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Chapter - III

Political History from 10th Century A. D. to

11th Century 4. D.

The glory and brilliance of the Pala empire which
reached its Zenith during the rule of Devapéla whose
suzerainty was acknowledged over a considerable part of
Northern India from Kamarupa tc the territories of the
Hupa - Kambojas, perhaps even to the southern most
eXtremity of India, did not last long. The rule cof his
successors Vigrahapala, Narayanapala, Rajyapala, Gopala II
and Vigrahapala II comprising the period from C 847 4.D. -
C 977 A.D. was marked by the steady decline and disinte-
gration of the pala empire end the advantage was taken
over by the Pela chfeftains who unfurled the flag of
independence in different parts of Bengal in view of the
decadance of the Pala ewpire, the pace of which was infact
hastened during the reign of Néréyagapéla. The Rastrakiia
Kings amoghavarsha and K{isnpa I1I elso succeeded. in

defeating the power of Gauda, vafiga, iAfiga and Magadhal.

The decline of the Gurjara - Pratihira empire also
provided opportunity to the powers like the Kalachuris znd

the Chandellas tc rise to pewer which upset the politicsl
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stability of Northern India. The P&las had to bear the
brunt of the attack and almost reeled beneath the sta-
gegering blows of éhese and other powers2. The Chandella
King Ya!bvarman appears to have made successful attack
against the Gau@as3 and his son Dhafiga claims to bavé
impriscned the queens of Ré@ba and Aﬁggh. Though the
claims‘are soretimes eXaggerated, there remains little
doubt in our wmind about the weakness and helplessness
of the Pale authority resulting in the emergence of
several mincr independent dynasties in different parts

cf Bengal.

The Kembojas

The Kamboja gsufpation was the first biow tc the
Pala empire which led them to give up their hcld ﬁpon
their paternal territory of Varendri and it gave the
Kambojas the opportunitly to assume the title of Gauqapati,
the position which was held by the P&la empercrs for sev-

eral generations as indications of their paramount authecrity.

Now question naturally comes to our wind. Firstly,
who were the Kambojas % Secondly, How did they ccme intc

prominence ? In the inscriptions of sécka, a Kamboja
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country is mentioned alcng with 'Ycna' which lay on the

North-Western frontier of India. The Kambojas were men-

ticned with the Yavanas and they spcke a language partly
Indo - Aryan and partly Iranians. Their country had great
reputation for horses to which there are allusicns in the

Mahabharata and in the Buddhist literature. This reputa-

tion must have reached even far off Eastern India as is
evident from the references to the Kamboja horses of Deva-
pala in his Hongyr and Nalanda grants. The context of the
passage where it occurs as well as its association with
horses would seem to indicate that the composer cof the
inscription was referring to the Kambojas who are coupled
with the Gandharas and placed scmewhere near Afgénisthéné.
N. G. Majumdar has ?ointed " If horses could be brought

to Bengal from the North-Western frcontier ¢f India during
the Pdla period, it is not unreasonable to suppose that
for trade and other purposes, some advanturers could also
have found their way into their province"7. According to

Foucher, Nepalese tradition applied the name Kamboja-de!é

. to Tibet8. It has been suppcsed by R. P. Chande that the

Kamboja Gau@apati probably came from Tibet, Bhutan or some

other Himalayan country at the head cf a Mongolian hdrde

who are now represented by Koch and the Paliyas of Northern
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Bengal, also known as RaJabahéTs .

In the Tibetan work ' pag-sam-jon-zang' there are

references to both the Kambojas and eastern one 1is

identified as hailing Lusai Hill tract between Burma

10

and Bengal ~. But the work is of later time and there

is nothing to show of the existence of the dynasty 1in

the North-Eastern frontier in the 10th Century 4.D. It

is likely that there was a Gandhira and possibly alsc

a Kemboja as well on the North-Eastern frontier of India

near the regions known as Yunnan and Szecnwan'.

It is known that these cocnquerers of North Bengal

might have come from that direction. 'The history of the

Braehmaputra Valley® tells us more than one Mongoloid

invasions on its North-Eastern frontier and the eXtensicn
of tne‘ﬁower of some of these ccnquerers tc the West
béyond the Karatoya was not impossible. The Nidﬁanpur.
copper plate supplies us with the infcrmation of the
conquest of part of North Bengal by the Kamarlpa King

-Bhéékaravarman12.

It is evident from some sources that the Tibetan

Kings like Khrisrong-Idebtsan (C 755 A.D. - C 797 A.D)
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jnvaded India and Mutigbtsanpo (C 304 4.D. - C 815 4.D)

defeated Dharmapala and Ral-pa-chan possioly advanced

as far as Gaﬁgéségara13.

One Kamboja clan had shown a spirit of rest-
lessness against the neighbour during the reign of be-
vapala who defeated and crushed their power for sometime.
But the lesscn was forgotten during the decadance of the
PEla authority and the Kambojas entering North Bengal
found themselves strong enough to proclaim the mastery

of Gauda1u.

Mahfpala in his copper plate grant claims to have
recovered the territory occupied by some intruders from

&
nis forefathers. This paternal territory(rajyam pitrah)

has been identified by some scholars on the strength of
the evidence of Sandhyakara Nandi who describes Varendri

as Janaka - Bhu in his Rémacharita15. But North Bengal

was under the control of the Palas not of the Kambojas
at that time. 4gain, the ancestral homeland of the Palas
was Vahgdla not North Bengal. It is known that the
Kambojas during the rule of Mahipzala I (C 977 A.D. -

C 1027 A.D) were ruling over a small principality of
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of South - Western Bengal and it 1is not known whether
Mahipala supplanted them from that region as there are
some evidences to show of their rule in the South-Wes-
tern Bengal after nim., Two ilmages erected during the
3rd or 4th regnal year of Mahipala have been found in
Baghaura and Néréyaqapur villages in the district of
Comilla lying within the territory cf the Chandras.
So it may be inferred that Mahipala prcbably succeeded
in forcing the Chandras fo acknowledge his suzerainty.
The contemporary Chandra King la@aba Chandra might.
have gone on pilgrimage to Prayaga and Varznasi crossing
the territory of Mahipala I as subserviencallyqe.

The Dinajpur plate of records the construction cf
a i&va temple by afKing of Gauga cf the Kemboja family.
There .are differences c¢f copinicn among scholars abcout

the meaning of the ccmpound Kufjaraghatavarshena inscribed

17

in it ', Rajendralal Mitra refers it to a Chronogram in

the sense of ﬁéka 883 (966 A.D)“1O. Bhandarkar considers
it as an adjunct tc the subject 'Gaudapati! meaning " he

who pours with an array cf elephants"19. This comgound

may alsc be taken to imply that the Gaudapati is very

fortunate and rich, being sprinkled with the water from

the pots held by Iakshmi's elephazflts.gO

i
|
|
]




There is nc unanimity of opinion amcng scholars
about the date of the inscripticn. gccording to R.P.
Chanda, the editor of the Dinajpur pillar ihscription,
this plate is tc be placed from palaecgrarhic cqpsidef
rations between the Badal pillar inscription and the
Deopara pra!ésti of Vijayasena and more accurately

between gangad plate or in the 10th Century A.D.21

There are some evidences in supgort of the view
that the Kambojas flourished in the North Bengal or
Varendrl in the early part cf the 10th Century 4.D.
The pa!ﬁhimbhég copper plate c¢f grichandra informs us
of the attack of the city by Trailokyachandfa in about
C 920 A.D, by the éaUQapati Kuﬁjaragha?évarsha. so it
may be ?ssumed that Kdﬁﬁaragha?évarsha might have flo-
urished in North Bengal sometime about C 915 A.D. -

C 925 4.D.%°

The discovery of a copper plate at Ird§23 enables
us to form a correct estimate of the nature and effect
of the Kamboja usurpation. The Irda plate issued by

Nayapala belonging to the family of R3jyapila is of

90
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great historical importance. Rejyapala has been described

as Saugata while his son and successor Narayanapala hes

been described as a devotee of Vasudeva. They all assu-

med the full imperial titles like ParamegvaragParamabha-

ttaraka and Maharajadhiraja. The Irda plate records the

grant of land in the Dandathuktimandala within the

vardhaménabhukti2h. Dandabhukti has been rigntly identi-

fied by H.D.3anerjee with Midnapore and Balasore distri-
cts25. The Kemboja King cf Gau@a cf the Dinajgur plate
and the princes c¢f the Irda plate represent one and the
same family. From this source, it is evident that the
Kambojas seized not only North Bengal, but also the

South-Western portion of the province inciuding the Var-

dhamanabhukti. They had their Capital at priyafgu which
26

is still unidentified.

The Kambcjas succeeded in 3engal due to severél
factors. It may be due to the possible Superiority in
the use of horse in battle. (n the other hand, the
Chendra and Pela Kings were 3uddhists while the Kembojes
were generally held to be the devotee of Hindu Geds Vishnu
and éﬁva. Probably the Buddhist creed, procfessed by the

Palas and the Chandras, was declining in Czudes whers the
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Kambojas might have been welcomed in consideration of
their attachment to Bréhmagical religion.27
It has been eXplained that the Kambcja usurpaticn
cf the 10th Century 4.D. was a revclt of ¢ feudal chief !
of high bfficial and R.C.Majumdar holds "it is not nece- |
ssary to presume an invasion of the Kamboja tribe as is
generally dcne'. That the enrolment of the foreigners
in the service of the Palas is prcved by the existence of ‘

officials like Mélava-Khagé-Hﬁna-Kulika—Karnéta in the

service of the Palas. The Kambojas might have been
employéd in the wilitary service and raised their heads
at an opportune movement as Divya did in later time. It

may be wentioned in this connection that the 4byssynian
g

!

chiefs in the 15th Century usurped the thrcne of Bengal.

