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PREFACE.

During the nine years that have elapsed since I last wrote on this
subject,) very considerable progress has been made in the elucidation
of many of the problems that still perplex the student of the History
of Indian Architecture. The publication of the five volumes of
General Cunningham’s ¢ Archeeological Reports’ has thrown new
light on many obsciire points, but generally from an archaological
rather than from an architectural point of view ; and Mr. Burgess's
rescarches among the western caves and the structural temples of
the Bombay presidency have added greatly not only to our stores
of information, but to the precision of our knowledge regarding
them.

For the purpose of such a work as this, however, photography
has probably done more than anything that has been written. There
are now very few buildings in India—of any importance at least—
which have not been photographed with more or less completeness ;
and for purposes of comparison such collections of photographs as are
now available are simply invaluable. For detecting similarities, or
distinguishing differences between specimens situnated at distances
from one another, photographs are almost equal to actual personal
inspection, and, when sufficiently numerous, afford a picture of
Indian art of the utmost importance to anyone attempting to de-
scribe it

These new aids, added to our previous stock of knowledge, are
probably sufficient to justify us in treating the architecture of India

' ¢« History of Architecture in all Countrics” 2nd ed. Murray, 1867,



vi PREFACE.

Proper in the uasi-exhaustive manuer in which it is atlempted, in
the first GOO pages of this work. Its description might, of course,
be casily extended even beyond these limits, but without plans and
more accurate architectural details than we at present possess, any
such additions would practically contribute very little that was
valuable to the information the work already contains.

The case is different when we turn to Further India. Instead of
only 150 pages and 50 illustrations, both these figures ought at least
to be doubled to bring that branch of the subject up to the same
stage of completeness as that describing the architecture of India
Proper. For this, however, the materials do not at present exist,
Of Japan we know almost nothing except from photographs, without
plans, dimensions, or dates; and, execpt as regards Pekin and the
Treaty Ports, we know almost as little of China. We know a great
deal about onme or two bnildings in Cambodia and Java, but our
information regarding all the rest is so fragmentary and incomplete,
that it is hardly available for the purposes of a general history, and
the same may be said of Burmah and Siam. Ton years hence this
deficiency may be supplied, and it may then be possible to bring the
whole iuto harmony. At present a slight sketch indicating the
relative position of each, and their relation to the styles of India
Proper, is all that can well be accomplished.

Although appearing as the third volume of the second edition of
the ¢ General History of Architecture,’ the present may be considered
as an independent and original work. In the last edition the Indian
chapters extended only to about 300 pages, with 200 illustrations,!
and though most of the woodcuts reappear in the present volume,
more than half the original text has been cancelled, and consequently
ab least 600 pages of the present work are original matter, and 200
illustrations—and these by far the most important—have been added.
These, with the new chronological and topographical details, present
the subject to the English reader in a more compact and complete
form than has been attempted in any work on Indian architecture
hitherto published. It does not, as I feel only too keenly, contain
all the information that could be desired, but I am afraid it contains

History of Architecture,’ vol. ii. pp. 445-756, Woodcuts 966-1163.



PREFACE. vii

nearly all that the materials at present available will admit of being
utilised, in a general history of the style.

