
Chapter I: 

Early Historical background and foundation of the Koch 

Dynasty: 

The vast regionto the northeast of India between the foothill of the eastern 

Himalaya Mountain ranges and extreme North of Bengal, where the Koches 

established their kingdom in the beginning of the 16*̂  century, under the leaderships of 

Biswa Singha nominally and king Naranarayan formally, is known in various names 

since the historical age. This is region also witnessed the mixing of different ethnic 

groups of various cultures, seen the ebb and flow of many dynasties and political 

evolution since the early historical age. In the present chapters a concise out line of 

the names of the region, physical features, political development and evolution of the 

region as well as racial identities of the Koches drawn upto 16'*̂  century. This would be 

helpful for the better understanding of the reign of king Naranarayan as well as various 

aspects of the contemporary history of the region. 

Names of the region from Historical Perspectives: 

The archaeological excavations, inscriptions, coins other literary sources like the 

Ramayana, the Mahabharata, Puranas, Tantra Literatures, chronicles {Buranjis 

,Rajoupakhyans and Wansavalis etc.) have proved the early human activities, 

settlements of different ethnic groups, growth of civilizations and the rise and fall of 

many dynasties in the region. These sources including the Persian writings and the 

writings of European travelers have conferred different names to the region. That are 

'Pragjyotisha', 'Kamarupa', and 'Lauhltya' up to 13̂ ^ century and there after 'Kamata' 

or Kamatapur , 'Kamru' alias 'Chaulistan' and 'Couch' or 'Koch' or 'Kochbehar', in 

course of historical development . In some sources, even two or three above-

mentioned names occurred simultaneously to denote a particular region or some 

times to denote two/three different sub-regions. Some modern scholars have named 

the region as 'Pragjyotish -Kamarupa' and 'Kamta-Koch (Behar)'^. However, it is fact 

from all the evidences that ail the names aenerally indicate, the samq region Le. the î 
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A we have to proceed carefully to identify the names of the region and its changing 

pattern from ancient time. 

Pragjyotish, Kamarupa and Lauhitya: 

The earliest name of the region is Pragjyotish with its capital at Pragjyotishpur , 

occurred in the Ramayana^'^, the Mahabharata^, Both the epics refer to Naraka , the 

mythological king of 'Pragjyotish' who had his capital at 'Pragjyotishpur'. Occasional 

references to 'Pragjyotish' 'Kamarupa' and others may be found in many Puranas^ In 

the eady stage, the classical secular writings like Raghuvamsam of Kalidas (5*̂  

century AD )*, Bhhat-samhita of Barahamihir (5"̂  century AD )̂ , Dasal<umarcharita of 

Dandi (6*̂  century AD)^, Harsha-charita of Banabhatta (7"" century AD)^, Trikanda' of 

Purushottama (7"̂  century AD.)* Kabyamimansha of Rajsekhar (9"̂  century AD)^ and 

Abhidhanachintamoni' of Hemendra (12*̂  century AD)"*", etc also named the region 

as Pragjyotish or Pragjyotishpur with other names like 'Kamarupa' and 'Lauhitya'. 

The 'Raghuvamsam' of Kalidas refers to the two countries that are Pragjyotish and 

Kamarupa lying to the east of the Lauhitra'*'' and the Bhhat-samhita of Barahamihir, 

refers to three countries, that are 'Pragjyotish', 'Kamboja' and 'Lauhitra' in the 

region"* .̂ However, the 'IHarsha-charlta' of Banabhatta (7**̂  century AD.) and the 

'Trikanda' of Purushottama [1^ century AD.) " mentions that 'Pragjyotish' and 

'Kamarupa' are the two different names of the same place or region 

'Abhidhanachintamoni' of Hemendra, a Jaina lexicographer (12**̂  century AD) says, 

"the Pragjyotish are the Kamarupa" ̂ '*. Kavya Mimansa of Rajasekhara (9^^ century 

AD) refers to Pragjyotisha as a country and Kamarupa as a mountain^^. B. K. Barua, 

with reference from the Kalika Purana, a work 10'*̂  century AD, described "that 

immediately after Naraka of Mithlla became king and was placed in charge of the 

goddess Kamakhya, the name of the land was changed from Pragjyotish to 

Kamarupa"^^. 

Some inscriptions also made references of Pragjyotish or Pragjyotishpura. 

Balavarma's (9th century AD) Nowgong grant refers to 'Pragjyotishpura'^^ Indrapala's 

(11*^ century AD) copper plate inscriptions also refer to 'Pragjyotish' \N\VC\ the name of 

other places'**. Ratnapala (11**̂  century AD) in his Bargaon grant placed himself as 

"...the delight of Kamarupa" and "the ruler of Pragjyotish" (Kamarupanandi and 

Pragjyotishadhipati) ̂  ̂  
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The first historical reference to Kamarupa occurred in the Allahabad Prasasti of 

imperial Gupta king Samudragupta of 4'̂  century AD^°. The oldest of all inscriptions of 

Kamarupa's rulers, Bhaskaramarma's copper plate inscription (4̂ *̂  century AD), which 

issued from Karnasuvarna, also bears the name Kamarupa ^^ There are many 

references to 'Kamarupa' in the most of the literary sources, which have already been 

mentioned. Moreover, we have occasional references of 'Kamarupa' in the Kalika 

Purana (10"" century AD) ^̂ , the Siva Purana^^, Vayu Purana ^ ,̂ and the YoginI Tantra 

(16*̂  century AD) ^ .̂ The secular writings of Banabhatta^^ (7'^ century AD), Chinese 

pilgrim Hiuen Tsiang "(7*"^ century AD) and the Persian writer Minhajuddin siraf^ and 

have referred to Kamarupa' in various ways. 

Therefore, from the above discussion it may be assumed that the earliest name 

of the region i.e. the Tista- Brahmaputra valley of north east India is Pragjyotish which 

continued up to 12'̂  century AD , some times alone and some times with other names 

like Kamarupa^^, Lauhltya^° and Kamboja^^. The name 'Lauhitya' might have given to 

the region as it is situated on the bank of the river Lauhitya (Brahmaputra) and that of 

the name 'Kamboja' as this region was populated by the Kirata tribes (Kombojas f^. 

At early stage, Kamarupa was a small territory (mandala) within Pragjyotish (Bhukti) ̂ .̂ 

According to the Abhidhanachintamonj" of Hemendra, a Jaina lexicographer (12'*̂  

century AD) Kamarupa is another name of Pragjyotisa^*. For this reason, we get 

some references with both the names that are Pragjyotish and Kamarupa, or some 

times more than two^^. Ultimately, Kamarupa comes in to prominence and denotes 

the whole of north-east India up to the Sadiya or the Tista- Brahmaputra valley of 

north east India. So it can safely be assumed that from 5**̂  century AD onward up to 

13'̂  century, both the names Pragjyotish and Kamarupa were in use in side by side 

and modern scholars of ancient times , named the region as 'Pragjyotish - Kamarupa' 

to avoid controversy^® 

About the origin of the name 'Pragjyotish' or 'Pragjyotishpura', there are 

different views. According to the Ramayana , in the pre-historic age , King Amurtaraja 

, elder brother of Kusanabha, grant father of Bisvamitra and son of Kusa founded the 

city Pragjyotish here (Here king Amurtaraja a great warrior, founded the city of 

Pragjyotish ^^ . In the Kalika Purana, a work of 10̂ ^ century AD., we read "Formerly 

Brahma staying here created the stars ; so the city is called 'Pragjyotishpura' a city 
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equal to the city of Indra" (Indrapurif^ and there is a tradition that in olden times 

astronomy (Jyotishsastra) was studied here or the territory famous for astronomy 

(Jyotishsastra). On this ground, Gait writes "Prag means former or eastern and jyotish 

a star, astrology, shining. Pragjyotishpura may be taken to mean the City of Eastern 

Astrology"'^. On the same ground, Khan Choudhuri Amanatulla Ahamed, writes 

(??T 'ar^ Oi'iwR)-̂ ' ^nw voif̂ Rvs 55^"*°. K. L. Barua accepts the etymological ground 

but reads it in different connotation. According to him, "It is significant that to the 

immediate east of the town of Gauhati there is a temple on the crest of a hill known as 

Citrachala, and this temple is dedicated to the Navagrahas or the nine planets. It is 

probable that this temple is the origin of the name Pragjyotishpura "*V According to 

Professor B. K. Kakati"*^ , 'Pragjyotish' seems to be connected with topographical 

features of the land , but not with any religious cult, and it originated from an Austric 

word 'Pagar-juh(jo)-tic (c'=Ch), which means a extensively high hill region . 

About the origin of the name 'Kamarupa', the main source of information, the 

Kalika Parana gives different version informations. According to one version, 

'Kamarupa' is associated with Kamadeva {Madan), the god of love (sex). Kama was 

send by the gods to put an end to God Siva's mourning after the death of his consort 

and to awaken in him again the passion of creation. He was burnt to ashes by the 

angry glance of god Siva, but later recovered his original form (rupa), hence the name 

Kamarupa'̂ ^. According other version of the Kalika Parana "the name Kamarapa 

originated from the Goddess Kamakhya, as another name of the Goddess is 

Kamarupa *". It is also occurs in the other Chapter, the Asuras Madhu and Danabha 

were killed by Brahma , then He and Bisnu worshipped Goddess Kali to kill Kesidaitya 

in a place called Pandunath near Pragjyotishpura . This place came to be known as 

Kamakhya from the tradition that Kama organ (joni) of the Body of Sati having fallen 

here^^. B. K. Barua with reference from the Kalika Purana (without details) described 

"that immediately after Naraka of Mithila became king and was placed in charge of the 

goddess Kamakhya, the name of the land was changed from Pragjyotish to 

Kamarupa'"*^ . Therefore, it can be assumed that Pragjyotish and Kamarupa are 

closely related and named as Pragjyotish - Kamarupa. 
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It is very hard to identify the exact extent and boundary of Pragjyotish-

Kamarupa with present sources of our information. The Puranic and Tantra literatures 

gave us wholesome idea about the extent and boundary of the Pragjyotish -

Kamarupa, from which we can just project an approximate extent and boundary of it. 

The Kalika Parana records that Kamarupa is to the east of the river Karatoya and the 

west of the river Lallta Kanta (Brahmaputra?)*^. The Yogini Tantra says about the 

boundaries of the Kamarupa in the following ways: 

uttarasyam kanjagirlh karatoya tu pascime I 

tirthasresttia diksunadi purvasyam mgirikanyake 1117 . 

daksine brahmaputrasya laksayah sangamavadfii I 

Kamarupa iti khyatah sarvasastresu niscitah I118 *° 

'the Kanjagirih , probably extended Kunchanjinga was in the north and the 

Karatoya river was in the western boundary of Kamarupa The Diksu (modern Dikhu 

river near Sibsagar) was the eastern limit and the confluence of the Laksa and the 

Brahmaputra was the southern limit of the Kamarupa'. The Assam Buranji composed 

by Haliram Dhekiyal Fukkan and translated in Bengali by Sri Yatindra mohan 

Bhattachariya*^ mentioned with the reference of Haragouri Sambad that Kamrupa 

(ancient Assam) covering the area in the east up to Dikkarbashini hill and on the west 

up to the Karatoya River had four pithas. Those are Ratnapitha -the Karatoya in the 

west up to the Sankosh in the east, Kamapitha -from the Sankosh in the west up to 

the Rupak river in the east; Swarnapitha up to the Vairaba river in the east and 

Sumarpitha - up to the Dikkarbashini hill. The Chinese pilgrim Hiuen Tsiang, who 

visited the court of Bhaskaravarman in 643 AD says the country was more than a 

myriad li or 1667 miles in circuit and it {Kamarupa) was situated more than 900 // or 

150 miles east of Pundravardhana ^°. In the Tang -shu, Kamarupa is described as 

being 1600 li to the west of Upper Burma beyond the black mountain ^\ 

On the other hand, modern scholar likes B. K. Barua, with references from the 

Ramayana and the Mahabharata describes the extent and boundary of Pragjyotish 

as " North of it seemingly lay tracts called Antargiri, Vahirgirl and Upagiri (Sabha) 

which appear to be the lower slopes of the Himalayas and the Terai ; and it was close 

to the mountains , for Bhagadatta is called Sailalaya (Stri) . It bordered on the Kiratas 

and cinas for they formed his retinue {Sabha, Udyoga) and it is even said he dwelt at 
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the Eastern Ocean (Udyoga); these marshy regions can only be the alluvial tracts and 

islands near the mouths of the Ganges and the Brahmaputra as they existed 

anciently"". Gopinath Bardoloi, the son of the soil, in his autobiography, named 

'Lokopriyo Gopinath Bardoloi—An architect of modern India' , also describes with 

same sources of information that " from the description of the Ramayana and the 

Mahabharata it would appear that the country stretched as far as the sea in the south , 

and it was also a hilly country . it was built on a golden crested mountain, which was 

64 Jojanas in extent, and stood abutted on the bottomless Varunalaya (sea). In the 

Mahabharata Bhagadutta, the king of Pragjyotish is called 'Sailalaya' (dwelling among 

the mountains) and it stated that his troops consisted of Kiratas, chinas and dwellers 

of seacoast. Therefore, it is quite clear that the mountains mentioned were Assam 

Ranges and the sea was the Bay of Bengal, which stretched up to-this hill ranges. In 

the west, its boundary was Karatoya or Teesta, to the east as far as present Darrang 

district of Assam"". He also describes, "Lower Bengal was not there in existence"^*. 

Thus ancient Pragjyotish -Kamarupa included whole of the Tista-Brahmaputra 

valley i.e. present nine districts of lower Assam , Northern part of Meghalaya , 

Rangpur (old) district of Bangladesh and Koch Behar and Jalpaiguri (part) districts of 

west Bengal . 