On the whcle as R.C.Majumdar points out " we must admit
that the rule of a Kamboja chief in Bengal may indicate,
equally well, either an invasion of Bengal by the
Kamboja tribe or the successful revolt oi local cﬁief

or official in Bengal belonging to that tribe“.28

Regarding the decline of the Kambojas we have very

little evidence with us. It is probable that Rajyapala,
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the son and successor of Néréyagapéla, succeeded in
recovering Varendrl or North Bengal from the clutches
of the Kembojas. It is alsc evident frow the inscrip-
tion of Rajyapala discovered somewhere in the Rajasahi
district that Rajyapala pulled out the Kambojas from
North Bengal. On the other hand, the Ksmboja Kings
succeeded by Kdﬁﬁaragha?évaf—sba, did not claim to be
Gaugeévara though the comtemporary Kamarupa King Ratn-
R

apala described Rajyepala as the lcrd cf Gauda. The

Kemrupa King claims to have defeated the Gaudapati

29

Eéjyapéla near the river Gaiga. hLgain fne Bhaturiya
inscription of Hajyapala represents him as a vanquicher
of many enemies" including the Chinas and in Indian tra-
dition China ofted means Tibet and Mehdchine China',-0
The China enemies of Rajyapzla were ncne but the Kambcja

enemies of Devapéla3oa.

It has been a tendency amcng schclars to identify
the Rzjyapala both of the pala dynasty and of the Irda
plate of the Kambojas cn several grounds. Firstly, both
bear the same name and both had their queen named 3hzgyadevi
and the Kamboja rulers hzjyapala, Néréya§ap§la and Nayapale

appear tc have assumed the names of their Pala name-sakes.
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But the identificaticn cn this basis seems to be
baseless. This kind of bcrrowed names would appear

to suggest intermarriages between the two families..
The case of Kamboja Rajyapala and his queen'Bhégya-
devl bcth having the names of the Pala King Rajyapala
reminds us of the Kamarupa King Samudravarman and his
queen Dattadevi having borrowed the names of the Gupta
emperor samudragurta and his queen Dattadevi. Samudra
Varman was named after his father's overlcrd or his
maternal grandfather. a4 similar relationship might have
existed between Kamboja Rajyapzla and Pzle Rajyeapala.
Thus the Kamboja Kings cf Priyanga might have been sub-
ordinate - of the Palas inspite of their imperial titles.31

Secondly, both are wenticned as Paramasaugata and both
4

!

assumed the same imperial titles. But the argument
against-this is that the assumption of similar titles cannct
in any way prove the identification. The Chandra rulers cf
South-Eastern Bengal alsc took siwilar titles. Thirdly,

a mother's tribal name is scmetimes applied tc the name

of her children and 'Kambcja - vaméﬁ - tilake!' has been

taken to mean that the mother of the Pala Rajyapala belon-
ged to a Kamboja family. But we dc not have any reference

to any matrimonial connecticn with the Kamocjas32 and hence
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Pile
D. C. Sircar's theory thatrﬁéjyapéla was connected with

the Kambcjas through his mother's side cannot be accepted

without any positive evidence. Gn the other hand, Rajyapala

of this record has the epithet 'Kamboja-vamgé—tilaka

(as ornament of the Kembcja clan). In the Ramacharita of

Sandhyakara Nandl, the Palas are styled to have descended
from the 'Samupdrakulz' and in the Kamauli gfant they are
represented as belonging tc solar race. But nowhere the
Kamboja origin has been attributed to the Palas. The son &
successor of Rajyapala of the Pala dynasty was Gopala II
whose name appears in the Béngaq, Zmgachi and Manahali
plates. The Kings Néréyayapéla and Nayapala are the sons
and successors of the Kamboja Rajyapala. In case the Palas
are proved toc be ifentical with the Kambojas, there would
then be no necessary for assuming that in the 10th Century

a.D. a part of the Pala territory was lost toc the Kambcjas.

But it has not been unanimously accepted by scholars.33

The Chandra dynasty of South-Eastern Bengal

During the period of pala decline several semi-

independent powers came into prominence in Bengal. The

most important among them were the Chandras and the Varmans.
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The history of the Chandras was not fully known to us
owing to the dearth of source'materials. The three

copper plates recently excavated from Mainamati( two

of IaQahachandra and one of Govindachandra), the Dacca
copper plate of Kalyanachandra and the Pa!hhimbhég copper
plate of Srichandra have brought to light the continuous
rule of this dynasty spreading over a period of about a
Century and a quarter. We are now able to ascertain the
correct genéaﬁlogy and corréct order of succession of the
Chandra rulers. Incidentaily after the discovery of image

3h

inscription of Govindachandra® and Mainamatl plates of
Ia@aha-chandra35, it has been now possible to connect them
with the Chandra dynasty.

12
'

With the help of the newly discovered copper plates

36

A.H.Dani”" furnished the geneawlogical 1list of the Chandra

o=

dynasty as follows ; -

Purnachandra
Suvé}gachandra
Tra{iokyachandra
v
“sri Chandra
Kaf}énachandra
/
Ia@ahaCHandra

Govindachandra.
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We are also able to assign the maximum reigning period

s
of Kings right from Srichandra as follows : 37

“Sri Chandra : 46 Years (cf Madanpur plate) ]

Kalyanachandra : 24 Years (cf Dacca plate)

ladzhechandre : 18 Years (cf Bharella image inscripticn.)

Govindachandra ; 23 Years (cf Faikpara image inscripticn.)

We are, thus, able to establish a continuous rule
of the dynasty cf abocut one hundred and fifty yegrs,if
we assign the reign pericd cf 25 years to Trailokya;
Chandra who is seemed to be the first sovereign of the
dynasty. The Tirumalai inscription cf Rajendra Chcla
informs us that one Gevindachandra, undoubtedly the.
Govindaéhandra ¢f the Chandra dynasty, had been ruling

38

also

in C 1021 - 2% A.D. The Tirumalei inscription
informs us that Mahipala I of the Pala dynasty, defeated |
by Rajendrachola of the Chola dynasty, was a contemporary |

of Govindachandra. The evidence of é;bdapradipa, a medical

treatise, would be of much help cf us in this respect. The
authort's father Bhadré%vara and Bhadr@évara's father
Devagana were serving during the reigns of King Ramapala and

Govindachandra respectively.39 Hence there was probably a |
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a gap of one generation between Govindachandre and the
Pala ruler Hamapzle. If the calculaticn is accepted,
then it appears that the years 1021 - 24 may be pla-
ced at the beginning of the reign cf Govindachandra &
thus the reign period of Govindeachandra may be assigned
between 1020 - 30 aA.D. and counting backward it appears
that King la?ahechandra ruled in the period from 1000 -
1020 4.D, Kalyanchandra from 975 - 1000 4.D, drichandra
from 930 - 975 A.D. and Trailckyachandra who raised his
position from a feudatory to independent King, @éy be

k0 On the other hand, the

placed between 900 - 930 A.D.
Dacca plate of Kely&nuchendra informs that 5}1chandra

helped Gopala II, the Pale King in regaining power. It

’
has been stated in‘lines 16 - 17 of the Dacca plate.-

"Prithvipdla - bhya - Pramirjana - Vidhdvdrdrh Kathorakeme.

Govardhanonmathane mahotsava - Guru - Gogala Saéropanéﬁ1

Gopala II wight have ruled from 952 - 969 4.D. and
4éficnandra might have ruled almost contem;oraneously;

The dating of the Chandra rulers with the help cf socurces

mentioned abcve 1is alsc sypported by the palaeograrhy.

Thus the reigning period may be placed to the 10th and

the 11th Centuries A.D. The comparative study of the
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palacography of Ramapala grant of g;{chandra with those
of the Bhagalpur plate of Narayanapala h2, Bangad grant
Mehipala I of the end of the 10th and the éarly 11th
Cemtury, the Velava grant of Bhojavarmen of the 11th

and early 12th Century 4.D. had Aed K.D.3znerjee tc
conclude that the Belava grant of Bhojavarman was sligh-
tly earlier than the Ramapala grant of d}ichandra which
is earlier than the Béngaq grant of Mahipale and the
Ramapala grant cf S%ichandra is either contemporary or
slightly later than the Bhagalpur grant of Néréyapapélau3.
Thus we may reasonably ccnclude that Chandra dynasty
flourished in the South-Eastern Bengal in the beginning
of 10th Century 4.D. énd it lasted uptc the middle of-the
11th Century A.D. 7 “

Itdhas been supposed that the Chandras of South-Eastern
Bengal were probably connected with the Chandras of Arakan.
According to Burmese Chronicles, the Shans invadéd LErakan
in the 10th Century 4.D. and North Arakan was conguered
by the Burmese King aniruddhe. It has been inferred that the
Chandra King were ousted by the Burmese King and a branch cf

them settled at Pattikera (Tippera dist) and founded a new

Kingdom there. It has been held by Syed Murtaza ali that
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" the hrakanese Chandres" reduced Harikela first by

ousting the descendants of Kantideva. later they tr;
‘ansferred their Capital to Pa??ikeré reducing the area.
Finally they occupied Dacca district and had their seet
of Government at Vikramepura which was the Capital during
the time of their greatest Le;:Lory".m+ The extensicn bf over
Chittagong regic;nl+5 in the 9th Century L£.D. leads us to
_suppoft the eastern region cf the family of g}ichandra.
The eXtencsion cf Chandra power from Harikela to Chandra-
dvipa and tc Vafga also strengthen the view of their
eastern origin“é. The records reveal the e¢xistence cf =
line of Kings of Vikramspurea in Eastern Bengal iﬁ the
pericd from 950 - 1050 4.D. It is not unlikely that the