When I published my first work on Indian architecture thirty years
ago, I was reproached for making dogmatic assertions, and propounding
theories which I did not even attempt to sustain. The defect was, I am
afraid, inevitable. My conclusions were based upon the examination
of the actual buildings throughout the three Presidencies of India
and in China during tcn years’ residence in the East, and to have
placed before the world the multitudinous details which were the
ground of my pgeneralisations, would have required an additional
amount of description and engravings which was not warranted by
the interest felt in the subject at that time. The numerous engravings
in the present volume, the extended letterpress, and the references
to works of later labonrers in the wide domain of Indian architecture,
will greatly diminish, but cannot entirely remove, the old objection.
No man can direct his mind for forty years to the earnest investiga-
tion of any department of knowledge, and not become acquainted
with a host of particulars, and acquire a species of insight which
neither time, nor space, nor perhaps the resources of langnage will
permit him to reproduce in their fulness. I possess, to give a single
instance, more than 3000 photographs of Indian buildings, with
which constant use has made me as familiar ag with any.other object
that is perpetually before my eyes, and to recapitulate all the infor-
mation they convey to long-continued scrutiny, would be an endless,
if not indeed an impossible undertaking. The necessities of the
case demand that broad results should often be given when the
evidence for the statements must be merely indicated or greatly
abridged, and if the conclusions sometimes g6 beyond the appended
proofs, I can only ask my readers to believe that the assertions are nob
speculative fancies, but deductions from facts. My endeavour from
the first. has been to present a distinet view of the general principles
which biewe governed the historical development of Indian architecture,
and my hope is that those who pursue-the subject beyond the pages of
the present work, will find that the principles I have enunciated will
reduce to order the multifarions details, and that the details in
turn will confirm the principles. Though the vast amount of fresh
knowledge which bus gone on accumulating since I commenced my
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investigations has enabled me to correct, modify, and enlarge my
views, yeb the classification I adopted, and the historical sequences
I pointed out thirty years since, have in their essential outlines heen
confirmed, and will continue, I trust, to stand good. Many sub-
sidiary questions remain unsettled, but my impression is, that not a
few of the discordant opinions that may be observed, arise prin-
cipally from the different courses which inquirers have pursued
in their investigations, Some men of great eminence and lcarming,
more conversant with books than buildings, have naturally drawn
their knowledge and inferences from written authorities, none of
which are contemporaneous with the events they relate, and. all
of which have been avowedly altered and falsified in later times. My
authorities, on the contrary, have becn mainly the imperishable
records in the rocks, or on sculpturcs and carvings, which necessarily
represented at the time the faith and feelings of those who executed
them, and which retain their original impress to this day. In such
a country as India, the chisels of her sculptors are, so far as I can
judge, immeasurably more to be trusted than the pens of her
authors, These secondary points, however, may well await the
golution which time and further study will doubtless supply. Tn
the mecanwhile, I shall have realised a long-cherished dream if I
have succeeded in popularising the subject by rendering its prin-
ciples gencrally intelligible, and can thus give an impulse to its
sbudy, and assist in establishing Indian architecture on a stable
basis, so that it may take its true position among the other great
styles which have ennobled the arts of mankind.

The publication of this volume completes the history of the
¢ Architecture in all Countries, from the earlicst times to the present
day, in four volumes,” and there it must at present rest, As originally
projected, it was intended to have added a fifth volume on *Rule
Stone Monuments,’ which is still wanted to make the serics quite
complete ; but, as explained in the preface to my work bearing that
title, the subject was not, when it was written, ripe for a historical
treatment, and the materials collected were consequently used in an
argumentative essay. Since that work was published, in 1872, no
serious examination of its arguments has been undertaken by any
competent authority, while every new fact that has come to light—
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csvecially in India—has served to confirm me more and more in the
correctness of the principles I then tried to cstablish.) TUnless, how-
ever, the matter is taken up seriously, and re-examined by those who,
from their position, have the ear of the public in these matters, no
such progress will be made as would justify the publication of a
sccond work on the same subject. I consequently see mo chance
of my cver having an opportunity of taking up the subject again, so
as to be able to describe its objects in a more consccutive or more
cxhaustive manner than was done in the work just alluded to.

' A distinguished German professor, | of Stonehenge without any reservation,
Here Xankel of Zitrich, in his ¢ Mosaik znr | though arriving at that conclusion by a
K unstgeschichte, Berlin, 1876, has lately | very. different chain of reasoning from
adopted ‘m y views with regard to the age ! that I was led to adopt.

Buddba preaching, (From a fresco painting at Afunta.)
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NOTE.

ONE of the great difficulties that meets evory oue altempting fo write on Indian
subjects at the present day is to know how to spell Indian proper names. 'T'he
Gilchristian mode of using double vowels, which was fashionable fifty yeurs ago,
has now been entirely done away with, as contrary to tho spirit of Indian ortha-
graphy, though it certainly is the mede which enables the ordinary Englishman to
pronounce Indian names with the greatest readiness and certainty. On the other
hand, an attempt is now being made to form out of the ordinary English alphabet
2 more exteuded one, by accevts over the vowels, and dots under the consonants,
and other devices, so that every lotter of the Devanagari or Arabie alphabets shall
have an exact equivalent in this one.