Kamta or Kamtapur Koch' or 'Kochbehar': 

With the beginning of the 13̂ *̂  century, a series of new names came into 

existence to denoting the whole of the region or part of it. On the coins of Goudeswar 

Sikender Sah (15*^ century), the northeastern part of Bengal is the country of "Kamru 

"alias "Chaulistan" and on the Hussain Shahi coins; we find the names of two 

countries, i.e. "Kamru" and "Kamata"^^. The "Kamru" might be a corrupted form of 

Kamarupa in the Persian writings .The "Chaulistan" might be a combined form two 

Persian words i.e. Chaul (rice ?)+ Stan (place). It might be due to production of huge 

amount of nee in this region. The other name "Kamata", "was a corrupt 

pronunciation of Kamada, which was the sanskritised name by which the 

autochthonous mother goddess was known in the Kalika Purana, her other names 

being Kama, Kamanga Kamakhya etc"^^. So from the name of the goddess Kamada, 

this region is known as Kamata or kamatapur in the mid of the 15'̂  century and the 

literary sources and historical records confirmed i t". The goddess Kamada has a 

-20-



derivative Isvari and the goddess is known as Kamadesvari, became in the popular 

tongue Kamatesvari, the supreme tutelary goddess of the Kamata or Kamatapura 

and following it , the kings took the title Kamatesvara and declared themselves as 

deputy of the goddess Kamatesvari, for the mother bestowed her temporal power on 

them^®. The Kamatapura was also the capital of the Kamata or Kamatapur kingdom. 

The extent and geographical boundary of the Kamata or Kamatapur kingdom might 

be demarcated as the Karatoya in the west, the river Manas in the east , the 

extended Himalayan foot hills in the north and Ghoraghat in the south with its capital 

at kamatapura situated on the bank of Dharia in present Koch Behar district of west 

Bengal^^. 

Another name of the region is 'Couch', 'Koch', or 'Koch Behar', which came into 

limelight .in the beginning of the 16**̂  century AD. There are many of opinions about 

the origin of the term 'Couch' or 'Koch' .In this connection it may mentioned here that 

the spelling of the term is not same every where . In 1585, Ralph Fitch, an English 

merchant spell out it as 'Couch'^°. The Tarikhi-i-Ferista, the Akbarnama, Tozoki-i-

jahangiri and Stephen cacella, a Portuguese traveler spell out it as 'Cocho'. By 

ignoring spelling of the various terms, we should precede with the single term of the 

Yogini Tantra i.e. 'Koch Behar' to identify the origin of the term. There are many of 

opinions about the origin of the term 'Koch' or 'Koch Behar'. Persian writer 

Minhajuddin Siraj in his book Tabaqat-i-Nasiri mentioned that mainly three tribes, 

namely Koch, Mech and Tharu ^\ inhabited this region. So it may have originated 

from the Koch tribe. According to the Padma Purana and the yogini Tantra, it is the 

place, where Mahadeva dallied with a daughter of a Koch woman and Kshatriyas took 

shelter in the lap {kol) of a Koch woman on the bank of Bagmati^^. The yogini Tantra 

also mentioned that the word 'Koch' derived from the word 'Kuvacha'. Therefore, it 

may be derived from the name of the Koch tribe. 

According to S. K. chatterji, " the word Koc for rather Komc) comes from a middle 

-Indo-Aryan source Kawoca written Kamoca which can be properly sanskritised as 

kamboja"^^ and he also says that " the Kambojas of Bengal are apparently the 

ancestors of the Koch people of north Bengal "^'^. 

According to another view, it originated from the of the 'Sankos 'river. In the 

Biswakosa, 'Sankos 'is considered synonymous with 'Koch'; alternatively, the word 

has been adapted from the 'Kos' portion of the river 'Sankos '^^. Therefore, it is the 
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land of Kos (Sankos) river. About the origin of the word, 'Behar', there are two views. 

According to the 'Rajapakhyan', the Koches wandered or played there® .̂ It was the 

abode or playing ground of the Koches and abode or playing ground means 

'Biharkhetra' i.e. Behar According to another view, it originated from Buddhist 

monasteries, which is known as Behar. Therefore, it is possible that the term 'Koch' 

may have originated either from the Koch tribe or from the river 'Sankos 'and the term 

'Behar', either from 'Beharkhetra' or Buddhist Behar (monastery). 

The Koches rise to power at the beginning of 16*̂  century and established the 

Koch dynasty, to which king Naranarayan belongs. The power and position of the 

Koch kingdom reached its climax during the reign of king Naranarayan. Details of his 

reign would be discussed in the succeeding chapters. 

Geographical area of the Koch kingdom: 

According to the Yogini Tantra, the Koch kingdom formally included ancient 

kingdom of Kamarupa extending from western part of the Brahmaputra valley up to 

the Karatoya®^ .̂ According to Khan Choudhary A. Ahamed , the Geographical area 

of the Koch kingdom under king Naranarayan , covered the whole North-East India 

up to Burma border and North-Eastern part of Bengal up to Tibet border. On the 

south and the West, he extended hegemony up Ghoraghat and Mithila or Tirhut 

border respectively^'. Srijukta H. N. Chaudhury in the beginning of the 20'^ century 

following the view of Gait^° observes that his conquest comprised "almost the whole of 

Northern Bengal, Bhutan and Assam as well as the modern States of Kachar, Jaintia, 

Manipur and Tipperah, extended up to the coast of the Bay of Bengal"̂ ® But it is 

exaggerated figure and it included the territories, where Koch expeditions were send, 

not the actual regions under the Koch kingdom. It is bordered by natural boundaries in 

the East by the Barnadi and the Brahmaputra River and in the west by the Karatoya 

River. In the North by Bhutan Duars i.e. present Indo- Bhutan border, as far as 

Rangamati (Joygong) of present Jalpaiguri district of West Bengal and the confluence 

of the Brahmaputra and the Karatoya in Rangpur districts of Bangladesh is considered 

as the southern border of the kingdom. In the present days political maps it included 

the whole Brahmaputra valley and its adjoining territories like sub-Himalayan Bengal 

i.e. Kochbeher, Jalpaiguri, and south Eastern part of Darjeeling districts of West 

Bengal and part of Dinajpur and Rangpur{ present Panchaghar Thakurgaon, 
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Nilphamari, Lalmonirhat, Khurigram and /?angpar Districts) districts of Bangladesh and 

Lower Assam's districts like Kokrajhar, Boingaon , DhubrI, Goalpara, Barpeta, 

Nalbari, Kamrupa, Darrang districts of Assam. 

The Koch kingdom during the reign of Naranarayan extended approximately 

between 25 ° 58" and 26 °35" north latitude and 88 ° 40" and 90 ° 56" east longitude. 

At the division of the kingdom in 1581, the Sankosh River was fixed as the eastern 

boundary of the Koch kingdom and named as Koch Behar. From 1581 AD to 1773 

AD, Koch Behar State had been a complete sovereign state and there after it became 

a princely state loyal to the English by an agreement between the English East India 

Company and Koch King Dharendra Narayan in 1773AD. At the time of India's 

partition and Independent, the size of the Koch kingdom again was reduced and in 

1950, Koch Behar became a.district of West Bengal by the merger Agreement Act of 

1949 between India and Koch Behar. 

Geographical features of the region: 

The region is full of various geographical components like rivers, hill streams, 

mountain ranges, mountain passes (duars), hillocks, foothills, marshlands, fertile plain 

track with slopes (from east to west and north to south) and dense evergreen forest. 

This beautiful strip of land seems to be the very lap of nature and well secured against 

all outside influences. The climate is humid and tropical and annual rain falls varied 

from 127-655 cms. This region is considered as the easternmost continuation of the 

Indo-Gangetic trough^° and is the land of the rivers Louhitya (Brahmaputra), the 

Trisrota (Tista) and other rivers. R. K. Barman described the region as 'Tista-

Brahmaputra valley, as the river Brahmaputra and it tributaries and the river Tista 

(Trishrota), are the heart of the river system of the region which in many ways played 

a significant role in socio-economic, cultural and political development of the region 

since the beginning of the historical period^V Other rivers like the Sankosh, the 

Karatoya, the Torsha, the Dharia, the Raidak, and the Bhairavi and the tributaries of 

the Brahmaputra like the Subansih, the Bharali, the Manas, the Gadadhar, the 

Barnadi etc. had made the river-net over the region, which also facilitated the 

communication, religions and cultural development. The Kalika Parana has 

highlighted the river system of the Kamarupa and important religious and trade 

centers on the riverbank, which are still existing^^. All the rivers and small streams flow 



either north to south or east to west, because the elevation or slope of land of the 

region also from east to west and north to south. On the north of the region, It is 

bordered by north-eastern frontier ranges or the eastern Himalaya mountain ranges, 

from where all the rivers except the Brahmaputra originated, followed towards south 

and south-west of the region due to a moderate slope towards south and south-west 

of the region. However, there were eighteen hill passes or duars around Bhutan, and 

that were the main trade routes to Bhutan from Bengal and Assam through this 

region". 

Foothills and fertile plain tract of the region produce large amount of crops like 

rice, fruits, pulses of different kinds, tobacco, oil-seeds, cottons etc., for the livelihood 

of the people of the region since the historical period. The tropical evergreen forests 

or jungles were full with wild animals, reeds, bamboos, canes, timbers natural fruits 

and medicinal herbs etc, which had helped the development of the occupations like 

hunting, fishing, cattle rearing and elephant catching etc. 

The region also the meeting ground of many ethnic groups from different parts of 

world. Many ethnic groups came here in different historical ages, inter-mingled 

themselves and formed a mixed ethnic identity of population of the region. 

Political evolution and Historical outline of the region from the historic times to 

the If" century AD: 

The region had seen the ebb and flow of many dynasties from the historic times 

up to the 16**̂  century AD. The mythological writings like the Ramayana, the 

Mahabharata, the Puranas and the Tantra literatures, others writings and epigraphic 

sources have given illustrious description in it. To understand the political evolution of 

the region, it will be discussed under two main heads i.e. the mythological age that 

includes the Danava and Naraka dynasties and the early historical age that begins 

with the establishment of the Varman dynasty by Pushya Varman in the mid 4th 

century AD and continued upto1l'^ century. 

The mythological age: 

The main sources of information about the mythological age are only the Hindu 

religious literature, which includes the Ramayana, the Mahabharata, the Kalika and 
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others Puranas and Yogini Tantra etc. It has no historical corroboration with other 

sources. 

The Danava / Asura Dynasty: 

According to the Ramayana, in the pre-historic age, King Amurtaraja, elder 

brother of Kusanabha, grant father of Visvamitra and son of Kusa founded the city 

Pragjyotish here and laid the foundation of the kingdom of Pragjyotish ^*. According to 

a deeply entrenched local tradition, the earliest rulers of Pragiyotisha belonged to the 

Danava I Asura dynasty, founded by Mairong Raja, Sanskritised as IVIahiranga 

Danava , who was definitely was a non- Aryan Kirata I tribal king and had .spread his 

influence over the entire land of Pragiyotisha^^. This dynasty is important because the 

political account of Pragiyotisha begin with it. His successors were Hatakasura, 

Sambarasura, Ratnasura and Ghatakasura ®̂. But we possess very little information 

about these Danava / Asura kings, except the information that the last king of the 

Danava / Asura dynasty, Ghatakasura was defeated and killed by a prince of Videha 

named Naraka, who founded the legendary Naraka Dynasty of Pragiyotisha '^. 

Naraka Dynasty: 

The Naraka dynasty is a mythological dynasty of Pragiyotisha that has been 

sourced to mentions in the Ramayana^^, the Mahabharata^^, the Kalika Purana^°, the 

Yogini Tantra^'^ and local lore. It is facts from the texts, that Naraka was the founder 

the dynasty, and was a contemporary of Banasura, the tribal king of Sonitpur (right 

bank of the Brahmaputra of Upper Assam). His birth is ascribed to the union of 

Vasumati (Mother Earth) with Vishnu in his Varaha incarnation and is brought up by 

Janaka, the then king of North Behar̂ ^ It is said that Naraka came by water to 

Pragiyotisha accompanied by his father Vishnu , conquered the country by killing the 

last Danava / Asura king Ghatakasura , became the king of Pragiyotisha , which is 

described to have been extended from the Karatoya in the west to the Dikhu river in 

the east and established his capital at Pragiyotishapura^^. Being influenced by 

Banasura, Naraka tried to follow the tribal culture and became irreligious, for which his 

father Vishnu in person of Krisna had killed him and Bhagadatta was placed on the 

throne of Pragiyotisha^"^ According to the Mahabharata, Bhagadatta was a "warrior 

king" and "the mighty king of the miecches", had participated in the battle of 
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"Kurukshetra" on the Kaurava side, taking with him a large contingent of China and 

Kirata troops and fought valiantly in Kurukshetra, to finally die a hero's death in the 

hands of Bhima, the second of the five^^ . His son / brother Vajradatta succeeded 

Bhagadatta^^. The genealogy after Vajradatta is very much confusing and uncertain. 

According to a tradition, the successors of Naraka in direct line of decent were 

Dharmapala, Karmapala, Prithivipala and Subaru, who was the last and 19**̂  rulers of 

the line® .̂ There are no indications when they might have ruled, but they are probably 

true rulers whose accounts greatly exaggerated. At the very least, the local lore and 

the incorporation in various texts indicate they were powerful rulers from the past. 

Though the traditional accounts do not give names of the all kings in chronological 

order yet they have fairy been placed as kings of mythological period and we have to 

accept the illustrious story of Naraka and Bhagadatta as historical facts^^ 

Early historical period: 

The Bhauma-Varman (Pusyavarman) Dynasty: 

The earliest historical kingdom of Kamarupa, from which epigraphs have come 

down to us is the Bhauma-Varman dynasty, founded in the mid of the 4"̂  century AD 

by Pushyavarman, a contemporary of the Gupta emperor Samudragupta (335-

376AD). This dynasty is called Bhauma i.e. the son of Bhumi, the earth called the 

Avanikula^^. According to the Nidhanpur Copper Plate inscription and the Doobi 

copper plate of Vaskarvarman , Pushyavarman, the founder of the line had a lineal 

connection with Naraka^^ and he assumed the high sounding title like Maharajadhiraja 

which indicates his independent political power, position and status^\ The Nidhanpur 

Copper Plate inscription also gives a genealogical list of the thirteen kings of the 

dynasty who ruled altogether 300 years (350-650AD) without indicating personal 

reign. In this situation, H. K. Barpujari^^ generally assigned 24-year reign to each king 

of the 13 kings of the dynasty. 

