvarman 

and Harsha to swoop down upon the region and control 

it. The political chaos of this region has been desc-

ribed, to some extent, to the 3uddhist worK. 'hrya-ma-

·nj us" ri-mulakalpa 1 • It has been stated, ".A.fte r the death 

of Soma, the Gauda Political ~ystem (Gau~a-tantra) was 

reduced to mutua~ distrust, raised weapons and mutual 
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Jealousy - one King for a week another for a month .; 

then a republican constitution - such will be the daily 

(condition) o,f the country on the bank of the Ganges 

where houses were built·on the ruins of monasteries. 

Thereafter Soma's (iafanka 1 s) sofi Mlnava will last for 

. 149 
8 months 5t days". 

The Xrya-manjuirl-mulakalpa in the following 

passage refers to a King Jayanaga of Gauda. K.P.Jayaswal 
• 

to be the name of the King and regards·him as belonging 

to the Bharafiva dynasty 151• ACcording to R. G. Basak, 

it will not be out of place to connect iala~ka with 

another King of Karnasuvarna named Jayanaga whose Vappa-. . 
152 . 

ghoshavata grant was published by Barnet • The epigraph, 
• 

written in the character of the wellformed upright Gupta 

type prevailing in the later half of the 6th Century A.D 

informs that Jayanaga came into prominence in the second 

half of the 6th Century A.D. The title Haharajadhiraja 

assumed by Jayanaga of the Vappaghosavata grant indicates 

that Jayanaga was an indep~ndent King.He was also styled 

as Paramabhagavata. The seal of the plate contains in an 
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effaced condition the standing figure of Lakshmi or 

Sri with two elephants making Kumbhabhisheka. But 

in the Halijutrlmulakalpa, we find a clear mention 

not only of a Gauda King of the name of Jayanaga 
. . 

ruling at such a time, but also the name of a city 

called Udumbara over which Jayanaga's Samanta Nara-

yana bhadra was administering. It has been stated 
• 

in the work that there was a Gaud a King whose name began 
• 

with 1Jaya 1 and ended with 'Naga•. It is obvious that 

Jayanaga referred to in the Vappaghoshavata as ruling 
f • 

Karnasuvarna, is described as a Gauda King in this 

Buddhist treatise just as ia/anka is described by the 

Chinese traveller as King of Karnasuvarna. They have, 
• • 

both, been at the same time described by Bana and the 

author of the Buddhist work as a King of Gauda. 153 The 
0 

date of Jayanaga cannot be ascertained with precision, 

but judging from his coins and inscription~ he may be 

154 placed within the period from 550 - 650 A.D. The 

alphabets of the inscriptions seem to be earlier than 

·' those used in the Ganjam plate of l~dhavaraja of 619 A.D. 

and in the Nidhanpur plate of Bhaskaravarma.n. 155 on the 
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basis of the tradition recorded in the lrya-mar(julri-mulakalpa, 
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we may assume that when the anarchy and confusion caused 

by the in vas ion of Bhas kara varman ended and the· attempt 

of a son of iaianka to ascend the throne ended in vein, 
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the Kingdom passed into the hands of Jayanaga. According 

to R.G.BasaK, the Ha"f]'jufri. mulakalpa makes Jayanaga almost 

a successor of ~a/anka, but in our opinion, he and his son 

preceded iafanka as Kings of Karnasuvarna
156 . But Basak . . 

gives no reason and in absence of more reliable sources of 

information, it is better to accept the tradition recorded 

in the Buddhist work. BasaK refers to a son of Jayanaga,but 

.Arya-maD'jui'rimulakalpa refers to a son o.f ialanka and not of 

Jayanaga. It is just possible that Jayanaga ruled after the 

death of iaianka and before the conquest of Karnasuvarna by . . 
Bhaskaravarman. It is difficult to say anything ~efinitely 

on the chronological position of these two Kings from Palae-

ographical consideration as the inter~al between them appears 

to be very short 157• We may glean some information about 

-Jayanaga from some coins which closely resembles that of 

ialanka. The co ins bear 9n the obverse the abb re via ted nal!le 

'Jaya• and on the reverse a seated I.akshwl with an elephant 

sprinkling water on her158 . S.ome of the places referred in 

the Vappaghoshavata grant have been identified differently 
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by different s.c.holars. Karr:asuvari)a, the ancient Capital 

of Gaud a has been identified by H. Beveridge with . 
Rangama ti near Hurshidabad 159. On the bas is of the ob-se-

• 

rvatiqn of s. K. Chatterjee, Lionel D. Barnett identifies 

. the following places. The ~nginika of the inscription 

seems to be the river Jalangl, a branch of the Padma 

or the Ganges which unites with Bhagirathl near Nadiya. 

Vappaghoshavata would be li~ely village name in Southern 

Mgrshidabad and Nadiya where there was much cattle 

breedirig160 • So it is confirmed from the above that he 

ruled over Birbhum and Murshidabad district, but the. 

extent of his Kingdom or any other detail of his reign 

is not known to us. 
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We know nothing about any other member of the royal 

family and what happened after the downfall of Jayanaga • 

We know only that there was political chaos and confusion 

in Eastern India for more than a Century after that caused 

by the death of Harsha, the usurpation of his Kingdom by 

his minister and the strange military adventures of the 

Chinese envoy Wang-Hiue_n-tse:..· 
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