4
’ -
Chandra Kings of Lrakan were related tc the Chandras of

L7

South-Eagstern Bengal ‘. Bhattasali has pointed out the

- outlandish character of the name lzdaha Chandra and in-

e
i

clines to the conclusion that he may have belongéd to the
Arakanese branch. The discovery of coins very much similar

to those of Araken und terracota plages with representation
of hrakanese and Burmese men and women at Mainamati

strongly support the connection between Arakan and Tigpere.
The Mainamati copper plate of Ragavankamalla of 1219 - 20 4.D

also referes to the Burmese connection with that region“8.
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There is a similarity of eight coins found at Sylhet
R R
with those of the Chandra rulers of Arakan . This
attribution will explain the distributicn of this
coinage throughout South-east Bengal. This may also
throw some light on the vexed problem of the origin
of the Chandra rulers. At least the coins connect
- .50
the Chandra rulers of the two dynasties” .
So it is apparent that the Chandras of South-Eastern
Bengal were probably connected with the Chandra of Arakan.
The only definite evidence is the similarity of coins. But

there are other evidences which also do not rule cut the

possibility of the connection.
7
Regarding the original homeland of the Chandras,

there is a controversy among scholars. The Ramapala

copper plate51, the Dhulla plate52
5

and the Madanpur copper

plate 3 of drichandra informs us that they had been origi-

—

nally the ruiers of hohitagiri. R. D. BanerjeeDbf and

N. G. Majumdar55 have .identified Rohitagiri with Ratasgarh
in the Shahabad district of Bihar and therefore supgort
the outlandish origin of the Chandras. B. C. Sen also

supports the external origin of the Chandras56. N. K.

Bhattasali cn the other hand identified it in the Ialmai
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hills in the Comilla district57. But D. C. Sircar refutes
the view of N.K.Bhattasali on the ground that the modifi-
cation of lalmati to lalmai seems to be philologically
improbable. In any case, the verse under study mentioning
Ialmai as lalambi shows that Bhattasali's suggestion is
wrong and that it offers no challenge to the identifica-
tion of Rohitagiri with Ro»tésgarnsg. But otger than the
similarity sound and sense, there are hardly any evidence

to connect ﬁohitagiri of the Chandra plates with Rotasgarh
of Bihar. On the other hand, it goes against the théory

that the Chandras were at first feudatory or ally.of the
King of Harikelasg. So it would be more logical to identify
Rohitagiri somewhere abcut Chandradvipa and Harikela where
Trailokyachandra and his forefathers acted as feudal lords.
Haridas Mitra has Zocated it in Raﬁgémé§1 in the Chittagong
Hill practs?OBut in view cf the discovery of many cther
inscrip%ions at Mainameti in the I3lmai hills, the antiquity
of the place cannot be questicned anywhere and it adds support

to the identification of the place with Rahitagiri.

We know very little about the first two rulers of the
dynasty. They were probably feudatory chiefs., It is evident
from the Madenpur plate of S;ichandra that the first ncbleman
of the dynasty named Pﬁrgachandra was a man of much importance

whose name could be " read on the pedestal of the images and
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cn (stone) pillars of victory and copper plates in which
new epigraphs were inscribedée. It is possible to assume
that he behaved like an independent in his own land,
though he was not declared as a formal King. His scn
Suvar?achandra was endowed with high qualitie563; He was
known in the world as Buddha. So it is evident that he

was the first in the dynasty to embra~Ce Buddhism. He is
not described in the inscription as having ruled as a King.
His son and successor Trailokyachandra was the first

sovereign of the dynasty and he assumed the title of

Maharajadhiraja which is mentioned in a1l records as far

available. He ruled from Vikramapura as the Capital of the

Kingdom.

Trailokyachandra has been described in the Verse §
of Keda}pur plate as having conquered the earth bounded

by four oceans. "Trailokyachandra laid the fcundation of

the greatness of his familygu. The position of Trailckya-

chandra is stated in verse 5 of the Madanpur plate as

follows : " adharo - Harikelaraja-(Ka) Kuda - echatra -

smitanath - g}iyém" which has been differently enumerated

by different scholars. K. G. Basak states that he was at
first a King of Chandradripa and later became " the

- repository of the fortune (Goddess) whose smile was the
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white umbrella, the symbol of the royalty of the King
of Harikela'. The net result of the political achieve-
ments of Trailokyachandra was that he was at first a
King of Chandradvipa, but later beceme the ruler of
Harikela. The line has been differently enumerated by
N. G. Majumdar who translates the verse as " the supgecrt
of the fortune Goddess (of other Kings) smiling, at
(Joyful on acccunt of) the umbrella which was the royal
insignia of the King of Harikela%5. If we accepﬁbthis
account withcut any doubt, it appears that Trailokya-
chandra was both the defacto and dejure King cf Harikela.
But the account of R.G.B8ssak leads us tc a different
conclusion and indicates that Trailckyachandra was the
defacto, if not the dejure ruler of Harikela. D. C. Sircar
s

is of the oriniocn that he was not a King of Harikela, but

was the ruler of Chandradvipes (mcdern Bukherganj Dist.)

& .
ocwing - allegiancerr allied with the King ¢f tne country
of Harikela., Trailckyachandra who flourished abcut the
middle cf the 10th Century 4.D. perhaps owed allegiance

to the line of Herikela Kings represented by Kantideva

66

about whom we have already discussed

g}ichandra was the first independent ruler cf the

dynasty to throw off the ycke of Harikela King and extended
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the Chandra pcwer over wide area of South-Eastern Benga167.

The fact that Trailokyachandra was the defacto ruler of
Harikela is more acceptable than views of MN.G.Majumdar

‘ : 68 . .

and R.C.Majumdar ~. So more reascnable oginicn is that
Trailckyachandra inherited his feudatory positicn from
his father and later accumulated strength and became the
mainstay of Harikela King. It was he who eXxtended his

influence over Chandradvipa and supgclanted the Harikela

69

King 7. It is known from the Dacca plate of Kalyanachandra
that the Gujara-Pratihara King Mahendrapala (585 - 903 A.D)
conquered at least Scuth Bihar and Ncerth 3engal from the
Pala King Nérgyagapala (b54% - 910 4.D) during the time of
Trailokyachandra, It had made the positicn of Néréyagapéla
very much precarious., It is pcssible that Trailokyachandra
sided with Mahendrgpala against Néréyagapéla and succeeded
in anne§ing wide areas cf East Bengal tc his original terri-
tory of Chandradvipa in Buckergunge region7o. But the theory
is not accepted tcday after the discovery cf an inscription
by G. Bhattacharjee of Barlin Museum. The inscripticn is now
at Melda Museum. Mehendrapala has been identified with a King

of the Pala dynasty’02,

Now a problem naturally comes tc our mind as to who

was the first independent ruler cf the Chandra dynasty.
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According tc D. C. Sircar, Trailokyachandra was a
feudatory rﬁler and the first independent ruler bf
the dynasty was g}ichandra because the latter was
adorned with varicus high sounding titles 1like

'paramegbara, Paramabhattarska and Maharajadhirajes

and that Trailokyachandra was noct given with all

those high sounding titles except 'Maharajadhiraja‘.

But a close observation of the Chandra plates revealg
the fact that the ruling King was endcwed with full
regal titles and his father was given the titles of

'Maharajadhiraja. In the Dacca plate of Kalyanachandra,

§}ichandra was given only the title of Maharajadhiraja,

while Kalyanachandra was given the full regnal titles.
In the Mainamati plates of Jadeahachandra, his father is

simply described as 'Msharajadhiraje'. 3o the mcst just-

ifiable explanation is that Trailckyachandra was at
first a feudatory and gradually increased his power and
assumed sovereignty by supplanting the Harikela King..
Thus Trailckyachandra added Chandradvipa and Harikela
to his paternal Kingdom and felt justified in assuming

the title of Mahéréjadhiréja.71

Regarding the exploits of Trailckyachandra informations

have been supplied by different epigraghic sources cf hnis
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successors though none of his own inscripticn has been x
deciphered sc far. In the verse 6 of the Paééhimbhég |
copper plate of Srichandra, it is stated that Trailo- |
kyachandra being desircus of conquering the earth bo-
unded by the four oceans, destroyed his enemies by his
sword72. The verse 7 of the plate gives valuable infor-
mation about the explcits of Trailckyachandra in the

Samatata country with its capital at Devaparvata. The

verse 1s as follows

ngshircdam - anu Devaparvata iti 5}imad~tad-etat-Purain |

Yatr - agantu - Janasya - Vismaya - rasah Kamboja - vartt -

adbhitain

Ialambi - Vangth - atravatika - Sétair - Anvishya siddh -

Awshadhi  Vyahara itiha drutas = Samatatan = nirjjitya

>

yat Sainikaih"

It gives scme important information about the conquest
of Trailokyachandra, Firstly, it informs thnat Trailokyachandra
* conquerred Samatapa country (presenf Tippera-Noakhali region).
Secondly, Devaparvata lying on the bank of Kshirodd river
was the Capital of the Samata?a country which is alsoc supgorted
by the evidence of the Kaitdn inscription of 3}1dhéranarété73.

Thirdly, the city of Devaparvata appears tc have been revaged
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by the Kambojas shcertly before the Chandra invasion of
Samata§a7h. Kamalakanta Gupta Choudhury enumerat§d the
Pa!énimbnag plate and the exploits of Trailckyachandra
in a different way and there is eXaggaration in his
statement abcut the conquest of Trailokyachandra. He
stated that the victorious army of Trailckyachandra

" entered the village of hilly ccuntries, drank from
the tunnel like rivers in the table-land of the Vindya
Hills and ultimately reached the place where roaring
currents of the Kdveri were throwing down the stones
from the peak of the Malaya Hills (South Inaia)“75.'