Among the which, Mahendravarman / Surendravarman, (C.470-494AD) sixth king 

of the dynasty, who had consolidated the kingdom and paved the way for future 

dominance of the dynasty. He was 'a great supporter of sacrificial performances'^'^ 

and performed two 'horse-sacrifices'^'*. However, most prominent king of the dynasty 
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and that of the Pragjyotlsh-kamarupa was Vaskarvarman, who as an ally of 

Harshavardhan of Kanauj ousted Sasanka from the throne of the Gauda (Bengal) and 

expended his kingdom up to the Kusi River on the west®^ He was also a lover of 

learning and propagator of the Arya Dharma in the Pragjyotish-kamarupa^^. 

Bhaskarvarman made himself the master of Eastern India pitched his victorious camp 

in the capital of his late rival Sasanka and thus increased power and prestige of the 

kingdom of Kamarupa to an extent never before. According to Yuan Chwang, the 

extension of the kingdom of Bhaskarvarman, besides Pragjyotish-Kamarupa, might 

have included also parts of south-west and northern Bengal and others adjoining 

territories^^. The Yogini Tantra also gives us same type of information, when it 

describes the extension of Kamarupa from the Karatoya in the west to Sadiya in the 

east^^ 

The Salastambha family or Dynasty: 

A tribal chief (miechadhinath) named Salastambha founded a new miechch 

(tribal) kingdom in Pragjyotish-Kamarupa around the second half of the 7'*̂  century®^. 

The term miechch denotes the tribal origin of the family of Salastambha but the 

subsequent kings of this family claimed that they were the successors of Bhagadatta, 

the mythical hero of Pragjyotish'^°°. According to the Bargaon copper plate grant of 

Ratnapala, records the total number of kings of the dynasty altogether "twice ten" i.e. 

20.and the last king, the twenty-first of the dynasty was Tyagasingha, who went to 

heaven without leaving any of his race to succeed him. His subjects selected 

Brahmapala, the father of Ratnapala, to be their king because of his relation to the 

Bhauma race i.e. Naraka's family''°V It dose not mentioned the dates and genealogy 

of the kings of the dynasty. However, B. K. Barua, draw up a list of 14 kings of the 

dynasty, who altogether ruled about 330 years upto 990 AD"""^. 

Salastambha was a powerful king of the dynasty as he is described as 'a king 

like tiger' in the copper plate grant of Harjjara (c. 820-835AD) '"'^ and on his 

succession owing to infamy of descent transferred the capital from Pragjyotishpura to 

Haruppeswara^^^ on the bank of the Brahmaputra. Harsa {Sri Harisa) was another 

prominent king of the dynasty, who established his political control of Kamarupa over 

the extensive territories of eastern India and his daughter, was married to Jayadeva II, 
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the king of NepaP°^ Moreover, Harjjara (c. 820-835AD) and Vanamala (c. 835-

860AD) were powerful kings of the dynasty, who had their control beyond the natural 

frontier of Kamarupa i.e. west of the Karatoya River. Harjjara assumed the grand 

epithet Maharajadhiraja Paramesvara Paramabhattarka in keeping with his unrivalled 

prowess. Vanamala granted lands to the Brahmins in the village Avisura Vataka near 

Chandrapuri Vishaya in the west of the Trisrota (Tista) ^°^ Balavarman (C.860-880AD) 

was the last powerful king of the dynasty and after him, in the last quarter of the 10*̂  

century, Tyagasingha, the last king of the dynasty, died without issue"*"' and his 

subjects selected Brahmapala, the father of Ratnapala and founder of the Brahmapala 

or Pala dynasty of Pragjyotish-Kamarupa^°^. 

The Brahmapala Family or dynasty: 

The kingdom of Kamarupa passed in to the hands of Brahmapala, the founder of 

th'j Pala family after the death of the last king of Salastambha dynasty towards the 

end of the 10'̂  century. The Bargaon grant"^ of Ratnapala records that when 

Tyagasingha, the last king of Salastambha family departed from this world his subjects 

elected Brahmapala as their king in about 990AD''''°. In spite of disputes among the 

scholars, eight kings of the dynasty ruled about 130 years (990-1120AD)''''\ among 

which Ratnapala, Indrapala, and Dharmapala were most prominent kings of the 

dynasty. Ratnapala (C.1010-1040AD) was the first powerful king of the dynasty ,who 

took the imperial title ' Paramesvara Paramabhattaraka Maharajadhiraja' , founded a 

fortified capital called Durjaya (the impregnable one) on the bank of the Brahmaputra, 

which "baffled and struck terror" into the heart of many kings^^^ . The next powerful 

king of the family was Indrapala' (C.1040-1065AD), who is described in the Gauhati 

Grant̂ ""̂  as "the vanquisher of all his enemies and the performer of many sacrifies" 

and assumed the epithet of 'Paramesvara Paramabhattaraka Maharajadhiraja' like 

his grant father Ratnapala. The last powerful king of the family was Dharmapala (c. 

1095-1120AD.), who established the prestige of the dynasty. He shifted the capital 

from Pragjyotishpura to Kamarupanagara situated near Gauhatî ^"^ and revived the old 

policy of territorial expansion of the family particularly in the western side. The last king 

of the dynasty and successor of Dharmapala^'^^ apparently was Jayapala, mentioned 
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in the Silimpur stone inscription of the Brahmana Prahasa^'^^, and whom Tingyadeva, 

a feudatory or ally of Rama Pala, the Pala king of Gauda""^^, was defeated. 

It is not possible to identify the exact extent of the kingdom at it peak ours. 

However, some Inscriptions through indirect light on the western boundary of the 

kingdom. Indrapala (c. 1040-1065AD), granted land to the Brahmins of Savati 

(Sravasti), which has been identified with at least a portion of Pundravardhari^^^ 

About this time, a Mandalika named Isvaraghosh was ruling at Dhekkari, and he is 

said to have granted lands after bathing in the Jatola River in the present Jalpalguri 

and Koch Behar districts''''®. Again, the Subhankara-Pataka grant of Dharmapala 

records the donation of land to Brahmins in Kanjiyabhitcl under the Dijjina-visaya^^^ 

Therefore, it is probable that Pala family of Kamarupa, at its peak hours, included the 

northeastern Bengal also. 

Political evolution and situation of ttie region from 12^^ to 15^ centuries AD: 

Political situation of the region became so chaotic after the decline of 

Brahmapala family or dynasty and especially from the first quarter of the12*'̂  century 

that control over the region became almost impossible for a particular ruling family. 

We have scattered inscriptional references of many ruling families, some times one by 

one and some times simultaneously. 

Tingyadeva supposed to have made feudatory king of the eastern country by 

Ramapala of Gauda. However, Kumar Pala, the king of Gouda could not maintain 

their control over the region for long time. For, shortly afterwards Tingyadeva revolted 

and the Pala king Kumara Pala (1120AD) on hearing this sent his minister Vaidyadeva 

against Tingyadeva to replace him and after defeating and killing him; Vaidyadeva 

occupied the throne kamarupa and became a vassal of the Kumar Pala''^''. However, 

he did not remain long as a feudatory of the Palas of Bengal, some time later, 

probably after the death Kumar Pala declared himself independent king of Kamarupa 

and assumed the imperial title of 'Maiiarajadliiraja Paramesvara Paramabhattaraka', 

and thus he established a Braiimana dynasty in Kamarupa^^^. According to H. C. Roy, 

his brother Budliadeva was succeeded Vaidyadeva, but nothing is known about 

him' '" . The Assam plates of one Vallabliadeva'^^^, dated in the Saka era 1107 (i.e., c 

1185-86AD.) refer the genealogy of a line of kings such as Biiaskara, Rayarideva 
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(Also known as Trailoyasingha) and Vallabhadeva. However, there is controversy 

among the scholars about the genealogy of the kings and their kingdoms. B. K. Barua 

following K. L. Barua, opines that "the kings mentioned in the said epigraph could not 

have been rulers of Kamarupa for the simple reason that there is no room for them 

between Valdyadeva and 1185AD, the date of Vallabhadeva's inscription"''^^ P. N. 

Bhattacharyya holds that the line of Vallabha belonged to Eastern Bengal and they 

have nothing to do with Assam"*̂ ^ He also thinks that Vallabha ruled over a small 

territory somewhere to the south-west of Kamarupa on the border of east Bengal"*" 

Even in the Assam Plates of Vallabha (1185 A.D.), he does not declare himself as a 

King of Kamarupa, nor does he name his capital. Therefore, there are reasons to 

believe that he was an independent ruler and his kingdom comprised of the Kamarupa 

and Goalpara districts modern Assam Valley and adjoining areas west Bengal and 

Bangladesh, not the whole area of the ancient Pragjyotish -Kamarupa . It has been 

considered as 'western part of the ancient Kingdom of Pragjyotish -Kamarupa'. Thus 

in the early 13**̂  century, political center of Kamarupa was shifted to Kamatapur i.e., 

the lower part of the Brahmaputra valley and a new chapter in the political history of 

the region. At the same time, the Ahoms, the Kachahs and the Chutias, started to rise 

in the eastern part of Kamarupa and had closely related with the political development 

of Lower Assam and northeastern Bengal. 

Any way, according to the inscription Vallabhadeva was a powerful king, "who 

sportively overcame hostile princes, as if they were courtezans'"''^^, There are many 

versions about his successors. According to Bhattasali, the invasion of Muhammaddin 

Bakhtiyar Khiiji in 1206AD to Tibet was annihilated in Assam either by Vallabhadeva 

or by his successor^^^. However, he says nothing about the successor of 

Vallabhadeva. On the other hand, Tabaqat-i-Nasiri informs us that during Bakhtiyar's 

invasion one Prithu or Barthu was the king of Kamarupa, who had checked him''^°. 

Under this situation, P.C. Choudhary and K. L. Barua identified Prithu or Barthu of 

Tabaqat-i-Nasiri sNiih the son and successor of Vallabhadeva and 'Visvasundaradeva' 

of the Gachtal inscription was the real name of Prithu or Barthu^^\ He is also known 

as 'Jalpesvara', for, according to the Yoginl Tantra, Siva temple of Jalpesvara of 

Jaipaiguri constructed by him''", 
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So, it may be concluded that Prithu or Barthu, Visvasundaradeva and 

Jalpesvara { (c1185-1228) were the same king, who was an important king of 

Kamarupa and build extensive fortifications in the present Jalpaiguri district of west 

Bengal and Rang pore district of Bangladeshi228AD"^. Prithu or Barthu alias 

Jalpesvara alias Visvasundaradeva defeated not only Muhammaddin Bal<htiyar KhiIJi 

in 1206AD but also Sultan Gias-us-din in 1226 AD and ultimately he was being 

defeated and killed by Nasir-ud-din, son of lltutmish in 1228AD"'*. After Prithu, 

probably two of his successors ruled at Kamarupa before Sandhya, who might be a 

late successor of Prithu and removed the capital to Kamtapur. 

According to the Guru Charita of Ramacharana Thakur and others, the reigning 

king of the lower Assam in the mid of the 13*̂  century is supposed to be have been 

Sandhya (C7-1260AD), who defeated /Wa//7c Yujbek in about 1256-57AD, and adorned 

the title 'Gaudeswar''^^^. King Sandhya then sifted his capital from Kamarupa Nagara 

to Kamfapt/r^^^, situated in the present Koch Se/rar district, due to the fear of repeated 

Muslim invasion from Bengal and for the gradual advancement of the Ahoms from the 

east. Henceforth, the kings of the region (lower Assam) began to describe themselves 

as Kamateswar (lord of Kamtapur). Singhadhwaj (c.1300-1305AD), the last king of the 

line was killed by his Kayastha minister Pratapdhwaj (c.1305-1325 AD) ' '". Thus, 

Pratapdhwaja established a new line in Kamatapur but for a short time. 

As a king of Kamatapur, Pratapdhwaj (c.1305-1325 AD) ruled only for five years, 

he was the king who concluded peace treaty with the Ahom king by giving his 

daughter Rajani in marriage"^. At the death of Pratapdhwaj in 1325AD, his nephew 

Dharmanarayan (c.1325-1330) usurped the throne of and adopted both the titles 

'Gat/desiA/a/^and 'Kamteswar"^^^. Dharmanarayan built a new city near Dimla in the 

Rangpur district of present Bangladesh, and transferred his seat of administration 

there'''*" to avoid conflicts with Durlabhnarayan (c.1330-1350 AD), the son and 

successor of Singhadhwaj. On the other hand, Durlabhnarayan (c.1330-1350 AD), 

came to prominence and adopted both the title 'Gaudeswar'and 'Kamteswa/^'"*''. This 

led to the hostilities between Dharmanarayan and Durlabhnarayan. However, 

eventually a peace treaty has concluded between them. By which it seems to have 

decided that, from then Dharmanarayan would be the ruler of southern part (present 



districts of Rangpur and Mymensing of Bangladesh) with the title 'Gaudeswar'. In the 

same way Durlabhnarayan would be the ruler of the northern part (the present Assam 

districts of Kamarupa and Goalpara, and the West Bengal districts Kochbehar and 

Jalpaiguri with the title Kamteswar^'^^. On request of Durlabhnarayan, Dharmanarayan 

sent seven families of Brahmins and same number of Kayastha families to Kamatapur 

I Kamarupa^*^. After the death of Durlabhnarayan, his son Indranarayan (c. 1350-1365 

AD), became the king of Kamatapur '"'*, who faced twofold political pressure from two 

opposite direction i.e. eastern side the Ahom and from south-western side Bengal 

Sultans. It seems that ultimately, Indranarayan's throne might have been usurper by 

one Arimatta alias Gajanka and in this, another new line of kings came to the throne of 

Kamatapur^'^^ 

Therefore, it is clear from the above discussion that from the beginning of the 

12'̂  century, many lines of rulers became the kings of the lower Assam i.e. Kamatapur 

and our sources are some how confusing. 