In attempting to print Sanscrit or Persian books in Roman characters, such a
system is indispensable, but if used for printing Indian names in English books,
intended principully for the use of Englishmen, it seems to me to add not only im-
mensely to the repulsiveness of the subject, but to lesnd to the most ludicrous
mistakes. According to this alphabet for instance, d with dot under it represents
a consonant we pronounce as r; but as not one educated Englishman in 10,000 is
aware of this fact, he reads such words as Kattiwad, Chitod, and Himadpanti as if
spelt literally with a d, though they are pronounced Kattiwar, Chittore, and Himar-
panti, and are so written in all books hitherto published, and the two first are so
spelt in all maps hitherto engraved. A hundred years hence, when Sanscrit and
Indian alphabets are taught in all schools in England, it may be otherwise, but
in the present state of knowledge-on the subject some simpler plan seewns more
espedient.

In the following pages I have consequently used the Jonesian systcm, as nearly
as may be, as it was used by Prinsep, or the late Professor Wilson, but avoiding as
far as possible all accents, except over vowels wher: they were necessary for the
pronunciation. Over such words as Niga, Raj4, or Hindfi—as in Tree and Serpent
worship—I have omitted accents altogether as wholly unnecessary for the pro-
nunciation. An accent, however, scems indispensable over the & in Lit, to prevent it
being read as Lath in English, as I have heard done, or over the § in such words
as Hullabid, to prevent its being read as short bid in English.

Names of known places I have in all instances tried to leave as they are usually
spolt, and are fyund on maps. I have, for instance, left Oudeypore, the capital of
the Rajput state, spelt as Tod and others always spelt it, but, to prevent the two
places being confounded, have taken the liberty of spelling the name of a small
unknown village, where there ie & temple, Udaipur—though I believe the names are
the same. I have tricd, in short, to accommodate my spelling as nearly as possible
to the present state of knowlcdge or ignorance of the English public, without much
reference to scientific precision, as I feel sure that by this means the nomenclature
may become much less repulsive than it too gencrally must be to the ordinary
English student of Indian history and art.
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APPENDIX.

APPENDIX A.
ON SOME DISPUTED POINTS 'OF INDIAN CHRONOLOGY.

TaroUGHOUT the preceding pages the date§ of kings’ reigns, where
quoted, have been assumed as knowr: and the eras from which they
are calculated as ascertained. This -has been done in order not to
interrupt the narrative of events by introducing a chronclogical dis-
quisition at every point where a dabe occurs; bub no one at all familiar
with the subject needs to be told that the dates of mediweval dynastles
in India ave far from settled, and that few are universally acqmesced
in. Great progress has, it i true, been made in the last ten or twenty
years in olearing away the difficulties that strround the. subject. So
much is thi§ the case, that there are only one or two dates of sufficient
importance to affect our reasoning which still remain in doubt; but
thongh this mey be true, there are many others about which the
world in general feel considerabl¢ hesitation. It censequently becomes
almost indispensable to state briefly the grounds on which the ¢hrono-
logy used throughout this work is based, in order that the correctness
of most of the inductions stabed in it may be estimated at their
true value.*

The earliest reasonable statement bearing on the subject which we
possess is in the 9th chapter of Arrien’s ‘Indica. ™ It is there stated
—quoting from Megasthenes—* That from Bacchus (Izwaku) to San-
drocottus (Chandragupta), the Indians reckon one hundred and fifty-

! In the year 1870 I published in the
¢ Journal ,of the Royal Asiatic Society’
(N.B.), vol. iv. p. 81, etuseqq., an article
on Indian chronology, in which my views
on the subject wefe stated at greater
length and more detail than it js pro-
posed to do here. Being addressed _to
thase who were supposed to be more or
less famliar with the subject, the ‘paper
took the form of an argument, fatler
than of & statement, and is, conflequently,

difficult to follow by those to’ whom the
subject is new. The following is an
abstract of that paper, with such correc-
tions as have occurred to me in ,the
mesnwhile, and stated in a consecutive
form, and with only those details that
seem necessary to render it intelligible.
For further partigulars on special points
the “reader is referred to the. article
itself,
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three monarchs, who reigned during the space of six thousand and
forty-two years.”