But D.C.Sircar has eXgressed doubt cn the historical
basis of the above sfatement. The Kaverl rising from the
western Ghats and running through the Ccimbatcre, Salem,
Tiruchirappalli ané Tanjaur district of Tamilnadu falls
tc the Bay cof Bengal. khccording to the Purégas it rises

76

not from Malaya' . The village referred in the verse is
in Vvanga country and the Surufganadi following thrcugh
the Vindhyan region is nct known from any cther sources.

It seems that the curds of Vahga, in which the divisien

(Bhaga) of Vikramapura (Dacca Dist.) was situated accor-

ding to early wmedieval records, had a name in Chandradiipa

(Buckergunge dist.) which was Trailckyachandra's criginal
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dominiocns?®".

In the Mainamati plate of Izdahachandra, 1t has been
stated that under Trailokyachandra Varnga was rising in
in prOSperity78. His military achievements have been
elaborated in the Dacca copper plate of his grandson
Kalyanachandra that if, Trailokyachandre had not seen
jewels in the clasped hends of the Gau@as, they were
imprisoned and if they did not bow to the ground to show
respect to him, they were slain with raised swords.?9
Trailokyachandra was probably successful during the weak
succession of either Rajyapala or Gopala II of the Pala
dynasty. Now if we reject the eulogistic opinion in
different plates about the conquest cf Trailckyachandra,
it would be the mgét reasonabple eXxplanaticn that.Trailok-

yachandra had stronghold in the Devaparvata area and he

established his sway in the whole of the Samatata area &
at that time the news of the Kambojas capturing rower in
Northern and western Bengal was heard and were defeated

30

by Trailckyachandra™ ",
Trailckyachandra was succeeded by his son drichandra.
Like his father he was also an independent King and assumed

the title of 'Parame§§ara, Paramabhattaraks - Mahar@jadhirzja'.
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Regarding his military achievements, the Mainzmati plate

of Iadahachandra states that his military achievements
prought tears to the eyes of thne queens cf the King of
pragjyotisha (ASsam) and wiped away the smiles of the
queens of Gauda King. This refers tc drichandra's claim

to have defeated the Kings of Bengal & Ascsam, nc doubt of
the Pala and the Mleccha dynastie581. It has also been
confirmed by the Paféhimbhég plate of drichandra. The

verse 12 of the plate informs us that the forces cof
é}ichandra entered the wocdlands near Iohitya in the course
of the conquest of the Kamrupa country. The description of
Kamarupa with its pigeons, monkeys, plantain trees, deers
and blackaloe-woods as given in the verse indicates that
the composer was f%miliar with the country. The importance
of the verse lies ;n the fact that it indicates and
invasion of Kamarupa by §}ichandra which is not recorded in
any of his grants though the Paééhimbbég plate is ohe his
earliest grantsgg. It has been elaborated in the Ea!éhimbhég

plate that drichandra’s army had a desire to conquer

'Uttarapatha' and there are the mention c¢if the name cof two

rivers in the course of the description ¢{ the cocnquest.

These are the chitfésilé which is mentioned in the Mahabharata

—

and the EM#babhadré menticned in the Bhagyate Purazna. The
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pushpabhadra is a small stream of the ncrtin of the Brahmaputra

83. It is known that Uttarpatha was the name of

near Gauhati

the northern part of India including the Himalayan region.
The author of the inscription seems to locate the Kemarupa

country in Uttarapatha. This has been accegted by the

Mahabharatz and Hagbuvam!é of Kelidasa, but the puranas

and other works cof later time like Réjééekhara's KavyamTimdrace

~

place Kamaripa or Pragjyotisha in the Eastern division

So it confirms Erichandra s conquest of Kamearuga.

In the Dacca copper plate of Kelyanachandra, it has

been stated "He was moist (scft) in the act of yashing

away the fear of Pykhivipéla, was hard enterprising in the
churning of Govar?ga (earth and the water), was great in

the great festivity of re-instating Gopalz, was a protector
of saé}ifﬂbs (vows) in returning the Pala queen, who was
defeated at ease and captured and whcse arm was thé uni-
versai support of various receptacle cf various sentiments™ 5.
It is apparent that he wiped away the obstacle created by
prithivipala ageinst Gopala and helped Gepale to restore the
throne. It is possible that Gop&la and rrithivipales were
brothers and they fought for the Pala Kingdom which was Saved

by Sgichandra. This is an important informaticn abcut the



11e

Palechendra relation during that time. It has been
explained by 4. H. Dani and D. C. Sircar that the ruler
of Gauda defeated by drichendra was the Pala King. But
the Palachandra friendly relation has been affirmed_by
the Dacca copper plate of Kalyanachandra. The reascnable
argument is thet the Kambojas were ruling cver North and
West Bengal during the 10th Century 4A.D. and they were
called as the 'Ipords of Gau?a'. That the Chandras fought
with the Kambojas and not with the Palas is supported by
the fact that é}ichandra restored Gopalz tc his thrcne.
This Gopala was undoubtedly Gopala II of the Pala dynasty
who ruled from 940 - 960 A.D and was contempcrary of
i}iéhandra. It has also been suggested by scme that

g}ichandra himself «defeated the Pale King and then restored

him to power06.

The Sylhet plate of é&ichandra refers toc his exploits
in other regicns alsoc. He is stated to have defeated the
Utkalas, the Hﬁgas and the Yavanas. It is difficult ‘to
determine 3}icbandra's influence over chen. It may be an
eXxaggeraticn and may be an echc of Badal pillar inscripticn
of Devapéla87.

The land grant in the Pug@ravardhana-bhukti, seems to

indicate the temporary ccouraticn af a mewt ~6 a.



by drichandra. The possibility is that the territories
were lost by the Palas during the temporary disaster

of the dynasty in the rule of Néréya?apéla towards ihe
end of the 9th Century and the beginning cf the 10th
Century A.D. Obviously the successors cf Néréyagapéla
stroke hard to restore the lcst territory. So it may be
assumed that there was a prclonged struggle between the
palas, Kembcjas and the Chandres and as a consequence
tc this the territories probably chenged hands,

Now a point naturally comes to our mind as tc what
were the factors that facilitated the rise cf the Chandres,
It has been suggested by R.C.Majumdar that the invesicn

¥
cf Kaleachuri King kckkala in Bengel precipitated the rise
of the Chandra as an independent power. The King Yuvaraje

——

of the Kalachuri dynasty whc flourished in the mid-tenth

Century invaded Gauga gnd defeated probably King Gocpala II
cf the Pala dynaSty88. The unfinished ccndition cf Kedarpur
plate of'grfchandra may suggest possibly the cessation of
g}ichandra's authority in Pug@ravardhana which might have
fallen in the hands of the Kambcjas. The authority cf the

Chandras was confined tc Eastern Bengal. It alsc appears that
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the Chandras ahout the mid-tenth Century x.D. had some

trouble with the Chedi King lakshmanarajs who was the son

and successor of Yuvaraja who is stated in the Goharwa

————

plate of Karnadeva as Vangala - bhanganipuna(one who

showed skill in disrupting the VangélaS)B? The Palas were
probably enjcying subordinate or insignificant pesition.
The Centre of gravity seems tc have been shifted frnm
Gau@a tc the Vallgala territory where the Chandres nad teen

ruling and tnere is no evidence tc show that Lakshmanaraja

annexed the territorygo.

g}icbandra was succeeded by his scn Kalyénacnandra.
He has been described in the verse 7 of the Mezinamati plate
4

of La@ahachandra aé " pure or purifying like water of the
Ganges", In the verse 8 of the same plate, it has been
stated that Kalyénachandra caused sorrow tc the Mleccha end
Gau@a women. It thus indicates his success against the
Mleccha King of Pragjyotish and the Pala King of Gauda.

411 the more, it suggests, as D.C.Sircar infcrms, that

Kelyanachandra obtained successes cver the rulers cf gengal

and gssam during the reign of his fether as the leader of the

latter's fcrces .91

of Kalyanachandra has been supported by the Mainamati plate

The above statement zbcut the achievements
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of Govindachandra. Tts 7th verse refers to his fight
against the Mlecchas and it 1is said that he made”the
river Iohitya redcubled by the tears dropring frocm

the eyes of the Mlecchs ladies. It has also been stated
in the verse that Kalyégachandra was successful in a

92

battle against the King of Gauda” . The abcve statement
has enough significance regarding the military achlevements

of Kalyanachandra. It refers tc the Mlecchas whc were asso-

ciated with the Ichitya (Brahmaputra river).

From the above it appears that Kalyanachandra had
extended his power from Kamarupa and in the Deltaic regicn
of Bengal. Regardigg the identification of the Mlecchas, scme
scholars are of thé opinicn that an invasion had taken place
from the side of Bihar and it was duly repulsed by Kalyé?a-

chandra.93

Thus it seems that he alsc saved the further
numiliation of the Palas and the Pzla King became subordinate

to him. The successful expedition to the Breahmaputra delta alsoc

indicates the importance of the Chandras in Rastern India,

Now there is a controversy amcng the schclars about the

identification of the Gauda ruler. There way te scme possibilitﬂ
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During the temporary decline of Pala empire, at the time
of Vigrahapala II and his immediate predecessor Gopala II,
the Pala empire was inveded by the Kembojas, Chandellas
and the Kalachiris.It may be that during the time of the
decline of the Pale empire, the ruler of the neighbouring
territory ventured tc.establish its sway cver thg Palas.
On the other hand, it may be that the Gau@a King defeated
by Kalyﬁgachandra was the Kamboja ruler because he wes

the Kamboja ruler because he was a contempcrary of Kambcja
Gau@apati who was trying toc establish his sway in Western
Bengal. But in the absence of name of the Gaude Kingvin
the Chandra records, we are not in a position to ccme to
a definite conclusion, It may also be that, he liked his
father, helped the Palas in regaining their hcld by def-
eating the Kambojag; What may be inferred ffom the above
infcrmapion is that the politicel eXegencies prompfed the
Chandras to keep friendship with their neighbours and the
religions uniformity cf the two families helped them to

come closer9h.