Arimatta line: 

Thus in the middle of the 14**̂  century, Arimatta alias Gajanika (1365-1485), 

founded his line of kingdom who was descendant of Dharmanarayan's line. According 

to K.L. Barua, Arimatta's another name was Gajanka and he usurped the throne of 

Indranarayan who ruled at Kamatapur He succeeded by Sukaranka (1385-1400), 

Sutaranka (1400-1415), and Mriganka (1415-1440) respectively'*'*^. According to the 

Kamarupa Buranji, the territorial size of the kingdom of Arimatta extended from the 

Karatoya in the West to Sadiya on the east with a fort at Baidyagarh''^''. It seems to be 

an exaggerated one, and actual extent of the kingdom of Arimatta included present 

Jalpaiguri, Koch Behar and northern part of Rangpur districts (now in Bangladesh), 

adjoining territories of Lower Assam nominally was within his kingdom but this region 

became the domain of the Bhuyans '̂*^. 

The Ktien / Khan Dynasty: 

According to K. L. Barua^^^, the last king of the line, Mriganka died without any 

issue (1415-1440 A.D). In this situation, with the help of Bhuyans a new dynasty, 

-32-



known as Khen or khan came to the throne of Kamatapur under the leadership of 

Niladhvaja (c. 1440-1460 AD), in the second quarter of thelSth century^^°. The Khen 

dynasty ruled from their capital in Kamatapur {Gosanimari) now in Koch Behar District 

and they took the title Kamteswar or Kanteswar. 

Identity of the dynasty: 

They were probably local non-Aryan chieftains that rose to power in the mid of 

15"" century. K. L. Barua, named the dynasty of Niladhvaja as 'Khan Dynasty' 

considering them as Kayastha , for khan was a surname of the Kayastha Bhuyans in 

western Assam i.e. Lower Assam^^V However, relying on local tradition, most of the 

scholars named the dynasty as 'Khen dynasty'. B. Hamilton and E.A. Gait stressed on 

the low caste origin of the Khenas B. Hamilton, who visited the ruins of Ka'matapura 

in 1807-9, had recorded a local tradition about the foundation of the kingdom by 

Khenas in the following ways: 

"According to tradition, there was a Brahman whose name is unknown; but who 

had a servant that tended his cattle, no one knows where. According to some, this 

servant was an infidel, {Osur) most probably from the mountain of Tripura, but 

concerning this, different persons are not exactly agreed, and some allege, that it was 

his mother who was of the impure race, and that she bore her a son while in the 

service of the Brahmin. Many complaints were made against this fellow; and his 

master one day was desired to view him asleep, while his cattle were permitted to 

destroy the crops of his neighbours. The Brahmin was advancing with a determination 

to bestow the merited punishment, when he observed the lines on the naked feet of 

his servant, and immediately, by his profound skill in the most noble science of 

'Samudrik Jyotlsh', knew that the sleeper would become a prince. On this discovery, 

the Brahmin paid him all due respect, rendered unnecessary for him to perform any 

low office, and showed him still more kindness by disclosing the certainty of his future 

greatness; for the servant in return, promised that when he becomes a prince, the 

Brahmin should be his chief minister (Patro). Accordingly sometimes afterwards, it is 

not known how, became a king"''". 
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Another ballad named Gosani Mangal composed by Radhakrishna Das Bairagi 

during the reign of Koch King Harendra Narayan (1783-1839) also records the humble 

origin of the Khenas. It records "the story of Kantanath, son of a poor couple 

Bhaktiswar and Angana of Jambari village near Gosanimari, who was a servant of a 

Brahmin of the village. Being bestowed by Goddess Gosani, he became the king of 

Kamata, which had been facing a period of anarchy and he assumed the title 

Kamteswar or Kanteswar"'^^^. Khan Choudhury A.A. had recorded the similarities in 

the myths of origin of the Khenas and the Kachari King, Nirvay Narayan"*^*. On the 

other hand, with reference from the 'Kamteswar Kulakarika, of Srutidhar Rupnarayan 

(16*̂  century), he connected the origin of Kamteswar with Rajbanshis'^^^. 

However, these types of legendary accounts are not sufficient to describe the 

origin of the Khenas and their kingdom. The Rajbanshi or Kayastha identity of the 

Khenas was attached to them in the later period to purify their inferior social rank and 

with state formation they able to gain respectable position in the society. This is 

proved by the opinions of W.W. Hunter, H. H. Risely and others. W.W. Hunter 

recorded the Khenas as the only tribe of Kamarupa - Kamata from whom the Brahmin 

takes water^^^. In the same way, H. H. Risely wrote in 1891 "their social rank is 

respectable, and the Brahmin, Kayasthas and Baidyas take water, fruit and sweet­

meats from their hands"*̂ .̂ Therefore, S. N. Bhattacharyya rightly opines, "to what race 

the new rulers (Khenas) belonged is not known but they were rapidly Hinduised and 

assumed Hindu names and worshiped Hindu gods and goddesses"''^^. In later days, 

they were segmented into different professional castes like Mahendh, Tali, Barai, 

Saloya and Paf/yar and they were superior in status than the Rajbanshis^^^. 

The Rulers ofKhen dynasty of Kamata or Kamatapur: 

Niladhvaj (c. 1440-60), the founder of the khen dynasty is described as an upstart 

by most of the scholars^^°. However, succeeding happenings did not match with the 

view. Although he started his career in a political turmoil of the region but his virtue, 

dignity and leadership made him the master of Kamata in about 1440A.D. He 

assumed the Kamteswar and constructed the big fortified capital named Kamatapur, 

situated in present district of Koch Behar. The city was a gigantic work of human art 

and be speak great power and wealth of the prince or princes who conceived such an 
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idea of a capital'''®''. Therefore, it seems that he was able to utilize the pre-Kamata 

state machineries to construct such as a gigantic city like Kamatapur, which would not 

be possible for an 'upstart'. This fortification helped him to make a well-defined 

defense against multi directional enemies i.e. sultan of Bengal, the Ahom, Kacher, 

Bhutan etc. 

His son and successor, Chakradhvaj (c. 1460-80), who initiated the policy of 

territorial expansion in the west bank of the river Karatoya and might have be the king 

who had encountered Ismail Gazi, the general of Sultan Ruknuddin Barbak (1459-74) 

of Bengal. The Risalat-us-Shuhada, a Persian account of 17"̂  century, has recorded 

the conflict of Ismail Gazi with Kamata kingdom in 1474 and illustrated that he initially 

defeated by the Kamata king, but by a magical means he eventually was able to 

defeat the Kamata klng^^^. 

On Chakradhvaj's death, his son Nilambar (1480-98) succeeded him. He 

appears to have been a powerful king and his kingdom extended from the Karatoya in 

the west to the Barnadi in the east. He constructed mainly two roads; one from 

Kamatapur to Ghoraghat through Rangpur, which was strategically very important for 

the defense of his kingdom^® ,̂ another one from his capital Kamatapur to north 

direction was extended up to Girimul through Kumari Kote and Muralabus, which 

brought the north frontier of the kingdom directly connected with his capital. He 

fortified his capital and constructed a series of forts including main fort at Ghoraghat in 

the Rangpur region''^'* to defend the future attacks from Bengal. Thus, in the last 

decade of the 15'̂  century the Kamata kingdom became a strong political power in the 

region under the kingship of Nilambar. 

Invasion by Alauddin Hussein Shati: 

However, Nilambar could not continue his reign for long time, for Alauddin 

Hussain Shah (c1493-1519) defeated him in about 1498A.D. The strong political hold 

of Nilambar was a challenge for the Sultans of Bengal, for which conflicts between 

Alauddin Hussein Shah (c1493-1519) and Nilambar were, became inevitable. 

Nevertheless, there are two versions about the direct conflicts between them. 

According to the version of the Riyazu-s-Salatin, it was the political ambition of 

- 35 -



Hussein Shah, for which after the conquest of Orissa he invaded Kamarupa and 

Kamata^^^ to recover the lost territories of Bengal, to stop the aggression of the 

Kamata king and finally to fulfill his ambition of conquest''^^. But according to tradition, 

Hussein Shah was instigated by Sachipatra, the Brahmin minister of Nilambar whose 

son was brutally murdered by the king for having an illicit love affair with queen 

Banamala''^^. Under this situation, Hussein Shah invaded the Kamata kingdom with 

24,000 infantry, cavalry and a war flotilla''^^. After a long seize of the Kamatapur fort 

and a treacherous win, Hussein Shah finally destroyed the impregnable fort in 1498 

A.D. and annexed the region up to Hajo, thereby regaining much of the land Bengal 

had lost earlier to Kamatapur, Nilambar escaped and fled towards the hills and there 

after nothing is not known about him. Hussein Shah subdued the local chieftains, 

probably Bhuyans of the region and established military control over the region. The 

independent Kamata kingdom practically disappeared. 

Then Hussein shah returned to Bengal leaving his son, Danial with a strong force 

as viceroy of the conquered country and issued coins in his name as "Conqueror of 

Kamru Kamata". However, Hussein shah's invasion ultimately proved to be a failure, 

for within few days the Bhuyans of the region combined against the common enemy 

and attacked Danial's garrison, probably defeated and killed him about 1503A.D.''^^. 

The local Bhuyans established their individual supremacy over several small territories 

of the whole region. In this situation, Bisu / Biswa Singha, son of tribal chief Hariya 

Mandal and the father of Naranarayan, by organizing his fellow tribes, subdued all the 

Bhuyans and established the Koch kingdom on the ruins of the Kamata kingdom in the 

beginning of the 16"̂  century. 

His illustrious son Naranarayan succeeded Biswa Singha. He established the 

Koch sovereignty almost in the whole northeast and made him the prime mover not 

only in history of northeast but also in the history of contemporary Bengal. During his 

reign, socio-cultural advancements like Aryanizatlon process of his fellowmen, 

Sanskritlzation of the languages, cultures, and religions of his fellow tribes and 

organization of administrations etc., reached its climax. Thus, the history of the 

Koches entered into a brilliant chapter of military glory and socio-cultural, religious, 
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economic, language and literary advancements, which are our main subject of present 

study. 

Ancestors of king Naranarayan: 

The source materials on the ancestors of King Naranarayan are in many ways 

Controversial, confusing, contradictory and fragmentary. Before going deep, we can 

discuss the matter under two sub-heads; A) ancestors up to Koch I Mech Hariya 

Mandal the father of Biswa Singha and B) the period of Biswa Singha and King 

Naranarayan, the period of their ascendancy and state formation of the dynasty. 

Information about the ancestors of King Naranarayan up to Hariya Mandal are 

confusing and definite information are very much limited and in many context 

controversial and myth-based. It is mention almost in all this Buranjies and 

Vansavalies of Assam and Kochbehar that Hariya Mandal, the grand father of King 

Naranarayan was selected Mech / Koch chief of 12 Mech families of the village 

Chikanagram in the Khuntaghai Pargana in the modern Goalpara'*''*'. He was married 

to Hira and Jira, two daughters of the Koch Chief of Hajo. The names of the 12 Mech 

families are mentioned in 'Darrang Raj Vansavali' as follows.' Panbar, Vedela, Gaubar, 

Phedphedo, Barihana, Kathia, Baihagu, Megha, Yuddhabar, Garakata, Jagal, and 

Dol<hoda^^^. However, the ancestors of Hariya Mandal are almost lost in obscurity. 

Some Buranjies and Rajvansavalies had thrown glimpses of indirect light on the 

ancestors of Hariya Mandal and the modern historians tried to make a genealogy of 

the dynasty. On the other hand, some scholars belief that it is impossible and 

improper to establish the genealogy before Hariya Mandal's father Dammbru. For the 

genealogy, which we can make from these fragmented information are imaginary and 

innovated by later writers to glorify the ancestors of the dynasty which, in every case 

was done by the court poets of the dynasty. It was actually glorified myth. It is fact 

that the ancestors of Dammbru were almost in primitive stage and illiterate .They were 

of humble origin and are just like some tribal communities of the 20*̂  century. 

Surendra Nath Sen beautifully describe the ancestors of Naranarayan: 
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However, this is a supposition and scholars cannot stop here .They always trying 

to find out the root of the fact. They are trying to write history from Mythological and 

imaginary descriptions with the help of logical justifications. Therefore, the history of 

the ancestors of Dammbru is almost supposition and not rigidly established .There 

would be scope for further consideration. 

With references from the Darrang Raj Vansavali, Amanattulla A. Choudhary ^̂ ^ 

mentioned a geneology of the dynasty from Sahasrarjjun and his son .The geneology 

mentioned by him is as follows: 

SUMATI 

i 
BHADRAJIT 

I 

BHADRASRAVA 

I 

BASUDAMA 

I 

DAMMBRU + URBASHl 

I 

HARIDAS / HARIYA MECH + HIRA. 

1 

BISHA+HEMPROBHA 

I 

KING NARANARAYAN. 

The geneology as given by Amanattulla A. Choudhury in his book, and almost 

same geneology also mentioned by P.K. Bhattacharya (edited) book "The Kingdom of 
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Kamata-Kochbeiiar: Its Historical Perspective" "'*. It is obviously clear from the 

geneology of the above-mentioned book that it has been taken from Choudhary's 

book. However, the later book also taken a further step earlier from Sumati and 

mentioned as "A certain Kshatriya of Halhaya dynasty". However, it is surprising to 

note that Choudhary has made reference of the 'Darrang Rajvansavali as his source 

of information of the geneology and the later book has also made a quite a beautiful 

geneology of the dynasty without mentioning the source of his information. It is 

impossible to make such a geneology from the information of the Darrang 

Rajvansavali and others Buranjies. The Darrang Rajvansavali described the ancestors 

of Biswa Singha: 'King Sahasrarjuna of the Chandra dynasty, a legendary figure, 

once went out for a hunting excursion and spent the night in the asrama (hermitage) of 

Jamadagni, father of Parasurama. The hermit had received the king with lavish 

entertainments with the help of a magic cow—Kamadhenu, Sahasrarjuna, struck by 

the extraordinary power of the cow. Forcibly took it away. At that time, Parasuram was 

not in the hermitage. No sooner, he learnt it than he killed Sahasrarjuna and 

recovered the cow. The event did not end here. Taking advantage of Parasurama's 

absence from home, the sons of Sahasrarjuna, one day killed Jamadagni and lifted 

the cow again. This had so highly enraged Parasurama that he took a vow to clear the 

earth of the Kshatriyas, and started slaying them from one end of the earth to the 

other. As a result, the Kshatriyas became extinct. However, only twelve princes could 

manage their escape from the wrath of Parasuram by keeping themselves hidden in 

the Chikana hill. In order to conceal their identity, they married Mech maidens and 

remained in the guise of Mech. Of these twelve Meches^^^, Hariya Mech (Mandal) was 

the chief, who had two wives -Hira and J/ra, and due course H/ra gave birth to Bisu 

(Biswa Singha), the father of King Naranarayan However, the DRV gives a 

mythological story that Bisu was not the son of Hariya Mech (Mandal) but the son of 

God Siva. It states that God Siva, in guise of Hariya Mech (Mandal) had sexual 

intercourse with Hira, and in due course she gave birth to Bisa, and other wife of 

Hariya Mech (Mandal), Jira gave birth to Sisu'"̂ ®. Bisu after becoming king took the 

name Biswa Singha and Sisu after becoming Raikot took the name Sisya Singha. 