The first part of this statement is eminently satisfactory, as it
seems clear from it that we possess in the Puranas the sume lists as
were submitted to the Greeks in the fourth century B.c. In the Solur
lists, we have in the Treta Yug sixty-two reigns, from Ixwaku to
Rama.! There is no complete Lunar list in that age. For the Dwapar
age we have three Solar lists : one for Kusha to Vrihadsana, thirty-
five reigns ; another from Dishta to Janamejaya, thirty-three reigns;
and a third, from the son ef Swadhaja, the father of Sita, wife of
Rama, to Mahabasi, thirty-four reigns. In the Kali Yug we have no
complete Solar list, but the Lunar list gives fifty descents from Jara-
sandha to the last Nanda. This gives 145 or 148 reigns, or rather too
few. Buat the Lunar lists, from the Dwapar Yug, give forty-four
from Purn to Yudhishihira, and fifty from Yadu to Krishna, so that
the average is as nearly as may be that stated by Megasthenes,

The second part of the statement, giving these kings’ reigns an
average duration of nearly forty years, must of course be rejected, but
it is satisfactory to find that, at that early age, the falsification of the
chronology had only gone to the extent of duplication, and that the
monstrous system of Yugs, with all their attendant absurdities, had
not then been invented.

Though it may not at present be capable of direct proof, I have
myself no doubt that the date assigned by the Hindus for the Kali
Yug (8101 B.c.) is a true date, thongh misapplied. It either was the
date when the Aryans assumed that their ancestors had first crossed
the Indus, or when they had first settled on the banks of the Saraswati
or the Ghoghra. It forms no part of any subsequently invented system,
and seems the only one fixed point in a sea of falgification. Assuming
it for the present, and deducting Chandragupta’s date from it, we
have 8101—325=2776 ycars from Ixwaku to Chandragupta, which,
divided by 153, gives the reasonable number of eighteen years
for the duration of each king’s reign. Of course it is not contended
that these lists are absolutely to be depended upon—many names may
be lost, and many misplaced, from the carelessness of copyists, or
from other causes; but, on the whole, when treated in this manner,
they afford a reasonable framework for the reconstruction of the
ancient history of India, and one that accords perfectly with all we
at present know about the ancient history of the immigrant Aryans.

! The lists used for thig statement of | works, in 1858. In a regular treatise cn
pre-Buddhist chronology are those com- | chronology it would be indispensable to
piled by James Prinsep, and published | refer to the Puranas themselves; in a
in his ¢ Useful Tables’ in 1836, They were | mere statcment ef results these tables
afterwards rovised and rcpublished by : are amply sufficient.

Ld. Thomas, in his edition of Prinscp's
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If this view can be sustained, the events which are described in
the Ramayana—not of course the poem, which is eomparatively mo.
dern—took place about 2000 years before- Christ. Adhering to the
above average, we gather that the events described in the ‘¢ Mahabha-
rata,’ in Iike manner, occurred 900 years before Chandragupta, or 1225,
or more precisely, according to the Puranic chronology, thus—

B.C.

Chandragupta . . . . . . . . . 325
Sisunagas, 360 years . . . . . . . 360
Sunakas . . . . . . . . . . 128
Sahadeva to Ripunjays, 23 reigns at 18 years . . . 414
1227

which may probably be taken as very near the true date.

It must for the present remain an opén question whether the dates
just: quoted can be so established as to stand the test of the exigencies of
modern critical acumen. It would be very satisfactory if this could
be so accomplished. In the first place, because it would afford a firm
basis for all our resgoning regarding the ancient history and ethno-
graphy of India, but also because it would prove that the Puranas do
contain the germs of truths which, when properly investigated, may
lead to the most important deductions. My own impression is entirely
in favour of the existence of the requisite materials for the purpose;
but the fashion has been lately to pooh-pooh the whole thing, and no
attempt bas been made—so far as I know—by any competent scholar,
to investigate the matter on scientific principles. .