We know very little about the cther factors of the
relgn of Kalyanachandra. He is said tc be "equal to Bali
in liberality. Ra@ma in prowess and equal tc Yudhisthirs

in truthfulness", All that we may assume is that Chandra
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Kingdom continued to enjoy prosperity during his reign.

He ruled fcr 2k years as is evident frcm his record.

Kalyanachandra was succeeded by his scn Ia?ahachandra. |
Before the discovery of the Mainamati plaies cof Iaqaha— {
chandra and Govinda Chandra, the crder cof succession to
the Chandra throne could nct be rightly established. The
Palaeographic study of the Bharella Nartte{Qara image ‘
inscription of La@ahaChandra rlaced his reign period in é
the second helf of the 10th Century A.D.95 On thé basis |
of this R.C. Majumdar placed him before S%icbandragé while
8. C. Sen placed him after drichandra. But the Mezinamati

plates of the two Kings discovered later on hes correctly

settled the genealogy of the two Kings and they have been

rightly placed after g}ichandra. |
The twc copper plates of La?ahachandra refer only to

his religious activities and do nct indicate anytniﬁg

abcut his militery activities. It is inferred that the

Chandra empire was firmly settled and that is why he

devoted himself to peaceful religious activities. Jadaha-

chandra has been described in the verse 12 of the Maindmati

plate that he was master of all the sciences and he had |

under his control the Goddess Saraswatl, laksgpnl and the |
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whole earth. In the verse 13 of the plate he has been
described as the Iord of the entire earth bounced by the
ocean and he was the master of all the Vidyas or sciences.
Iagahaéhandra visited Vérégasi and took baths in the
Ganges and offered tarpana to his ancestors and gift of
gold to numercus Bréhma?as. It has also been described
that he also made pilgrimage to Prayaga and made gifts

to the Bréhmagas. It is interesting tc point out that though
he was a Buddhist, he paid immense importance to his bath
in the river Ganges at Benazras and it was possible for him
to go to Benaras crossing the Pala territory because the

Palas as pointed out by Dr. D.C.Sircar, considered the

Chendras as subservient friend (Anugata Mitra). His grént

of land in the name of vasudeva reflects his bent on other
&

religions sects. is reign period may be between 1000 - 1020
A.D. and his rule for twenty years is evident from the

-4

Mainzmatl records.

Lagahachandra was succeeded by his son Govindachandra.
His name is referred in the Tirumalai inscription of Rajen-

drachola as the King of Vahgéladefé and he was defeated by
97

the Chola King
g

abdapradipa. The Betka and Kulkudi image inscripticn of

. His name 1is also referred in the work

him alsc refer to his rule in Vaﬁgéla9? His connection with
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Chandra dynasty has been established by the newly discovered

Mainamatl copper plat899. So it can be definitely stated that

Govindachandra was a King of the Chandra dynasty.

In his Mainametl plate it has been elaborated that he
learnt very well and in his choldhcod within a few days, he
became wellversed in all the sciences, arts including the

sciences of dealing with elephants, horses and chariots.

The Mainzmatl plates of the last two Kings are cf great
importance. It has been assumed from the visit of Laqahachandra
to Varanasl and Prayzga at 2 time when Mahipala I of Gauda
was in possession of the wide areas of Bengal, Bihar and the

Eastern part of U.p, that the Chandra King was the subcrdinate

2lly of the Pales King. Another important :nformation is that
the Chandras of Socuth-East Bengal adopted Buddhism and the

Kings assumed the title 'Paresmasaugata'. The Mainamati plates

of the last two ruler: of the dynasty inform us that the
last two members of the dynasty repudiated Buddhism and they |

. |
granted land in favour of a Vaishnavite or J%ivite deity in |

the name.of 'Vasudeva-ghattaraka' or 'gﬁva-Bhattéraka',although f

* o

these twc Kings are alsoc ccnventionally called 'Paramasavgata,

|
|
their documents make it clear that they adopted puranic Hinduism‘
|
1
\
I
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Govindachandra of the Chandra dynasty has been
jdentified by some scholars with Govindachandra or GoOp-
ichandra of Bengal Eallads.100 It is very difficultlto
ascertain definitely the date of these balléds and it
is possible that these were compiled later time probably
in the 17th cr the 15th Century 4.D. Sc the authenticity
of those ballads is questicned. The Bengal ballads infcrm
that King Govichandra left Kingship and assumed the. life

of an ascetic101

. The genealcgy of Govichandra of the
Bengal ballads is not similar to that of Govindachandra.
Govichandra of the Bengal ballads was the Cdaughter's son
cf Tilakachandra, the King of Meherkul which is still a
Pargana in the Tippera district. The genealcgy cf Govind-

achandra of the Chgndra dynasty is quite different from
t

the genealogy of Gopichandra of the 3engal ballads.

- N. K. Bhattasali has suggested that ladahachendra cf the

Bharelle Nartteévara image inscription may have been the
father of Tilakachandra102. But except the similarity cf
name the two persons cannot be definitely identified.-
Muhammad Shahidullah placed Gopichandra batween 675 - 700
A.D. and identified him with the King Govichandra of the

Chandra dynasty before the rise of the Pélas]o3 But the

epigraphical study prove that they were placed in the 10th

120
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and 11th Century A.D.

The foreign invasion precipitated the downfall of
the Chandra empire. The Tirumalai inscription cf Kajendra
Chola informs that Govindachandra of Valigala was defeated
by the Chola King and Govindachandra fled from the battle
field. 3ut there is no concrete evidence toc suggest that
this defeat had any permanent effect on the Chendra empire.
It may be assumed that this invasion had given a shattering
blow tc the Chandra rule. The invasion c¢f the Kalachuri
King Karga is said to have given a death tlow toc the power
cf the dynasty. Karga is said tc have achieved a decisive
victory over the King of the Eastern éountry,mLf who probeably
lost his life in tge decisive battle. In bcth the cases the
adversa;y seems 1o be Govindachandra cor his successor of
the Chandra dynasty. It then appears that the Chandra Kingdom
was finally destroyed by the invasicon of Karne. The power
vacuum in Vaﬁga-Samatéya was filled ur by the rise c¢f another

small power called Varmans in that regicn.

The Kaivarta rsbellion

N

Varendri under the Kaivarta Chiefs .

The successful revolt of Divya, a Kaivarta chief

against the pPale King Mubhipala II and the consequent
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establishmeht cf a dynasty, Kaivarta by caste, cn the
throne of the Palas in Northern Bengal durihg the second
part of the 11th Century A.D, is one of the most interess-
ting and significant events of the histcry of Bengal. The
fact is referred to in the Belava copper plate of 3Bhoja-
varman, Kzmauli copper plate of Vaidyadeva and the Mana-
hali copper plate of Madanapala, but the cdetailed infcrm-

ation of the episode is given in the Remacharitacf Sandhy-

akara Nandi.

The main theme of the Kamacharitwis the rebellicn
of the feudatories against Mahipala II in 1070 - 71 4£.D.
The assassination of Mahipala II led to the establishment
of the Kaivarta rule in Varendri under Divya. The reconqu-
est of Varendrl by Ramapala (1072 - 1126) successcr of
Mahlpéi; II has been narrated tc great details by Sandhy-
ékara'NandI. The Kamauli plate of Vaidyadeava105 says that

Remapala killed Bhima and recovered the paternal land which

has been termed as Janakabhu very much similar to the recocvery

of Janaka's daughter Sita by Rama. The verse 15 of the Manhali
copper plate of Madanapale explains the anxiety of Ramepzlza,
because of the serious attack cf the Kaivarta King on the

Pala territory. according to hamacharity Verendrl was occupied

1
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by Divya106, and elsewhere ' the enemy 1is stated to have

occupied a large part of the Kingdom (bhuyah Bhﬁmag@alam)

after having killed Mahipala II who was called the best of

the Kings (nripatié}eshtha).

The revolt in North 3engal of the Kaivartas during
the reign of Mahipala II and the rule of Divya and his two
successors indicate the importance of the Kaivarta caste
tc which they belonged. aAccording to iAmarakoshza, the Keiv-

artas include both Dasa and Dhivara. The evidences of the

Brahma-vaivarta Purana, Manu and the Jatakas also indicate

———— e e 2

that the Kaivartas were from ancient times divided intc. two
sections, the cultivators and fishermen196a Both of them
form important sectibns of the Hindu Scciety even today.
There are many Zamindars and substantial landhclders among

them. This positiocn is fully in keeping with the part

played by them during the pala rule.

Regarding the genesis of the revolt we are to degend

‘mainly cn the Ramacharita In the introductisn tc the
Ramacharitupublished by the ssiatic Society of Zengal,
M. M. Haraprasad Sastri has propounded that "Mahipéia by

his impolitic acts, incurred the displeasure of the sub jects



and that specially 'the Kaivartas were smarfing under his
cppression' and this ultimately led to the rebellion and

his defeat and death 07 Sandhyakara Nandl was the Court
poet of Kamapzla whom Mehipala had thrown in priscn on

the plea of the supposed engagement in ccnspiracy. Eence,

it is possible to have an unprejudiced and impartial acccunt

cf either Manhipdla II or of Divya the Kaivartta.