The mythological story about the establishment of the dynasty of Naranarayan, 

dose not gave us any Geneology of the dynasty but only the names of his ancestors. 

It is also interesting that P. K. Bhattacharya mentioned the earliest ancestors of the 
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line as "a certain Kshatrlya of the Haihara dynast/, which responded to the opinion of 

the distinguished persons of modern Rajvansi community of their Kstiatriya racial 

identity of the Mech / Koch or Rajvansis. 

On the other hand, an M. S. chronicle collected by Buchanon Hamilton, without 

indicating any source, gives us a different mythological story about the origin of Bisu, 

the father of King Naranarayan''^''. Two brothers, Chandan and Madan, had 

established a short government at Maralabas, a place 30 miles north from 

Kamatapur^^^, They had ruled for eight years, and soon a rude tribe especially the 

Koches "who had a number of chiefs, at first independent, but who gradually united 

under the authority of one of themselves named Hajo"^^^, occupied Rangpur and 

Kamrupa. He had two daughters, Hira and Jira, of whom Hira was married to Hariya, a 

member of an "impure tribe" called Mech and of them Bisu was born who succeed to . 

the "whole power of his grand father^®". From this story, geneology of the ancestors of 

King Naranarayan can be made in the following way: 

CHANDAN AND MADAN 

I 

HAJO 

I 
HIRA JIRA (Koch) + HARIYA (Mech) 

I 
BISU (Biswa Singha) +HEMPROBHA (His queen from Gaud) 

I 
KING NARANARAYAN. 

From the above two stories it seems to us that the story of DRV might be more 

acceptable, for most of the Vansavalies and the Buranjies admit the view and the 

predecessors of the community and royal family also demanded the same . 

Racial Identity of the Koches / Rajvansis: 

The greatest Koch King Naranarayan's racial identity still remains unsettled. 

Although during his period, the dynasty was almost Sanskritised or l-linduised, but 

ethnic roots of his ancestors still remained a matter of great interest. The Scholarly 

Historians, Physiologists and Ethnologists are trying to highlight the matter. Very 
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recently, a group of distinguished person's of the Koch community is trying to establish 

their Aryan identity''^'' and they have given their opinions in favor of their Kshatriya 

identity. 

The opinions of different Scholarly Historians, Anthropologists, Physiologists, 

Ethnologists and Distinguished persons of Koch community should be justified w/ith 

proper references and logical justifications. We add the word 'logical justification with 

proper references, because information regarding the racial identity of Koch 

community are limited in several ways. Lack of primary sources, except a few 

archaeological sources like coins, there is hardly any primary information. Scarcity of 

written information and available written information are in almost every case either 

controversial or exaggerated. 

Almost all opinions and conclusions regarding the racial identity given by 

scholars are mainly trying to proceed to give four types of racial identity of the Koches. 

They are as following: 

1. Mongoloid identity of the Koches: 

2. Dravidian identity of the Koches: 

3. Aryan identity of the Koches: 

4. Dravido-Mongoloid origin of the Koches: 

Mongoloid identity of the Koches: 

The group of scholars who had given their opinion in favour of Mongoloid identity 

of the Koches emphasize on the distinct physical types and complexion. A. Grierson 

^̂ ^ has mentioned mainly three distinct physical types - the first type, the primitive 

long-headed Mongoloids who are found in sub Himalayan areas of Nepal and mostly 

in Assam; comparatively less primitive and more advanced. Second type, short-

headed Mongoloid found mostly in Burma, and spread from Burma through Arakan 

into Chittagong. The third group of the Mongoloid people is known as Tibeto-

Mongoloid. Because of Tibeto -Mongoloids are the linguistically characterized 

Tibetans and they arrived in India through Himalayan region and spread from Bhutan 

and Sikkim to Ladak. TIbeto-Mongoloid are tall and have comparative lighter 

complexion .It seems to be the most highly developed class of Mongoloid people in 

India. The ancestor of Naranarayan belongs to the Tibeto -Mongoloid class. Hodgson 

opined that the Koches of Kochbehar are "distinctly marked type of the Mongoloid 

-41 -



family"''^^. Waddel supported the view given by Hodgson and says that these "are 

distinctly Mongoloid"''*'*. Gait has given opinion that the Koches are allied with the 

Boros and Dhimal ^̂ *. Some modern scholars had given their argument in favour of 

the Mongoloid origins of the Koches on the ground that the names Kamboja, Kouch or 

Koch and Kubacha are identical and the Kombojas or Koches who came from Tibet 

and are Mongoloid in origin .On this ground D. C. Sircar opines that the Kombojas 

were the ancestors of the Kocheŝ ®^ 

Suniti Kumar Chatterji .had given his opinion that "Nothing much is definitely 

known about the Koches of North Bengal prior to the 16**̂  century : they may be 

described as Western Bodos ,an extension of the great Bodo race of Assam and East 

Bengal which at one time occupied the entire Assam valley from Sadlya right up to 

North Bengal ''*^. R. P. Chanda also suggests that Kombajas mean only the 

Koches of the period '**. 

The Mongoloid tribes from Western China speaking forms of Sino-Tibetan 

speech appear to have been pushing South and West from their original homeland 

from Pre-historic times, but certain large-scale movements of which we have faint 

inklings seem to have begun in the early part of the first millennium B.C. Linguistically 

the Sino-Tibetan Languages of the present day have been classified into two groups 

or branches: (1) Tibeto- Burman and (2) Siamese-Chinese"**^. Following traditional 

views about the Kirata country Gopal Chandra Praharaj in his Oriya Lexicon places in 

Northern India; and Jnanendra Mohan Das in his Bengali Dictionary (2"*̂  edition, Cal-

1938.) identifies with the Eastern Himalayan tracts, including Sikkim Bhutan Manipur 

and other adjacent tracts, which are exactly the lands of Mongoloid settlement in India 

190 

According to Indologists, in Sanskrit the term Kirata indicates 'the wild non- Aryan 

tribes living in the mountains, particularly the Himalayas and in the north - Eastern 

areas of India, who were Mongoloid in origin'. These Kiratas were connected with the 

Chinas or the Chinese, the Bhotas or the Tibetans other Mongoloid people. They were 

distinguished from the wild or primitive tribes of Austric origin, who were being known 

specifically as Nisadas, Sabaras, Pulindas, Bhillas and Kallas. Sylvain Levî "̂* 

proposes the Mongoloid racial affinity of the Kiratas. He first took up the question and 

he also quoted passages from the Mahabharata and other texts indicating the opinion 

-42 



of the ancient Hindu writers about the appearances and ways and connections of this 

people, all of which enable us to conclude that they were a Mongoloid people"*^ .̂ 

From the evidences of the Tabaqat-I- Nasiri'^^^- it became clear that the Koches, 

Meches and Tharus of pronounced Turkee or Mongoloid features and a distinct Sino-

Tibetan speech populated North Bengal early in the 13"̂  century. The Eastern Bodos 

{Chuitas and Kacharies) and Western Bodos (the Koches of Hajo and Kamata and the 

Koches of Kochbehar) disputed the possession of the Brahmaputra valley with 

Ahoms; and Western Bodos asserted themselves against decadent Palas and Senas 

and resisted the Mahammedans during 1250 -1500 A.D. 

D. Neog''®* has given a Non Aryan people's tree of Assam. According to him, 

there are three main branches of Non-Aryans people - the Negrito, the Austric and the 

Mongoloid. The third branch , the Mongoloid people of Assam consist of Tibeto-

Burma and Tai-Chinese .The Tibeto-Burmas were also classified into Tibeto-

Himalayas , North Assam ,and Assam-Burma .The last section Assam-Burmas 

included Bodos ,Nagas and Kukichinas ;the Rajbansis that the Koches included in the 

Bodo section with Gam .Lalung , Rabha ,Chuita , Kachari .Dimasu and Mikir. Post-

colonial anthropologists like B. M. Das and S. Sengupta also recognized the Koches 

as Mongoloid origin"^. 

All the scholars ,who have given their opinion in favour of Mongoloid origin of 

Koches try to cement the opinion with references mainly from ethnological point of 

view .They proceed to reach conclusion with references from ancient time with the 

help of modern criticism of some scholars. E. A. Gait, the colonial historian specifically 

expressed that "there seems to no doubt that the true Koches were a Mongoloid race, 

very closely allied to the Meches and Garos""®. D. C. Sircar and Suniti Kumar 

Chatterji have also identified the Koches with Kambojas of as of Mongoloid origin^®''. 

Dravidian Identity of the Koches: 

Scholars like Rislay, Oldham, Dalton, and N. N. Vasu put their opinions and 

arguments in favour of Dravidian identity of the Koches. According to Rislay"* 'the 

Koches, unquestionably "Non-Aryan and Non-Hindu", and were "a large Dravidian 

Tribes of North- Eastern and Eastern Bengal" .In this connection he also admitted it 

that "there are grounds for suspecting some admixture of Mongoloid blood, —But on 

the whole Dravidian characteristics predominate among them"^^^. N .N. Vasu tried to 

-43-



establish his view of the Dravidian identity of the Koches from earliest references from 

the Mahabharata and the Tantras. He argues that Pani -Koches were the ancestor of 

the Koches of modern period and the Panis were a branch of the ancient Sumarian 

race^°°. According to Yogini Tantra , the whole of North Assam was once known as 

Saumara (Saumara is a country bounded on the east by the river Svarna or Sonkosh 

and on the west by the Karatoya , on the south by the Manda or Garo and Khasiya 

hills and on the North by the hill known as Vihagachala)^"^ . Assam Burunji composed 

by Haliram Dhekiyal Fukkan and translated in Bengali by Sri Yatindra Mohan 

Bhattachariya^°^ mentioned with the reference of Haragourl Sanbad that Kamrupa 

(ancient Assam) covering the area in the east up to Dikkarbashini hill and on the west 

up to the Karatoya River had four pithas. That is Ratnapitha - Karatoya in the west up 

to Sankosh in the east, Kamapltha - from the Sankosh in the west, up te the Rupak 

River in the east; Swarnapitha up to the Valraba River in the east and Sumarpitha -

up to the Dikkarbashini hill. This Sumar pitha is also subdivided into nine pithas^°^. 

According to the Assam Buranji, the Saumara pitha extends from the river Bhairavi or 

Bharali to the river Dikraî ""*. It is clear from Vasu's description that the whole of 

Northeastern Assam was given the designation of Saumarapitha; meaning the seat of 

Saumahan influence and authority. Vasu opines on the ground of this theory, that "the 

Sumahans were of Dravidian stock, and we also shall have no objection to accepting 

the Koches, descendant of the Pani, as being of Dravidian origin"^"^. If this Saumarian 

influence and authority considered as the direct connection with Saumarian race, then 

we have to admit the ancient Phoenicians as the ancestor of the Koches. A study of 

the physiological and mental constitutions of the pure Koch of Western Assam and 

North Bengal will however corroborate this classification ,on the contrary it will prove 

that they really come of the Dravidian stock"^°^. 

Oldham given same type of opinion and described the Koches, as "the most 

conspicuously Dravidian race of Bengal"^°^. Colonel Dalton ascribed the Koches 

"were all very dark and displayed the thick protuberant lips and maxillaries of 

Negro"̂ °® and he considered them as belonging to the Dravidian stock. In his own 

words "in short, I consider, they belong to the Dravidian stock and are probably a 

branch of the great Bhuyan family". To support his view, he ascribed the physical traits 

of the Koches, forwards the opinion of a medical officer, a resident of Kochbehar by a 

letter from H. Beveridge Esq, Deputy Commissioner of Kochbehar. Here is the 
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description in his own words the Koches are "Face flat .giving rather an appearance of 

square ness; eyes black and oblique , hair black and straight, in some curling ; nose 

flat and short ; cheek bones prominent ; beard and whisker rather deficient" "color of 

skin in most instances black ; side of head rather flattened ;forehead retreating"^"^. 

Dalton also argues with references from Mr. Hodgson's copious vocabularies of the 

dialects used by the Bodos and Dhimals and asserts that 'it is all Bengali Hindi or 

Assamese, and does not contain a word or a grammatical construction that would 

affiliate it with any of the North Eastern tribes'. Latham, in his 'Ethnology of India' has 

given a list of fifteen words as Koch from Hodgson's Copious vocabulary , among 

which three of these Assamese, two are Bengali ,and the rest ten are common in both 

the languages. Among these words, he points out that 'the first word on Lothams's list 

is remarkable. For 'man' he gives 'befa-choa' "I (Colonel Dalton) never heard this 

expression in Assam or Bengal, but it is very common in Chota Nagpur, 'beta—choa' 

a boy; 'beti-choa', a girl; and it is used by the Oriya and by the Gonds"^^°. The Oriyas 

and the Gonds are not mongoloid but Negroate or Dravidians. He tried to differentiate 

the Koches (Rajvansis) from other Lohitic tribes as "the Rajbangsi are all very dark; 

and as their cognates, the Kacharies, Mech, Garos, are yellow or light brown, and 

their Northern, Eastern and Western neighbours are as fair or fairer, it must be from 

contact with the people of the south that they got their black skins"^^\ He also has 

given a reference of Mr. G. Campbell and said, "Mr. G. Campbell would decidedly 

place the Koch amongst his Negritos and I think we must allow that color and physical 

characteristic clearly separate them from the Bodo group"^^^. C. C. Sannyal^", 

described Rajvansis (Koches) as "the original nucleus of Rajvansi was certainly 

Dravidian". However, two points of Latham, are confusing, for the terms 'beta—choa' 

a boy; 'beti -choa', a girl are still commonly spoken in Jalpaiguri and Koch Behar 

districts, among the Rajvansis and they are fair to dark in skin colour. 