Be this a8 it may, when we come to the Anjana era, 691 B.c.,! and
the life of Buddha, we tread on surer ground ; and it is fortnate for
our purposes that it so, as with the Iife of Buddha the medisval
history of India may be said to commence, and unless his date and
that of.his successors can be established with abt least approzimate
certainty, the history of architecture in India must remain unintel-
ligible, In this instance, however, the materials, I believe, exist in
abundance. They have not, it iz true, been as yet investigated to
such an extent as to render any point certain, but the difficulties
are daily disappearing, and as every point gained adds materially
in throwing light on others that have hitherto been considered
unsettled, we may hope before Tomg to see the whole satisfactorily
resolved.

There is perhaps no single point in the whole early history of
India on which the chronicles of Ceylon and Further India are so
distinct and unanimous than that Buddha died—as they express it,

! Crawfurd’s ¢ Embassy to Ava,’ vol. ii. p. 274,
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attained Nirvana—at the age of eighty years, in the year 543 n.c., or
in the year 148 of the Eetzana® or Anjana epoch.? '

Attempts have recently been made, it appears to me on the most
illogical and insufficient data, to invalidate this conclusion. There is
an admitted falsification in the Ceylonese annals, as set forth in the
¢ Mahawanso,’ of sixty years about this date ; but as Turnour, who first
pointed it out, explained also.the veason for it,? the rectification is
easy, and the result clear. It seems that Vijaya, the first Indian im-
migrant or conqueror of Ceylon, landed in the island 483 years n.c., or
thereabout ; and the reigns of his successors, down to Devenampiya-
tisso, the contemporary of Asoka, when added together, amount to
only 236 years. When the annals came to be expounded in the ¢ Maha-
wanso,’ it was thought expedient, for the good of religion, that the
coming of Vijaya should be coiricident with the death of Buddha; and
as the sacred era could not be disturbed, Asoka’s reign was carried
back so as to admit of the adjustment. This was effected principally
by reducing the epoch of the nin¢ Nandas from 100 years, at which
the Puranas place them, to forty-four, and by other slight alterations.
The sixty years, was afterwards recovered by “small increments to
subsequent reigns, not of much consequence, but injuriously affecting
the correctness of the whole chronology of the ¢ Mahawanso,” down to
about 4.0, 400, when it was compiled in its present forms. As
the date of Asako’s reign is perfectly well known (272-236 mn.c.),
we have only to reject the most improbable coincidence of Vijaya
landing on the day of Buddha's Nirvana, which theie is nothing
to support, and the whole becomes clear, and everything falls into
its place.

Besides the Ceylonese lists, and those quoted by Crawfurd from the
Burmese annals,® the Puranas afford us two, quoted below, which are
of great interest to us, and the whole are so marvellonsly coincident,
that there seems very little doubt of their general authenticity.

! Bigaudet’s ¢ Life of Gaudama,’ p. 323.

# ¢ Embassy to Ava,’ loc. cit.

8 ¢Journal of the Asiatic Society of
Bengal,’ vol. vi. p. 715.

4 Unfortunately the Chinese annals, to
which we generally look for sssistance in
our difficulties, are not likely to afford us
anyin this. Confucius wasborn 5518.0,
and died 478 ; he was consequently only
cight years old when Buddha died, and
in order to give Buddha the necessary
precedence in date, the Buddhists boldly
udded five conturies to this, placing him
about 1000 B.c. This struggle betwoen
truth aed falschood led to such confusion

that in the 7th century Hiouen Thsang
wrote : “ Depuis le Nirvana jusqu’aujour-
@’ hui les uns coroptent 1200 ans, les autres
1500 ans: il ¥y en a qui effirment qu’il
g'est écoulé plus.de 900, mais que le
nombre de 1000 n’est pas encore com-
plet.” (¢ Histoire,’ p. 131. ¢ Vie et Voyages,’
i 335.) The first is the nearest, ac-
eording to our ideas. He was wriling
spparently in 1190 A.3. It may be 1200,
if it was written after his return to Clina;
but from this confusion it is avident no
reliance can De placed on any dates he
may quote from the Nirvana.
& ¢+ Embassy to Ava,’ . Appendix.
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SoLAr List. LunNAR, List.
Sareunagae’ Dynasty 1eigned 360 years.
BO B.C,
Kritanjaya . . . . + . 91 | Bisunaga . . . . ., €85
Rananjaya . . . . . . — ,Kakavama R o —_
Banjaya . . . R — | Ksliemadharman . .. .- =
Bakya . . . . , . . . . | Kshetraujas . - . . . . . —
Suddhodana . . . . ~ |Bimljsara . .o .o« 603
Kanwapana, 9.
- . _ Bhumiputra, 14.
Batula . . . . . . . . — | Ajotasatru . . . . 531
Prasenajit, . . . . ., - |Udeayaswa . . ~ . 519
Kshudraka . «s | Dasaky . .. . .. 508
Kundaka . " — | Nagadasoke . . . . . . 495
Suratha, . — | Sisumaga. . ~ . 471
Sumitra, " . .. . 4517 | Kalesokn. . . . .°. . 453
Maha Nonda * ... 423
Sumalya . . PN —
TNandas. , . . . . . . . -
Tnterregnum Kautilya ending 325