H. P. Sastri has probably based his theory on the
commentery of the Ramacharit.about lMehipala II who has Dbeen

descrites as durnayasbhaja (one who is inclined to imprudent

8

conduc’c)1'O anitikaratbharata (inclined to pursue impoetic

methods)109 Kuttima Kathora (hard as a solid stone)

Chitrakﬁya (given to wonderful tricks)}1o bhutanayatranayukta

(determined not to protect truth and polity)111 and nikriti-
Prayukte (resorting to acts of fraudulence).112 All those
accusations clearly prove that Sandhyakara Nandi hed in him

hatred for Mshipala II because of his ill treatment for

Ramapala, the hero of Reamacharita. But the epithats rajapravara ;

and its commentary t'rajapravarin nripatigfeshtha& MahIipalath"

of the Ramacharita clearly indicate that he has alsc been

called as eXcellent among Kings and it demonstrates that the

oppressions of Mahipala were not probably the real cause of
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the revolt. According to R.C.Majumdar113, there hay be
two specific charges against Mahipala II. Firstly, he
imprisoned his two brcthers Kamapdla and LHurapale as

he was instigated to this ill-conceived act by false
reports sedulously propagated by wiked pecple, tc the
effect that Kamapala, being an aole ancé popular prince
was scheming to usurp the throne. His bad company was
also a source of danger tc his Kingdom. Had there been
any charge against Ramapala and Surap@la that they were
in intrigue against the sovereign, it ought toc have been
properly inquired and the King should not have taken

such a drastic action against him on hearsay evidence.

In this respect he was impolitic?1“ But the statement
that Ramapala was a clean man having nc intention to
usurp the throne cén not be totally accepted. During the
decadant pericd cf the Palas, there was every possibility
of dynaétic trouble aggravating the ambiticn cf younger
brcther. There are sufficient evidences in histcry where
the younger brother usurped the threcne by overthrowing the
rule of the elder brother. Sandhyakaranandl was the Court
poet of Rémapéla and so it may be natural that he tried
to suppress the real intention of Ramapala. Inspite of all
these, the charge against Ra3mapala has been refuted by

R. C. Majumdar on two grounds, In the first place, the

success of the revelt did not lead to the placement of
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Ramapala tc the thrown. Secondly, the revclt and the
consequent 1oss of Varendrl caused immense wental pain
to Ramapala. A charge against Mahipéla IT was that he

had an unwise passion for fighting (Yudéha Vyasané)TJb

and disregarding the acvige of his wise and experienced -
ministers, he led a feeble illequipped force against the

powerful army of the Samantas or feudatories (milit-ananta-
: S

Samanta Chakra),117 But the author has not categorically

) ;

mentioned the advice given by the ministers and the part
played by Divya, a high official of Mahipala II, might

have evcked a sort bf suspicions. So by raying no heed

to the ccunsels of the higher officials he prcbably acted |
rightly. Above all, it is not possible from the brief and

so called referenc%s in the Rémacharé}i”to form an accurate
idea either of the reign or of the character of Mahipala II.
So it is not evident that the wicked and éppressive pclicy
of Mahipdla was the direct or indirect cause of the revolt.118
All popular uprisings lead to the.presumption cf guilt on the
part cf the ruling King. But inspite of all these, there is nc

ground tc suppose that Mahipala's mischieveous acts were the

causes of the outbreak.

The Ramacharita expresses Ramapala as 'sarvasammata’
(_——_—_——__ i)

which probably means 'accepted by all’and A.K.Maitreyva has
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concluded on this basis that Ramapala was the elected
King and Mahfpéla claimed the throne by law of Primo-
geniture and this was the cause of the I‘evolt.ﬂ”9 But
the crucial point is that if this was the real case, why
did the people not elect Ramapala. If Ramapdla was chosen
by the people why after the death of Mahipala II, the
Kaivarta chief occupied the thrcne ? All these qﬁesti-

ons were not answered by 4. K. Maitreya.120

The main
point is that Mahipdla was of suspicious nature and
distracted from the right course of action and follcwed
the impolitic method by imprisoning his two'brotheré who

would have stood by him in time of danger.12oa The President

of 'Divya Samriti Utsab' Raibahadur Ramaprasaé Chandra has

-

v
concluded that Divya was chosen by Samantas in the last
half of the 11th Century A.D. and this election was very

much similar to the election of Gopala I by'Ananta-Samanta-

Chakra' in the last part of the 8th Century A.D. But the
critical study of the two incidents makes it clear that
they are not at all similar in nature. The King elected
by the rebels cannct be the same thing. On the other hand,

the election in latter case is nct supported by evidence.

The rebels only accepted his leadership anc¢ their activities



were not confined to their fight against Mahipdla II
under the platform of Divya. On the contrary, the
election in the former case led to the eXtension of

a weak power in Bengal from a small principality to an

empire of almost the whole of Aryavarta and in the latter

case the well built pdla empire bhecame the subject of
disintegration and thereby invited foreign aggressors
to trample upon it. So the two incidents cannot be the same

.
in any reSpect.'21

A, K. Maitreya's view is that Divvoka iike‘GOpéla I
was the chosen of the people and that the common people
had a great share in determining the succession to the Pala
throne and thatfthe mainstay of the Pala authority was the
popular support'which was 10St as a result of thé MahIpdla's
coming to power. This view has been supported by Jadunath
Sarkar also.122 This view has been shared by 'All Bengal
Mahisfya Students Union' who held that Divya was elected
King by the people of Bengal. But R. C. Majumdar has put
forward scme soubt on the autﬂenticity of the election of

Bivya as King. There is no mention of this incident in the

Ramacharitaand the time when the election actually took

place. Whether it was before the struggle between Mahipiia

.
i
|
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II and Divya or after we do not know for certain. According
to R. C. Majumdar, if the election had taken place later
why should not the struggle of the subjects against the
existing King be termed as 'revolt' ? Secondly, if the
election had taken place earlier, this type of the election
of King is abnormal, ominous and canncti be taken for

)

granted without sufficient evidences, <7

The genesis of the revolt would better be socught in
the real condition}of the Pala empire. The revolt of the
feudatories was not unnatural. The relation bétween the
Samanta and King depended mainly on their respective
strenéths. The feudal ;ords rald tribute so long as the
King was powerful and the weakness of the suzerain on the
other hand insz;ed the feudatories to shake éff the
authority of the sovereign.12“ In history there are many
evidences which prove the serious degeneration of the
central authority caused by misrule, mischievecus domestic
cliques and other factors which inSpireé4the ambition of the
provincial governors or other high officials leading to
utter dismemberment of the existing rule and the rising of
local powers to eminence.Divya was not an ordinary Kaivarta
in an humble station of 1ife whom the people satisfied with

leadership raised to honour.12S S0 the revolt cf Bivya was,




manage the situation correctly. But it cannot at all be

130 \

perhaps, the effect of the weakness of the central authority}
|
\
and the general tendency of disintegration in different parts

of the empire. MahIp3la could not tackle the situation

dexterously and he was not endowed with the qualities to

accepted that he was a bad King and he was specially respon-
sible for the downfall cof the empire. Itc should be prcbably
accepted, as R. C. Majumdar held that Mahlpala was perhaps a

victim to circumstances over which he had no control and |
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that as a King he was more sinned against sinning'. The

revolt of Divya in Varendra like the revolt of Yaksﬁpéla in

Gaya was undoubtedly prompted by the decline of the Pala

dynasty.' The revolt of Divya was thus not a mere solitary

episode but a sign of the times and may be 1ooked uﬁon not so
7

much as the causé, but the consequence of the collapse of the

authority of the Pélas.127 According to a scholar Buddhism

was antagonistic to the practice of the fishing craft which

formed the occupation of the Kaivartas who suffered from
social disadvantage under the regime of the Buddhist Pélas128
and this social humiliation led the Kaivartas to the path of
rebellion. There is hardly any trace of the disadvantages of
this clan because of their fishing craft in the~§533333533§:

On the contrary, the Buddhist Palas were very much liberal in

their religious outlook and that is evident frog the .epigraph:
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sources which point out the distribution of lands for the
different religion community. Moreover Buddhism at that
time incorporated many elements from H;nduism anc¢ there

was hardly any differences between Buddhism and Brahmanical

Hinduism.

Now from the foregoing discussion, it appears more
likely that Divya was a rebel and the whole episode was
more probably a rebellion. He took advantége of the dege-
neration of the central authority, dissentions among the
royal members to kill his master and it.was an event which
was neither unusual nor unnatural at that time. There is a

controversy regarding the character of the revclt. Rémacharita

9’
expressed the revolt as 'anlkah dharmaviplavaih129 and the

world anlkam has been expressed by the commentator as

<

' alakshmikah' meaning unfortunate but the commentator is

silent about the meaning of the word ‘dharmeviplavah'. Some

scholars including R. C. Majumdar have termed it as a civil
revolution. But the confusion arises regarding the meaning

of the word 'dharmaviplavah' because the whole affair seems

to indicate that there was very little 'dharma' or sense of
duty in the activities of Divya and it seems that Divya

" violated the duty or deviated from the right path. Divya
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occupied Ramapala's ancestral land (Janaka-bhu) Varendri.

-

It has been described in the Ramacharitmthat Divya was a
bhritya who rose to high position, but he acted like a

dasyu and like one who was inclined to observe fraudulent

practice as a vow (upadhi-vratl). The word Dasyu applied

to Divya appears to be correct because the woré generally
means robber. As Divya robbed the Pala Kings of the land of
Varendri, the poet seems to have applied correctly tﬁe word
to the work of Divya. The commentator expressed it as

" dasyunaéétrumi tadbhavapannatvat avaé&a Karttavyataya

- -
arabdhah Kammavvatath Chadmani Vratl.130

The interpretation of the epithet ‘upadhi-vratl' |

has been differentix,put forward by scholars. The commentary
. !

explains ‘'Vrata' as some action which is obligatory and the

commental'y seems to express ‘plea, pretext, fraud, dishonesty,
trick' by the work upadhi'. The reference to the fraudulent

act of Divya shows that he pretended to be loyal to his master
Mahipala II, but was in reality conspiring with the rebels to

'ﬂﬁget the throne and finally joined hands with the rebels Openl§§1!