Two great supporters of the Dravidian origin of the Koches, N. N. Vasu and 

Colonel Dalton are not able to come to a single point about the view. Vasu asserts the 

Pani-Koch and the Koches as same; the Pani-Koch comparatively primitive form and 

only the 'Koch' comparatively recent form .In his own words "we may assert that the 

Pani-Koch, the Palia and the Koch of succeeding ages are no other than the Pani-

Kuvachas of Puranic age"^'''*. On the other hand, Dalton did not agree with the view 

'•'•"': point, and he said, "they have been hitherto treated as the primitive type of the 
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Koch nation; but we have no evidence of the fact except the name I it is a 

think, mistake to regard them as the primitive type of the people called Koch , They 

probably took the name of Pani-Koch ,when the real Koch were dominant to conciliate 

the ruling power" "̂"̂ . 

N. N. Vasu asserts, "according to some modern western ethnologists the Koch, 

the Mech, the Kachari, the Rabhas and the Dhimals are all one and the same people 

having sprung from one common stock. We do, however regard the Koch, the Mech, 

the Kachari and the Dhimal as quite different"^^^. Dalton also expressed same view 

about the point and mentioned differences as "the Rajbanshi (Koch) are all very dark; 

and as their cognates, the Kacharis, the Mechs and the Garos are yellow or light 

brown" .He also mentioned some differences regarding marriage, inheritance, burials 

and sacrifices^^^. 
••0f 

Aryan Identity of the Koches: 

A group of distinguished persons of the Koch- Rajvansi community like Thakur 

Panchanan Burma ^̂ ®, Hemanta Kumar Roy Burma ^^^, Upendra nath Barman " ° , and 

others tried to establish their Aryan origin. They tried to give their opinions in favour of 

Aryan origin with references from the contradictory and confusing writings of Suniti 

Kumar Chatterji, Dinesh Chandra Sircar, R. P. Chandra, Nihar Ranjan Ray and from 

inscriptions, linguistics and from the use of Sanskrit words in the language of the 

Koches. Hemanta Kumar Ray Burma has given references from the writing of Dr. N.R. 

Ray's "Bangalir Itihas" ^", 'During 10'̂  century A.D., a Kamboja dynasty had been 

ruling over Gaud for some times'.The Bangarh inscription in the District of Dinajpur 

(now in Bangladesh) also mention a "Kambajanbyj GourapatF and the Irda Copper 

plate also mention the "Kambojanbyaj Gourapati' . To identify this Kombaja king of 

Gaur, scholars like R.P. Chanda. S.K. Chatterjee, N.R. Ray, have given their opinions 

from different angles. S. K. Chatterjee, in his book named, "Jati Samskriti O Sahitya" 

mentioned ; 

"•̂ jtNi ^n^ "^mz^^ ^ ^wtw Trm^ ^ ^ wrot v3\3<i<ic4*t <mj ^ - ^ 

^ ^ sffft^ wi'^ ^?^R)^<in Tm - c # F ^ <^wi^n^ c ^ - f t ^ wHof^ ^ ^ ^'^1 
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Information obtained from Inscriptions and Copper plates are generally accepted 

authentic. "Kambojayaj GaurpaU'oi Bangarh inscription is a Sanskrita terms and we do 

not find any relations with Mongoloid terms .The word "Koch" and "Kamboja" are 

synonymous and so Ray Burma has came to the conclusion that the Koches 

/Kombojas are Aryan speaker and are Aryan ̂ ^̂  

Ray Burma also given argument from the linguistic point of view .according to 

him the Koch/Rajvansi language is closely related with Sanskrita and it originated from 

Sanskrita language. To support his argunrients, he mentioned in his book "Koch 

Beharer Itihas"^^^, a comparative list of Sanskrita words and Koch/Rajvansi which 

depict the picture of close relationship between the Koch / Rajvansi language and 

Sanskrita language"^. 

Thakur Panchanan Burma has also given his arguments in favour of Aryan origin 

of the Koches. He himself was a Sanskrita scholar, going through the Hindu 

scriptures; he concluded that Koch/ Rajvansi's were Kshtriya of Aryan social system 

and they had been fallen out from Sanskrita social system due to the cause of an 

upheaval and became "Bratya Kshatriya". To establish his opinion on a cemented 

base, he consults with the scholars of Kashi, Mathura , Brindaban, , Nabadwip and 

Kamrupa , who have given their opinion in favour of 'Bratya Kshatriya' .which originally 

belong to Sanskrita caste system^^^. 

Mr. Ray Burma has also proceeded from another point of view. According to him, 

most of the river's names in North Bengal Lower Assam are in Sanskrita or Sanskrita-

based "^. Surprisingly, our religious scripture like the Mahabharata and some the 

Purans also refer to the Sanskrita name of some rivers. He quote the following names 

of rivers; the Mahananda, the Tista (Trisota), the Dharia, the Gadadhar, the 

Gangadhar, the Sankosh (Swarnakosh), and the Brahmaputra / Lauthitya. It is also 

interesting to mention here that the name of the river Brahmaputra is different in Tibet, 

which area is populated mostly by Mongoloid people .He questioned if the 

Koch/Rajvansis are Mongoloid ,we do not find the ground of changing the name of the 

river Sungpou (in Tibbet) to Brahmaputra in North-East India . He argues that this land 
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had been populated by Koch/Rajbanshis of Aryan fold and so the names of rivers in 

Sanskrita all over region. P.K. Bhattacharya also indirectly accepted the Aryan origin 

theory of the ancestors of Naranarayan, when he described earliest ancestor of the 

king as "A certain Kstiatriya of Hailiaya dynasty"^^^. 

Dravidio-Mongoloid racial identity of ttie Koches: 

The scholars of the above mentioned three groups seems to orthodox and bias, 

and they tried to establish their opinions from a single point of view. They utilized the 

source materials in such systematic single-minded way to highlight only their own 

viewpoint by ignoring logical justification and whole situation. For which another group 

of scholars forward their opinion with moderate mental intension and they identify the 

ancestors of king Naranarayan as a 'Mixed Dravidic-Mongoloid racial affinity. This 

view also indirectly supported by some scholars, who belonged to the groups of 

Dravidian and Mongoloid racial affinity of tlie Koclies, but their opinions in indirect way 

and had never given sufficient emphasis about it. Risley described them to be of 

"Mongoloid Dravidian origin with the Dravidian element preponderant in them"^^^. On 

the other hand, D. Nath described them as "the Koches are of Mongoloid origin having 

close affinities with other Bodo tribes like the Mecties, the Rabtias, the Dtiimals, the 

IHaJongs and the Garos. But in course of time, and in some limited areas, they inter­

married with the Dravidians and gave birth to a mixed Mongolo -Dravidian race, but 

having preponderant Mongoloid characters''^^". Here it is interesting that Risley and D. 

Nath are completely different in their viewpoints; Risley opines "Dravidian element 

preponderant" and on the other hand, D. Nath opines, "having preponderant 

Mongoloid characters". S. L. Baruah tried to solve these two divergent views. In his 

own words, "this divergence of views seems to have arisen from the confusion caused 

by the use of the term 'Rajvamsi', which originally referred to an entirely distinct 

community of Dravidian affinities but was afterwards adopted by the Koches to the 

west of the Manash (Manas) river presumably after their conversion to Hinduism. 

Following the Koches, other tribal converts also subsequently called themselves 

Rajvamsis. So long as the Koch kings ruled, there was considerable intermingling of 

the two races, (the Dravidian Rajvamsis and Mongoloid Koches) in the territory under 

their domination. Thus, Dravidian blood poured into the Mongoloid Koches. However, 

there seems to be no doubt that 'true Koches' were a Mongoloid tribe, which is 
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evident from the fact that in Jalpaiguri, Kochbehar and Goalpara, the persons now 

known as Rajvamsi "are either pure Koches, who though dark, have a distinctly 

Mongoloid physiognomy, or else a mixed breed, in which the Mongoloid elements 

usually preponderates". Inclusion of the Hindu tribal converts in the social fold of the 

Koches had increased their numerical strength" ̂ ^\ 

S. L. Baruh actually mentioned in his opinion that the Rajvansis and the Koches 

were different origin- the Rajvansis were originally Dravidian and the Koclies were 

pure Mongoloid. However, most of the historians considered the 'Rajvansis and the 

Koches are same - the term 'Rajvansi' is comparatively new denomination and the 

term 'Koch' comparatively old denomination^^^. Because, the Persian writings, foreign 

accounts, dynastic epigraphs even the DRV (late 18*̂  century) do not refer to the term 

' 'Rajvansi' and it first occur in the census of 1872, where there are listed as 

'Rajvansi"^. Therefore, the whole question of Rajvansi and Koch arose with the 

census and gazetteer writings of the colonial rulers, who in their writings / reports 

differentiate between the Koches and the Rajvansis. The opinion of C. C. Sannyal, 

that the term 'Rajvansi' added to the Koches (a part) after their i-iinduisation^^'^' have 

no ground, for, the term 'Rajbanshi' applied to the Koches toward the end of the 19'̂  

century^^^. S. L. Baruh's opinions, "Rajvamsis originally Dravidian", might be 

questioned from another point of view; he did not elaborately point out that on which 

ground he described 'Rajvansis' as Dravidian. Moreover, he pointed out "Pure 

Koches" but no pure race existed in the 16**̂  century. 

The term 'Rajvansi' literally means "descendants of royal family". In the context of 

Indian history we get two words with prefix 'Raj'- one is 'Rajput'—sons of king and 

other Is '/?a/Vans/-descendant of royal family. The Rajput' of western India considered 

as Kshatriya of Aryan fold, so it is probably conforming to consider 'Rajvansis' belongs 

to same stock. However, it seems to us that 'Rajvansis' of eastern India is a later 

denomination and it came into existence toward the end of the 19'̂  century there is no 

distinction among the Koches, the Rajvansis and the Paliyas , who "are really the 

three names of the same thing"^^^. 

Scholars of the four groups have tried to establish their arguments from various 

sources of information and even from a single source, but their explanation and angle 

of discussions were multi-dimensional, which led to the rise of different opinions. To 
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find out the racial identity of the ancestors of king Naranarayan we should proceed 

carefully to investigate and to analyze, the entire sources of information. 

Observation: 

The racial identity of the ancestor of king Naranarayan is confusing due to the 

emphasis on the physical structure of the people by scholars and anthropologists. If 

we go through the all opinions and consider the opinions of the scholars, it become 

crystal clear to us that it is due to the their single pointed description and pre 

conceived mental state . The racial identity of Indian people as classified by B.S. Guha 

are a) The Negrito, b) the Proto-Australoid, c) the Mongoloid, consisting the Palaeo-

Mongoloid and the Tibeto-Mongoloids, d) the Alpinoid (of Indian context), and e) the 

Nordic (Aryan speaker)^". Among these races, only Mongoloid people came to-India 

from Eastern side and predominantly inhabited in the Himalayan foothills and they 

have a close affiliation to the people of Burma, Tibbet and China. Nordic that is Aryan 

came from central Asia through the North-western border of India. Historian like 

Maxmullar had given the opinion and most of the historians supported his view that 

the term 'Aryan' do not denote racial group, but it denotes a language group, which 

included seven Indo-European languages like Persian, German Greek and sole Indian 

language Sanskrita^^^. Aryan language in India that is Sanskrita is the mother of many 

other Indian languages. It is generally believed that Sanskrita speakers are superior to 

other languages groups. Sanskrita speaking people spread their habitation all over the 

North India and in a way North India became sanskritised or Aryanised. The eastern 

side of the river Sadanira considered beyond the Aryan culture during the 5'*̂  or 6̂ *̂  

century B. C. The Aryanization that is the acceptance of Sanskrita language and 

culture in the northeastern India is later denomination and it is cleared from scholar's 

opinion that Aryanization is the process of the acceptance Sanskrita culture and 

language but not the Aryan arrival in the area. The process of state formation from 

clan-based socio-political fragments Hinduisation (Aryanization) continued 

simultaneously in pre-colonial Northeast India^^^. S. K. Chatterji has rightly described 

the situation of the Koches "With the Hinduisation of the Koches, and the rise in power 

of their chiefs, Ksfiatriya origin was, as was natural, found out or suggested for 

them" '̂*° . He also described them as "Indo-Mongoloid" or "mixed Austric-Dravidian-

Mongoloid"^'*''. So the racial identity of the Koches is now not beyond the scope of re-
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examination. Physiognomically Mongoloid features predominant, by colour of skin, 

Dravidian features dominant and culturally, Koches have close affinities with Aryan 

speakers; nowadays they are a mixed breed of many races. 

Name of the dynasty of King Naranarayan: 

it is almost established that the Kingdom of Naranarayan called 'Koch dynasty' 

and even the rulers of the dynasty demand themselves belong to Koch dynasty .But 

main sources of information regarding Naranarayan, the Buranjies, the Vansavalies 

and the Rajopakhyan etc. are gave us same kind of information^'*^. The Darrang Raj 

Vansavali (henceforth DRV) described Hariya Mandal, (grandfather of Naranarayan) 

'as Mech chief of 12 Mech families^*^. The 'Assam Buranji' of HaraKanta Barua 

described Hariya mandal as 'Kachari'^*'*. The 'Deodhal Assam Buranji', although 

mentioned the title of the chapter as "Story of the origin of the Koches', but when he 

mentioned 12 Mech families of Chlkanagram, he ultimately described as Mech of 

which Hariya Mandal belonged '̂*^. The Deodhal Assam Buranji, on the other hand , 

-t-he Assam Buranji' of Gunaviram Barua and the 'Kamrupa BurunjI' described Hariya 

Mandal as Koch^*^. Modern scholars are also not single minded about the question 

and most of them by-pass the question describing as "Koch or Mech" '̂*''. Scholars like 

K. L. Barua, D. Nath, Khan Choudhary Amanattulla Ahmed and Durgadas 

Majumdar^*^ assumed them 'Koch'. On the other hand, N. N. Vasu definitely 

described them as 'Mech^^^. P.K. Bhattacharya described the dynasty of Naranarayan 

as 'Kamta-Koch' dynasty ^^°. 