N. K. Bhattasali has pointed out that the commentary

of the Ramacharitw seems to incidate that Divya probably began |
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the action as a matter of duty with ulterior motive in mind

and when Mahipala II fought with Divya he found the combined

i
army of the feudatories with the latter 132, It, therefore,

|
" ] ) a
seems more likely that the revolt broke out at first in favour;

|
of Ramapala because of Mahlp3la's mischieveous rule, but subse-

i

quently Divyoka fished in the troubled water. If of-ten happens

that revolution hreaks out with certain end in view but is

explited by ambitions and designing men for their personal |

end31?3 Divyo managed to act secretly. In this respect his

work was different from other Samantas who accumulated strength
for open combat. It is evident that Divya carried out his
policy without giving a warning to his lord. It happens to be

quite likely that Divya belonged to the Samanta Chakra and was

instrumental in bringing down Mahipala II. He remained on the
4
royal side upto fhe death of MahIp3la II and after his death,

Divya took over Vargndrl and declared him independent. So in

no way the word 'dharmaviplayafi' can be associated with the

whole task.

Regarding the another characteristic of the revolt,
it may be inferred with sufficient basis that it was, like
other revolts, a sort of uprising of some subjécts who were
tyrannised by the oppressive rule of MahIp3la II. It was
probably the quality of Divya that raised him to the status

of leader of the movement., But it does not prove that Divya
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was the elected King. On the other hand there is no evidence

to prove that all the people joined the rebellion. Some joined

the rebellion and some acted against it and joined hands with

the King as it often happens. The view of MM H.P.Sastri cannot

be accepted that only the Kaivarta clan joined the rebellion,
The most reasonable view, as propounded by R. C. Majundar, is
that the leadership was given to this community:and so the
revolt is named after the name of the community like the watt
Taylor rebellion in England and Habsi rebel.ion in Bengal.134
some scholars hold that the revolt of the Kaivartas was nothing
but the reaction of peasants to assert their land rights. The

Kaivartas were deprived.of_-plots of land given as service ¢

tenures and subjected to heavy taxes (RamacharitiII 40). The

fact that the naked soldiers fought with bows and arrows

&
riding buffaloes shows that they were ordinary peasants

(Ramacharitw.II 3% - 42). Probably it was a revolt of the
peasants against the Palas who made a common cause with

their vassals against the Kaivartas.134a

According tc some, the election of Divya is the story

of the establishment of democracy by the people of Bengal. But

it has been stated in the Ramacharitp.that Divya was succeeded

-

by Bhima as the King of Varendri. Hence there is no evidence

in support of the view that the whole thing led to the
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establishment of democracy. after the revolt Divya assumed

-Kingship. So the above view is baseless.

So it would not be probably right to call it a
pepular uprising. What is more probable is that it was the
revolt of some opportunists who tried to take advantage of
the weakness of the Pala empire to attain their end. It
would not probably be reasonable to think that there was
popular consciousness among the people oif that time and the
people did not dare to raise their voice against .King who
was held in high esteem in the society and his position wes
almost equaltto God and it seems likely that they held it
inauspicious to go against the King and they were supposed to

abide by the order%’of the King whether it was beneficial or
i .

harmful. Hence there was nothing popular in the revolt and

it was purely the revolt of some self-interested Samantas.

Regarding the consequence of the rebellion and the
subsequent establishment of the rule of the Kaivartas very

little information is found in the Ramacharita. It appears

that the revolution was followed by the establishment of a

protectorate and Varendri came under the protection of Divya

his brother Rudeka ang his,brother‘s son Bhima in sﬁccession.135

How long Varendri was under the possession of the Kaivartas
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nothing is known for certain. Regarding the character of the

occupation, we are supplied with some materials in the Rama-

charit, According to a verse in the Rémacharit%36 the occu-

pation. of Varendri was very much similar to the capativity

of sita. The verse informs that Sita was excellent (vVara) in

beauty (adhikkyaya) became rakshaniya of the fierce R3vana.

The verse also points out that Varendri became rakshniya of

Bhima. According to commentary of the Ramacharita the woréd

'rakshaniya' suggests the nature of the occupation in both cases.

It appears that neither Divya nor his brother Rudeka
assumed the title of King. They had been leaders and continued
to be known by their ordinary names'.'Bhima appears to have
been called a R'éj'éfand the Ramacharita alludes to it. But

e

the royal grant of Vaidyadeva shows that Bhima was also

)}37 The three rulers of the dynasty

called a leader (nayaka
ruled Varendri in succession. The peace and prosperity of the

rule of Bhima in vVarendrl has been highly praised in the work

' Ramacharita which was written by a Pala partisan. It has

been informed that the whole world enjoyed peace and 'prosperity

. 8 . -
in plenty}3 R. C. Majumdar held that Bhima imposed cruel
. 139 L
taxation upon people, However the explanation of the text

seems to be wrong. Bhima was a devotee of é&va and Farvati,

Divya ensured the security of VarendrI and due to this Ramap3la’s

attempt to recover VvVarendri nroved Fnri1pl40

=N VS 1 e T o @ )
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even to invade Ramapala's territory. It proves that Divya

141 . .
was an able and powerful ruler. According to A.KrMaltreya,
Jatavarman came into conflict with Divya of the Kaivarta
dynasty and the power of the latter was put to shame by the

142

former, But it is impossible to come to a definite conclu-

sion from this source that the two independent Kingdoms vahga

and vVarendr] were inimical to each others.

Q1. §E£22§£E~Dad remorses for the loss of varendri and
he was so umhappy that he could not be hapry becoming the
lord of the earth, %3 Ramapala then attempted to win over a
number of chiefs and then ventured to make them ready to
fight for him against the Kaivartas and this finally became

144

- . - .
successful. Ramapala won over the circle of feudatories

by making presents of land and enormous wealth., It is evident
from the list of feudatories that most of them flowershed in
South~-west Bengal and the adjoining regions of Bihar and some

of them rebelled against MahIpala Il. The greatest helpers of

Ramapala in his war with BhIma, the Kaivarta lord, were his

““maternal uncle Rashgrakﬁta Mahana and the latter's son

Mahamandalika Kanhura and Suvarna and brother's son Méhépra—
tihara é&var%ja who were all his relatives on the mother's side

-This éivaraja.led some forces across the Ganges and devastated
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|
Varendrl 145 apparently meaning certain frontier areas of ‘

Bhima's Kingdom. A terrible fight ensued between Ramapala's
army that crossed the river from the Southern bank and
reached the Northern bank in a fleet of boat, and BhIma, the

Kaivarta leader.146 The consequence of the fight was the

imprisonment of Bhima owing to bad luck when he was fighting

from his elephant's back.147 The Kaivarta forces fled and

the captured King and queen were treated with consideration.148
A Bengal writer narrated that Bhima committed suicide when

all hopes of his success ended in disdain. R. D. Baner jee

held that Hari was killed along with Bhima!®® It has been

stated in Kamauli grant of Vaiddyadeva that Bhima had been

killed by Ramapala.
g

The étra dynasty of DakshimiRadha,

As to the historical basis of a"dynasty with the
title of étra several facts may be cited and on the basis of

- = which alone an account of the dynasty may be prepared. The

et

name of Ragaéﬁra is found in the Tirumalai inscription of
Rajendra Chola as the ruler of Dakshina~Radha and it is stated

in the inscription that the Chola ruler defeated Ranaétra.lso

In the commentary of the R3macharital®?!

———————— e

there occurs the name

s P - —
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of Ramapdla in his venture to defeat Bhima, the Kaivarta ' *
King. In an inscription of the time of Gopéla 111, there was

a man named Damasura. The inscription was found at Manda in

LN 4

the Rajshahi district.°? The authenticity of a line of rulers

bearing the names ending in €Zra is further proved by the

Barrackpur grant of Vijayasena which informs us that Vvijaya-
sena married Vilasadevl, a daughter of the &or a famiiy.153 |
|
In the Naihati grant of vallalasena, it has been informed ;
. ‘ |
that the predecessors of Vijayasena were the ornaments of the f
Ragha country. It has been inferred that a line of Kings
really existed in Western Bengal who were known as the éﬁras.
Unfortunately we do not know anything about the exact relat-
ionship between Rapaéﬁra and Mahipala of Tirumalai grant. |
But from the Tirumalai inscription he appears to have been
H

quite independent of the Pala Kings.

It appears from the above discussicn that there
appeared one éﬁra family, though nothing is known‘definitely
of the extent of their territory and their political status.

.The evidence of the Tirumalei plate and the Ramacharita

would indicate that they became powerful during the rule
of the weak Pala Kings, but were forced to accept the

position of Samantas when there was a strong P3la King.
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The history of the étra family is hardly available from
sources other than that of the Tirumalai plate (1023 A.D)
and the foundation of the dynasty may, therefore, be
assigned to the beginning of the 11lth Century A.D.
Traditional and historical evidences associate them in the
RS@ha region of Bengal. It may not be improbable that shortly
after in invasion of &hga ana Régha by the Chandella King
Dhahgadeva, the state of affair in the latter territory
became favourable for the foundation of a new dynasty under
the étras which continued to rule till they were swept away
by the Senas.154

There is a strong public say of the existence of a
King named Rdiéﬁra?ﬁho brought Bréhma?as from some parts of
India. The traces of the étra dynasty may be found in a large

number of traditions recorded by the writers of genealogical

treatises in Bengal which are porularly known as Kulaji

granthas. Among the writers wheo compiled those volunes
mention may be made of harimiéfa, E?umiéfa and Dhruvananda,
Dhruvananda is known to be the highest authority on the
subject of the RE?tha Bréhmapas.lss Most of the Kulaji
granthas were the works of much later times and mosﬁ of them

were supposed to be compiled during the 13th or 16th Centuries.
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Only one or two works are thought to be of much earlier

time, but their manuscripts are not &available to us. There
are certain limitation of the Kulaji grantnhas. First and
foremost among them is that there are no authentic Kulaji
texts which can be dated earlier than the latter half of

the 15th Century A.D. Most of the literature is ;n manuscript
and that is why the copies of which, are difficult to obtain.
secondly, the Kulaji texts have been tampered with in various
ways and there are good grounds to doubt the the genuineness
of the many current texts which are attributed to ancient

authors.156

The sources they produce regarding Ediétra who is
r -
said to be the founder of the éﬁra dynasty are conflicting
in many respects and the most crucial guestion is the date
of the King Zdiétra. According to a text, ﬁdiéﬁra‘came into
the political scene of Bengal before the rise of the Palas.
Regarding the date of Zdiéﬁra, Varendra Kulapanjika is of

the opinion that 'Vedakalambashtaka-vimiteréj—ﬁdiétra sa cha'

" which is, interpreted as equivalent to 732 A.D.157 According
to another tradition, Ediétra defeated the Buddhist Pala King

and began to rule Gauda after that. In supgort of the above

view, the scholars quote the following ’Tatr—Zdiétrah—éﬁra~

Vaméé-simho-Vijitya Bandhanr ipa-Palavafisanm éééésa Gaudam' 128
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It is evident from the above source that the founder of the
dynasty may be placed in the 11th Century A.D. It is based

on the enumeration of 'Vedavanahka Saketi-Gaude-Viprah-sSamagatah

= 1032 A.D. H.P.Sastri interpretes it as ecuivalent to 732 A.D

159
Regarding the family history of Zdiéﬁra different
views have been put forward by different texts. It is known
from a tradition that the éﬁras came from Darada country.16o
In some other sources he has been identified as the grand
father in mother's side of vallalasena and in othgrs as the
‘remote ancestors of VvVallalesena'. It is said that he was the
ruler of Bengal and Orissa, while others refer him as the
ruler of Anga, Kalifga, Karqééa, Kerala, Kamarupa, Saurés?ra,
Magadha, Malava anquurjara. According to some, everything
were peaceful as he married the daughter of the Kanauj King
while others say that he had to fight with the King of Kanauj.
'Regarding the Capital of his Kingdom there are contradictory
opinions. According to some texts, the Capital of Zdiéﬁra was
in Gauga while some others are of the opinioﬁ that the Capital
_was at Vikramapura. Regarding the purpose of his bringing five
BrEhma?as different views have been put forward. It has been
usually held that he brought Bréhma?as as well versed in the
Vedas and Vedic sacrifices for the performance of religions
practices. According to one tradition, the King of ka3

. P : . = '
insulted Adisura for not having Brahmanas versed in Vedic
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lores in his dominion. King Zdiétra defeated him in a battle

- 6
and brought five Brahmanas.1 !

The extant Kulaji texts preserve tradition that

Zdiétra and other éﬁra princes were forced to take shelter in

~

Rééha after the establishment of the Buddhist Pala empire.lGé
The mention of the names of Dharmapala and Rapaéﬁra in South-
western Bengal in the Tirumalai inscription prove that the
South-Western Bengal was not under the control of Mahipala.
N. N. Vasu has expressed contradictory opinions about the
identity and the date of the King Rdiéﬁra. The mainstay of
his book is to place the bringing of Bréhma?as in Bengal and
the establishment of the rule of Adifura in 654 or 666 faka

era, In order to establish the theory he took into account

s
different Kulaji granthas and there appeared gross incongruity

in his account, In one occassion he identified Zailira with
Bhojadeva. But Zdi{Tra who assumed imperial dignity on 644
égka era cannot be identified with Bhojadeva. As the Gurjara
Pratihara King Bhojadeva came into prominence in the Second

half of the 9th Centwry A.D, he can in no way be identified

with Edié%ra flourished much earlier. ©3 It has been inferred

that Kdiéﬁra of xulaééstras may identified with Magadhadhiraja

Adisihha of Dudhpari rock inscription of the 8th Century A.D.164
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In another occasion Kdiéﬁra has been identified with

Yaébvarman of Kanauj. The view cannot be historically accepted

that Yaégvarman was defeated by the King of Gau?a.-Practically
speaking it was only possible to defeat the King of Kanauj
Yaégvarman by no other Gauda King than éégéhka. Dharmapala &
Devapala. Cn the basis of different Kulaji granthas. Eailira
cannot be placed in the first half of the 8th Century A.D.

&

during ‘the tenure of the reign of Yaéevarman, the King of

Kanauj.165

There are difference of opinion regarding the place
wherefrom he brought five Brahmanas. According Harimié}a

he brought Brahmanas from the Kolancha country.166 This |

Kolancha country has been usually identified with Kanauj.
4

I

But nowhé;e in the ancient. literature or. in epigraphical
sources Kalahcha has been identified with Kanauj. é&varém
Apte in sanskrit dictionary has identified Kolaﬁbha with
the name of the country of the Kalihgas Manior williams in
in his large volume of English-Sanskrit dictionary has
expressed the fact about the identification that Kolancha

was 'small of Kaling , the Coromondal coast from Cuttack to
Madras ;

l

but according to some, this place is in Gangétic

Hindusthan with Kanauj for the Capital‘.l67 N. N. Vasu has

categorically expressed that Kolancha cannot be equivalent
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to Kanauj and so how can the view that Adiflra brought

Brahmanas from Kanauj be accepted ? But most of the Kulaji

granthas are of the opinion that he brought Bréhma?as from

I —— e st

"Kanauj. So it- has become very difficult to ascertain the time

= - o o 6&
of Adiéﬁra on the basis of conflicting oplnlons.1 &

The genealogy of the étras as furnished by the authors
of the Kulaji granthas comprises the following names in order
of succession. Kdiétra, Bhﬁéira, Kshitiéﬁra, Avantiéﬁra,

169

Dharaniétra, Dharaétra, Anusura, Adiétra's grandfather

Kavié%ra and his father Médhavaétra,l7o. In some of the works
two more names are inserted between Dharaétra and Anuétra,
viz,. Pradymnaétra and Varendraé%ra. & careful observation of
the names will make it clear that the same name except the

7
first and the last appears to have been regeated in various
forms. In the Ain-i-Akbar] there are the mention of ten Kings

headed by one Edityaétra, but the rest of tne names do not end

with the étra title. The opinions of the Kulaji and the

Ain-i-Akbarl are contradictory. The view is not supported by
epigraphic sources and both is tradition. On the other hand
khe view put forward by different traditions regarding the
purpose of bringing Bréhma?as to Bengal that there was dearth
of Bréhmagas well versed in Vedic lore and for this the

orthodox Hindu customs had fallen into disuse, cannot be
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accepted as many passages from the epigraphical records of
Bengal in the medieval Bengal may be cited to show the exisc-
tence of orthodox Bréhma?as in the pericd from 7th to 11th
Century A.D., the tentative time of the étras}7l ihe view

of the different Kulaji granthas has been refuted by'Narottam
Kundu in view of the fact that it has not been supported by

" any corroborative evidence. He has shown clearly that the_
story of Rdifira in the tradition is a myth and cannot be
given historical value. 7% mesides Kulapanjikas, there is no
genuine evidence in favour of the existence of an ancient

ruler named Zdiétra in Bengal. The only Ediétra known to the

history of Eastern India is mentioned in the Nyayakanika of

the Maithil scholar vachaspati Mié}a as a contemporary of the
author. The historigal Ediéﬁra of Eastern India thus seems to
have ruled over par£s of Mithila and céntiguous portion of
North Bengal as a feudatory of the Palas about the middle of

the 9th Century A.D.>’%®

But the ﬁdiéﬁra episode of kringing Bréhma?as from
the Kolancha country has been doubted by D.C.Sircar on the
ground that the Sena King Ballata is credited in the Kulapan;I
works with the institution of Kulinism and there was no popu-

larity of the use of ééka era before the advent of the Senas.

The possibility of the importaticn of the legend about.the
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bringing of the U.P.Bréhma?as, from South India into Bengal,
cannot be altogether impossiblé. According to the Kargudari
inscription of the Hangal Kadambas, the mythical Mayurvarman
came to the South from the Himalayan region and brought 18

BfEhmagas from Ahichhatra whom they settled in the Kuntala

country.172b In the later Pallava inscriptions there are

similar tradition of bringing Brahmanas from Ahichhatra. In
In the inscription of the Chola King Kulottunga III, there is

the mention of the mythical King aArindama who imported Brahmanas

i

from Antarved—i'.ﬂzc

So the theory cannot be brushed aside that the tradition
might have been brought in Bengal from South India by the

senas who hailed from Karnata region and must have patronised

the south Indians. The Palas had matrimonial relations with

South India. So the ﬁdiétra episode may be a figment of

imagination, though it is difficult to determine the contri-

L4

bution of South India in the fabrication of Kulapanji works.172d
The genealogy’of the Varmanas and the Senas as given in the
Kulaji granthas has proved to be false and unreliakle. It is

not, therefore, safe to construct the dynastic history of the

éﬁras and not even their genealogy relying on their account.173
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