This type of contradictory opinion of scholars gave us scope for re-investigation 

of the question elaborately. Persian writer Minhajuddin Siraj in his book 'Tabaqat-I-

Naslrl' described that this area was peopled by mainly three tribes, namely Koch, 

Mach, and Tharu ^^^. However, there were not much socio- cultural differences 

among them and social status was almost same. This proves by the information given 

DRV that Biswa Singha had advised his sons not to marry daughters of other caste 

except Koch, the Mech and the Kacharl ^^^ Under this situation, these could be 

explained from two angles:-

(A) They are actually Koch or Kuvaca of mythology, having disguised 

themselves through fear of Parasurama, living among the Meches and became known 
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as Mech. But in the 15"̂  and 16"" century, when they gained political power they 

disclosed the real identity as Koch. 

(B) In the primitive stage, they followed the matrilineal tradition of succession of 

the Meches but after the formation of state and with their Hinduization, patriliny was 

established in the royal family of the Koches. From Biswa Singha the dynasty has 

been counted as 'Koch' dynasty. Biswa Singha, after consolidating his power shifted 

his capital to Kamtapur^^^. The capital of the formal the Khen kingdom and assumed 

the title of 'Kamteswar' and some scholars tried to describe the kingdom as the 

•Kamta-Koch' kingdom^^^. 

Contemporary politicai situation: 

Political conditions of Delhi and Bengal proper on the eve 16^*^ century: 

Political picture of Northern India , Bengal proper and as well as in North- East 

India including the core area of study in the last quarter of 15*̂ ^ and almost whole of 

16*̂  centuries was multi dimensional. In Northern India Lodi's were the central power 

at Delhi, the first Lodi Sultan Bahlul Lodi (1451-89) marked the era of conflict between 

the crown and the nobility. His son and successor Sultan Sikander Lodi (1489- 1517), 

could not solve the problem. During the reign of next and last Lodi Sultan Ibrahim 

Lodi (1517-1526), crown -nobility conflict reached its worst situation and as a result, 

Daut khan (Governor of Punjab) and his partisans invited Babur, who defeated 

Ibrahim Lodi in the 1®* battle of Panipath in 1526 and laid foundation the Mughal rule in 

India. 

After the 1^* battle of Panipath, Babur, in spite of initial success against Rajputas 

in the battle of Khanua (March 7, 1927), and in the battle of Ghagra (May 6, 1529) 

against Mahamud Lodi (younger brother of Ibrahim Lod\), could not consolidate his 

power due to his sudden death (26*̂  dec, 1530). His son Humayun could not control 

the situation, and as a result he was defeated by Sher Shah, in the battles of Chausha 

(June 26, 1539) and Kaunaj (May 17, 1540) and 2"̂ ^ Afghan empire had been founded 

and Humayun forced to retreat from India. Sher Shah (1540-45) was the most efficient 

ruler of his age but his successors were worthless. In this situation, Humayun came 

back to India with his worthy son Akbar, who defeated the last Afghan {Sher Shah's 
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line) ruler Mahamud Adil Shah and his Hindu commander HImu in the 2"^ battle of 

Panipath (5*̂  Nov. 1556) and Mughal rule was re-established in India. 

In Bengal, Habsi Alauddin Hussein Shah established independent Hussein 

Shahi dynasty by assassinating his master and last lliyas Shahi ruler Shumsuddin 

Muzaffar Shah in about 1593-4 AD. Delhi Sultan Sikander Shah of Delhi advanced 

upto Bihar put Dariya Khan as Governor of Bihar and armies of Hussein Shah and 

Sikander Shah faced each other for some time. Ultimately, a treaty was signed 

between the two and both agreed not to attack each other's kingdom. Hussein shah 

recognized Sikander's authority over Bihar , Tirhut, and others territories of his west 

.By safe guarding western frontier of his kingdom , Hussein Shah conquered 

Kamtapur in about 1498 A.D, but he forced to retreat from Kamtapur due to internal 

problems in Bengal proper .leaving his son DaTiiyal at Kamtapur , who was killed^^^ . 

His successor and other son Nauru Shah (1519-32) again attacked Kamtapur in about 

1532 A.D. The Afghan chiefs of UP and Bihar retreated from North India after the 1st 

battle of Panipath (1526), and tried to take shelter in Eastern India, as a result Babur 

also advanced up to the bank of Ghaghgar in 1529. However, In this situation, Nasrat 

Shah offered terms, promised not to give shelter to fugitive Afghans chiefs, and 

handed over conquered-region to Babur .Thus he cleverly protected his 

independence by his diplomacy .After the death of Babur Nasrat Shah tried to recover 

his lost regions in Bihar. This move was likely to bring the invasion of Humayun on 

Bengal. Nasrat Shah warded off this danger by making an alliance with Bahadur Shah 

of Gujrat and by this alliance, Nasrat Shah protected the independence of Bengal 

again. 

On the death of Nasrat Shah, his son Allauddin Firoj Shah ascended his father's 

throne (1532). His uncle Ghiyasuddin Mamud Shah, Who ascended the throne of 

Bengal in 1533-1538, killed him. During his reign , the ruler of Bihar, Sher Shah Sur 

invaded Bengal and in the battle of Surajghar he defeated Mamud Shah and captured 

Teliaghar of Bengal first , then Gaud , the capital of Bengal . Mamud Shah fled from 

Bengal and prayed to Humayun, for help against Sher Shah Sur To help Mamud 

Shah, Humayun sent an expedition to Bihar and Bengal against Sher Shah Sur but he 

was defeated in the battles of Chousa and Kaunaj. As a result, Sher Shah dethroned 

Humayun from the throne of Delhi declared himself the sole ruler of Delhi as well as 

whole India and 2nd Afghan rule was established. Sher Shah became Sultan of India, 
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but the epicenter of political power remained Bengal and Bihar. He sent Khijir Khan to 

Bengal as his subordinate ruler of Bengal; within few days, he married the daughter of 

last Independence ruler of Bengal Mamud Shah and declared himself as the 

independent ruler of Bengal. Sher Shah himself made an expedition to Bengal, made 

Khijir Khan Captive, and placed Kaji Fajilat as his regent of the throne. 

After the death of Sher Shah, his son Islam Shah came to the throne of Delhi and 

Bengal remained as a Subah of Delhi. At the death of Islam Shah, his nephew Adil 

Shah Came to the throne but his Hindu Commander Himu became the power behind 

throne. 

During the reign of Adil Shah, Bengal Subedar Mahamad Khan declared himself 

the independent ruler of Bengal then after annexing Jaunpur, he advanced toward 

Agra when in the hand of Himu he was killed at the battle*of chapra in 1555 A.D. and 

established Shahbaz Khan as Subeder of Bengal. However, Khijir Khan, the son of 

Mahamad Shah, who declared himself the independent ruler with the name 

'Giyasuddin Bahadur Shah, overthrew Shahbaz Khan. In the meanwhile, Akbar, in the 

2""* battle of Panipath (1556) defeated Himu, captured Delhi and Adil Shah tried to 

hide himself in Eastern India. But he was killed by Giyasuddin Bahadur Shah of 

Bengal in the battle of Surujghar and Sur dynasty came to an end. Then victories 

Gayasuddin advanced toward Jumper and faced Mughul commander Khan -Jahan. 

Who defeated him and as a result, he came back to Bengal, where he ruled as an 

independent ruler up to 1560 A.D. After his death, his brother Giyasuddin II ruled 

Bengal up to 1563 A.D. In the year 1564 A.D. Taj Khan, an Afghan of Karrani dynasty 

ascended throne of Bengal and established the Karrani dynasty. 

After the death Taj Khan in 1565 A.D., his brother Sulaiman Karrari ascended the 

throne of Bengal and ruled up to 1572 A.D. He was intelligent and a great diplomatic 

ruler, who verbally accepted the Akbar's authority but practically he was almost an 

independent ruler of Bengal, who extended the boundary of Bengal by war and 

diplomacy. However, his successors Bayajid and Daud were worthless sons of great 

father. Daud declined his father's verbal authority of the Mughul and attacked the 

Zamania fort (Near Gazipur, UP) of the Mughul. As a result, >A/(£)ar first sent Munim 

Khan against Daud and then he himself joined the army and ultimately Daud was 

defeated and killed at the battle Rajmahal in August 12, 1576 A.D, Bengal became a 

part the Mughal Empire"^. 
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However, the victory Rajmahal could not established Mughul rule on Bengal in 

strong basis and it took another 20 years to complete the process. A numbers of local 

Jaminders (Hindu, Muslim both) thought themselves independent and were ready to 

fight against the Mughul for that. In the history of Bengal, they are known as Baro-

Bhuyan. Among them Isha Khan of Dhaka-Maymansing and Keder Roy of Bikrampur 

were Prominent. In about 1580A.D Baro-Bhuyan s of Bengal organized a revolt 

against the Mughal and Afghan leaders like Katlu Khan, Isha Khan and Sulaiman 

joined hands with them "^. To Suppress this rebellion, Akbar sent Hussain Quii Beg 

(1576-1578), known as Khan- l-Ajam, as the Subeder of Bengal in1580 A.D, who in 

spite of his best attempt could not suppress the Afghan leaders. So replacing Khan-/-

Ajam, Akbar sent Raja Man Singh as Subedar of Bengal in 1594 A.D., who completed 

the Mughal authority in Bengal on a permanent basis^^^. 

From above discussion, it became clear that political condition of Delhi and 

Bengal during the period was in a great turmoil. In Delhi Mughal - Afghan tussle 

continued op to rise of Akbar \n 1556 A.D. In Bengal although , the Mughals -Afghans 

were engaged in internecine warfare to capture the throne of Bengal but 

multidimensional conflict continued among the Afghans themselves and with local 

chiefs also existed there . The rulers of Hussain Shahi and Karrani dynasty were 

independent. It is the low of history that when centrifugal forces became prominent 

and central authority became weak, that made headway and a number of independent 

kingdoms propped up on its ruins. The Bengal rulers when felt themselves well 

protected on Western frontier, a number of expeditions were sent towards 

northeastern India^^^. 

Political conditions of north-East India at the eve 16^ century: 

Many dynasties had been ruling over the whole of North-East India, among them 

the Ahoms were in a prominent position and this dynasty of Tal-Shans founded in 

about 1228 A. D. by Sukapha (1228-68), who left his ancestral place Maulung (Upper 

Burma) with few a followers^^° and at first settled in Khamjang. After that, he 

established the Ahom political hegemony over a large area of Habung on the north 

bank of the Brahmaputra and on the south as far Dikhau-mukh and Simaluguh^^'^. 

Succeeding rulers of the dynasty up to Supimpha (1493-97 A.D.) more or less 

cemented and expanded their authority at the costs of others indigenous tribes. But 
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with the accession of next king Suhungmung Dihingia Raja (1497-1539 A.D.) a 

glorious chapter of the Ahom history had started. A number of internal and external 

events characterize his reign^^^. The king took a policy of aggressive conquest and 

consolidation of his power and position. He annexed the Chutiya kingdom by defeating 

king Dhirnarayan in 1523A.D. as a result the Ahom kingdom now extended from 

Brahma Kund in the east to the river Subansirin the west on the north bank of the 

Brahmaputra^^^. He pushed the Kacharis beyond the Kalang and extended the Ahoms 

rule over the entire Dhansirl valley and major part of the present district of 

Nowgong^^*. He also subjugated a number of Bhuyans on both banks of the 

Brahmaputra and appointed them to very petty offices as tamulis in charge of betel-nut 

preparations^^^ The Sultans Nurshrat Shah (1519-32) and Firoz Shah (1532-33) of 

Bengal, under the generalship of Turbek, attacked the Ahom kingdom during his feign 

in 1527, 1531 and 1532 but finally routed out by Suhummuing^^^. Suhummuing's reign 

also witnessed the emergence of the dynasty of King Naranarayan by his father Biswa 

Singha, who maintained friendship with the Ahoms until his last days. 

Suhummung was killed by his son and successor Suklenmung Gadgaya Raja 

(1539-52), who consolidated his father conquests. During his reign, hostilities with the 

Koch king Naranarayan were the prime mover of political picture of north-east India. 

His son Sukhampha (1552-1603) succeeded him, during whose reign the Ahoms 

Suffered fatal defeat in the hand of the Koch king Naranarayan. It is clear from above 

discussion, entire north- east during the period the Ahoms were in a dominant position 

before the Koch ascendancy. 

Political condition of the core area of the kingdom at its beginning: 

Political condition of Lower Assam and Northeastern part of Bengal at the 

ascendancy of Koch dynasty was chaotic with the beginning fourteenth century. The 

Khen dynasty was (which has been discussed earlier) ruling over the region with its 

capital at Kamatapur which was situated four miles south-east of the present town of 

Koch Behar, generally^® ,̂ but real political power vyere exercised by high officials of 

dynasty and by many independent Bhuyans of the locality. The Khen rule of 

Kamatapur was overthrown by the hand of Hussain Shah of Bengal in about 1498A.D, 

and who established Sultani rule over Kamatapur under the Governorship of his son 

Denial /Nasurat Shah. The Bhuyans also lost their long enjoyed power, prestige and 
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independence and as a result, there was a political vacuum in the area. However, the 

Sultani rule was short lived, because on the one hand the Bhuyans could not accept 

the rule of Gaud rule for a long time and they were waiting for good time to overthrow 

it and to regain their lost political power and prestige. On the other hand, The Gaud 

ruler received no support from the people of Kamtapur-Kamrupa, as he had already 

alienated their sympathy by his miss- rule oppression^^®, and help from Bengal proper 

due to political turmoil there. In this situation, the Bhuyans took the leading role to 

overthrow the rule of Gaud and whole area came under the control of the independent 

Bhuyans, who were jealous of one another and began to quarrel among themselves to 

increase one's power by defeating others of the locality^^^. Biswa Singha, the father of 

King Naranarayan by utilizing this situation established his power in about 1515 A.D. 

The Bhuyans of the area and Biswa Singha 1515-1540AD: 

The Bhuyan system of Assam and lower Assam had originated after 

disintegration of ancient Kamarupa kingdom and they began exercising their 

independent powers from thirteen century up to early 16"̂  century AD *̂̂ ". The terms 

'Bhuya', or 'Bhuiya' or 'Bhuyan' means a property owner, which is synonymous with 

Persian equivalent Zaminder and Sanskrita Bhumika^^^. They do not belong to any 

particular caste and religion and do not have any ethnic affinity^'^. It is not clear from 

the evidences that when exactly the Bhuyan system originated. 

Opinions differ about the origin of Bhuyan system in Assam^". According to one 

version, it originated in Assam and it is an indigenous institution of Mediaeval Assam. 

According to other version, Bhuyan system originated out side of Assam. M. Neog, 

without mentioning his sources of information, gave a mythological genealogy of the 

indigenous origin of the Bhuyan institution in Assam including bar (senior/big) Baro 

(twelve) Bhuyans and Saru (Junior/Small) Baro (twelve) Bhuyans^ '̂*. The Guru Charit 

informed us of the institution of Bara Bhuyans of Assam originated from the 

establishment of the seven Kayastha families by Kamesvara Durlabhanarayan c-

1330-1350 A.D. following his treaty with Gaudesvara Dharmanarayan and 

subsequently joined by other five Kayastha families from Gauda so that the total 

number of Bhuyans increased to twelve or Baro^^*. However, it is a tradition and the 

total number should not be twelve or Baro and the DRV mentioned the existence of 

large number of Bhuyans in the north bank of the Brahmaputra in the 16'*̂  century"®. 
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There are also classification of the Bhuyans due to their power, position and prosperity 

and they assumed tittles like Raja, Samajpati, Sara Bhuyan and Saru BhuyarF^. 

Without going into the controversy, it can safely be assumed that the Bhuyans of 

Assam included both indigenous and migrant Bhuyans and some of the them were 

very powerful and played vital role in the contemporary political affairs"^. Although, 

they collectively overthrew the rule of the successor of Hussain shah from Kamatapur, 

the Bhuyans were engaged in mutual conflicts among themselves. 

Biswa Singha, the son and successor of Hanya Mandal had to fight against a 

large number of both, the indigenous and the emigrant Bunyans to establish himself. 

Hariya Mandal, the headmen of 12 Mech/ Koch families and the father of Biswa 

Singha had made an unsuccessful attempt to subdue the Bhuyans and was defeated 

by the Bhuyan of Phulguri, who made him a captive and forced him to purchase his 

liberty by agreeing to pay tribute^^®. At this time, 16 years old great boxer and expert 

warrior Biswa Singha was highly incensed to hear his father's defeat and humiliation, 

organized the strength of his fellow tribes, stopped the payment of tribute to the 

Bhuyan of Phulguri, and attacked him, but he was also defeated and forced to retreat. 

From this attack, he learnt a lesson that a direct war is not favourable to his power and 

position; he took two separate policies i.e. a) the tricks and guerrilla war tactics at the 

early stage and b) the policy of open challenge, at an advance stage, to achieve his 

objectives, which showed the political awareness of him. 

Biswa Singha, at the early stage took the policy of the tricks and guerrilla war 

tactics at the beginning to accomplish his objectives. It was the result of his realization 

of the real situation, that the power of the others Bhuyans was superior and his power 

was not sufficient for a direct challenge. By following this policy, he defeated the 

Bhuyan of Phulguri. According to tradition, dunng Biswa Singh's war with Phulguri 

Bhuyan at the early stage, he was defeated and forced to take shelter in the forest. 

After three days in the forest, without food, Biswa Singha took shelter in the house of a 

Mechni and eating rice there followed her advice^^". N.N. Vasu described the incident 

in this way "In the month of Chaitra, the Bhuyan of Phulguri disbanded his troops. One 

day in the month of Vaisakha, at dead of night, Bisu alone entered the capital of the 

Bhuyan asking his men to wait outside. The Bhuyan was fast asleep. Bisu stole into 

his bedroom and cut off his head with one blow of his sword .Then he gave his signal 

and his men at once fell to looting the house. In this way he got vast wealth and 
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became master of that place"^^\ With this success, Biswa Singha gained considerable 

amount of power over the locality and became a very powerful Mandaleswara. 

After this incident, Biswa Singha started to follow the policy of open challenge i.e. 

the direct policy of aggression and aggrandizement towards others Bhuyans and 

conquered small territories like Ugari, Lukibakai, Pantan, Bako, Bholagaon , Bijni, 

Beltola, Moirapur, Rani, Bangaon, Karaibari, Atiabari, Kamtabari, Balarampur, Pandu, 

Jhargaon , Dighia, Khuntaghat, Karnapura, Behar, Rausia, Dhakur, Chhaigaon 

Baranagar^^^. (It is difficult to locate accurately all these small areas). All these above-

mentioned names denote name of places and we do not know the names of the 

rulers. On the other hand, the sources supplied us some names of the Bhuyans, 

whose territories were not clearly mentioned. He subjugated Bhuyans like Bara 

(twelve/big) Bhuyans and Saru Bhuyans (small in size). N. N. Vasu has given a list of 

the names of Bara that is 12 Bhuyans and their seats as ^.Chandivara, the Siromani 

Bhuyan of Bardowa, 2. Haripala alias Vishnukanta Bhuyan of Dighalpura / Balidia; 3. 

Sripat\ alias Jayapala Bhuyan of Badanagar; 4. Sridhar Bhuyan of Bheragram; 5. 

Srihari alias Sripati Sarasvati of Lengamaguri at first and then at Ghilaghah of 

Sarukhetrl Pargana; 6. Sadananda Bhuyan of Kaunajpur near Kamata; 7. Chldananda 

alias Chirapati of Jhargaon at first and then at Baligaon; 8. Sripati Datta, 9. Gadadhar 

Bhuyan of Sukekuchi; 10. Buda khan of Karnapura and Kakati family of Barpeta; 11. 

Lohabara of Khatabari near Kamatapur and 12. Chanuguri of Kanakput^^^. Some 

scholars also described the term 'Bara Bhuyans' as big Bhuyans (in Bengali and 

Assamees languages Bara means 12 i.e. twelve). Ouguri Bhuyan , Daivajna Chuti 

Bhuyan, Kusum Bhuyan, Dighal Bhuyan , Kalla Bhuyan, Bhuyan of Jhargaon , 

Kabilash Bhuyan the Bhuyan of Karnapur , Bejini in order of succession and finally 

Pratap Roy Bhuyan of Pandunath^^^. The Vansavali also states that he had a hard 

fight with the Bhuyan of Karnapur and in course of the encounter a large amount of 

arms and ammunitions including horses, camels and elephants had been lost to 

him^^^. Then he worshipped the Goddess Mechini and according to her advice 

attacked the Karnapur Bhuyan on the Bihu, when the followers of the Bhuyan left for 

homes^^®, and Pratap Roy Bhuyan of Pandunath, who was his ally left with his 

kinsmen to the Ahom^^^. As a result, Biswa Singha easily defeated and killed the 

Bhuyan of Karnapur and able to gain the territories, arms and ammunitions^^^. 

Successors of Sadananda Bhuyan of Kaunajpur near Kamta, Kalikanta and 
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Satananda was also attacked by Biswa Singha and forced them to flee to Bengal, of 

whom Kalikanta could not come back and Satananda returned to Assam married 

Kanakpriya, the sister DamodarAta^^^. One powerful Narain Buinia (Bhuyan) , seeing 

this type of incident, sent a messenger to Biswa Singha with an warning to meet him 

(the Bhuyan) in person without delay, but he himself was defeated and killed by Biswa 

Singha. The Bhuyans, who could overthrow the rule of Gauda from Kamtapur, had 

met with crushing defeat at the hands of this new warrior of humble origin^®". 

Thus, by organizing the tribes of the area, following the tricks, guerrilla war 

tactics and the policy of open challenge and by subjugating all the Bhuyans of the 

lower Brahmaputra valley, Biswa Singha declared himself king of the region. It is said 

that Biswa Singha came to power in about 151 SAD, took 12 years to subjugate all the 

neighbouring Bhuyans and after which, he declared himself king in about 1527AD^^''. 

The Brahmins and Daivagans performed the rituals of his coronation ceremony and 

the Koch, Mech, Kachari and other tribal people actively supported the kingship of 

Biswa Singha^^^. 

When Biswa Singha consolidated his power on the lower Brahmaputra valley by 

subjugating all the Bhuyans of the area, the Ahoms under the kingship o^ 

Suhungmung Dihingia Raja (1497-1539AD.) were in a dominant position in the upper 

Bramhaputra valley and were trying to expand there territory towards western border . 

The territorial expansion of Biswa Singha towards the east and that of the Ahom king 

Suhungmung Dihingia Raja towards the west was sure to lead to a direct confrontation 

of the two powers. On the other hand, sultans of Bengal sent a number of expeditions 

to expand their sway in the region^^^. However, meanwhile, the Sultans of Bengal 

launched their expeditions to the Ahom kingdom through the kingdom of Biswa Singha 

who saw direct hostilities between these two powers on more than one occasion, 

between the years 1527-32 AD. But Biswa Singha diplomatically remained silent 

thinking the infancy of his kingdom and the Sultans of Bengal also did not take him 

seriously and set their main target to the Ahom^^'*. As a result, in 1532-33 AD, when 

Nurshat Shah's general Turbak invaded Ahom crossing his territory, he remained 

inactive^^^. Although the invaders gained initial successes, but ultimately they were 

finally completely defeated by the Ahom commander Chankham, who also pursued 

them as far as the Karatoya, the western boundary of Biswa Singha's kingdom, and 

obtained five eastern Parganas from the Padshah of BengaP® .̂ On his back to Assam, 
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Chankham is said to have attacked Biswa Singha, who had been neutral during the 

war. Considering the situation, Biswa Singha made his submission by offering 

presents, and acknowledging Ahom's over lordship^^^. In recognition of his 

submission, Chankham gave Biswa Singha all the Parganas acquired from the 

Padshah of Gaud, which were adjacent to the western boundary of Biswa Singha's 

kingdom but far away from that of the Ahom. Biswa Singha agreed to pay annual 

tributes to the Ahom king and he along with his brother Sisya Singha came to the 

Ahom court, and received assurance of all kinds and protection against any foreign 

invasion^® .̂ According to the DRV, some time later, Biswa Singha, however, 

dishonoured his commitment and proceeded to invade the Ahom kingdom, reached as 

far as the Singh hill; but owing to the shortage of food supply and difficulties of 

transport, he had to retreat̂ ^®. Contradictorily, Assam Buranji described this incident 

as the friendly visit of 1537 A D^°°. In spite of being an ambitious king, Biswa Singha 

did not dare shake off the Ahom vassalage, because of the frequent invasions from 

Bengal rulers and his defeat and humiliation at the hands of the powerful Ahom king 

Suhungmung. But he could not accept this from his heart and always thinking about 

the slur. Therefore, Biswa Singha at his deathbed asked his sons to take appropriate 

steps to revoke the Ahom vassalage^°\ 

Bhutan, the sub Himalayan Tarai region from the Teesta in the west to the river 

Panchnoi in the east ruled by the Bhutia tribe was also attacked and defeated by 

Biswa Singha and forced its ruler to pay tribute^°^. But Assam Buranji of Gunabhiram 

Barua does not mention any war between Biswa Singha and Bhutan, only a peace 

treaty was concluded, according to which Bhutan acknowledge Biswa Singha's over 

lordship and agree to pay tribute^"^. Biswa Singha's contemporary Sultans of Bengal 

were Nurshrat Shah (1519-32 AD), Firoz Shah (1532-1533AD), Mahmud Shah (1533-

38 AD), sent several expeditions crossing territory of Biswa Singha, who remained 

silent, and after the defeat of the Sultans of Bengal at the hands of the Ahom general 

Chankham, he accepted Ahom Supremacy. The Sultans of Bengal considered Biswa 

Singha as a vassal of the Ahom, any attack on Biswa Singha would be an attack on 

the Ahom, and they were not ready for any conflict with the Ahoms considering the 

internal troublesome situation of Bengal ^°^. 

Thus, Biswa Singha had the skill, intelligence and diplomatic power and 

capability, which enabled him to establish a semi-independent kingdom"'"^. By the 
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policy of tricks, guerrilla war tactics and aggressive warfare transformed the small 

chiefdom of his father into a territorially defined kingdom and laid the foundation for his 

successors on well-cemented ground. He started his career as a tribal chief, by 

establishing his capital at Chikana, the ruins of which are still in existed about sixty 

north of present Dhubri town in Goalpara district of Assam, between the rivers 

Saralbhanga and Champavat'i^^^. After subjugation of the Bhuyans and territorial 

expansion of his kingdom Biswa Singha shifted the power center from the Cliikana to 

l-lingulabas ^°^, a village in the plains of Western Duars on temporary basis^°^ and 

finally transferred it to Kamtapur (Kantapur) ^°^, later known as Koch Behar four miles 

to the south-east of the present town of Koch Behar^'"' 

Biswa Singha inherited a small area, "bounded in the west by the Sankosh, on 

the north by Dhabalagiri (Himalayas), on the south by Lohitya (Brahmaputra)"^^^• .̂ He 

extended its borders to the Karatoya in the west , the Baranadi on the north bank of 

Brahmaputra in the east , the Bhutan frontier in the north and Bengal frontier in 

Rangpur (now in Bangladesh) in the south^"* .̂ His dominion comprised the lower 

Himalaya region , the whole of the present districts of Kamrupa, Goalpara , part of 

Nowgong of Assam, Koch Behar and Jalpaiguri (part) districts of present west Bengal 

and Rangpur district (except Ghoraghat) of Bangladesh. 

The DRV inform us that Biswa Singha had eighteen wives from different 

countries like Nepal, Gaur, Kashmir, Kamrupa, Mithila and Kashi; he had also 

eighteen sons, born of his eighteen wives^"" .̂ Among whom Naranarayan was selected 

as his successor and king, and Sukiadhvaja (Chilarai) selected as the general of the 

king by a draw ^ *̂. With the accession of Naranarayan on the throne started a glorious 

chapter of the Koch hegemony ail over the whole of North-East India, not only in the 

field politics but also in the fields every spare of life. 
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