With regard to the first or Solar list, Professor Wilson remarks,
that “Sakya is no doubt the name of the author of reviver of Budd-
hism, but is oubt of place, as he was the son and not the father of
Suddhodana.” * This, however, is only one of' thé numerots instances
in which the grandson takes his grandfather’s name, and which is an
interminahle cause of confusion in Indian chroriological inquities.?
Gautama, as we know, never ascended the throne, but devoted himself
to his religious duties, but his som Rapula succeeded his grandfather.
In like manner, the Prasenajit in the list is not the cousin and com-
panion of Buddha, but the.grandson, or grfmd-nephew of that earlier
king of the same name. * Sumitra, the last nanie mentioned in the
Bhagavat Purana, seems to have ascended the throue about 431.
There are no exact dates for Axing this event, andwith bim perished
the long line of Solir monarchs, who for more than twenty-six cen-
turies—if our chronology is correct—had influenced-in so marked a
manner the destinjes of India.

It was during the reign of Kalasoka, the.eleventh king of this
dynasty, that the second convocation was held, 100 years after the
Nivvana. This, too, it has recently become the fashion to doubt. The
accounts, however, in the ¢ Mahawanso,” and the pointed mode in which
ib is referred to in the Burmese annals, seem sufficient to sett'e the
point.  Like Vijaya's landing in Ceylon on the day of Buddha's
Nirvana, Prome is'said.to have been founded 443, the year of

* Vishnu Purana, p. 463.
2, Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society,’ vol. iv. (N.8.) p. 85.
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this convocation.! They must have believed strongly, or they would
not have attempted the adjustment.

As before mentioned, we have neither buildings, nor coins, nor
inscriptious belonging to this period, nor indeed any material facts that
would enable us to verify the chronological data. It is, however, so
near the time when these became abundant, that it does not seem
nnreasonable to hope that some such evidences may turn up. Till
something is found, the absence of all such materials must remain as a
curious piece of evidence regarding the important influence that the
contact of the nations of the West had on the arts and civilization of
India at the time.

MauRrYa, SuNGA, AND Kanwa DyYNASTIES.

CHRONOLOGY. BuiLpiNgs,
Maurya Dynasty, 130 years.
B.C.
Chandragupta . . . . . 825
Bimbisara . . .« . . 380t | Hathi Gumpha, Udayagiri.
Asoka . . . . . . . . 276 | Caves at Barabhar, Iuseriptions, Lits, &e.
Suyssas . . . . . . . . 240
Dasarstha . . . . . . . 230?! Cave at Barabhar.
Bangate . . . . . . . . 220?
Indropalita . . . . . . . 2127 Cave at Bhaja?
Somasarman. . . . .. 210
Sasadharman . . . . . . 203 | Cavesat Udayagiri.
Vribadratha. . . . . . . 195 | Rail at Bharhut.
Sunga Dynusty, 112 years.
Pughpamitra . . . . . . 188 | Cave at Bedsa.
Agnimitra . . . . . . . 152
Sujyeshtha . . . ., . . . 144 | Caves 9 and 12, Ajunta.
Vasumitra. . . . . . . . 137
Badraka, or Ardraka . . . . 129 | Chaitya Cave, Nassick.
Pulindaka . . . . . . . 127
Ghoshavasu. . . . . . . 124
Vujramitra . . . . . . . 121
Bhagavata . . . . . . . 112
Devabhuti . . . . . . . 86 |CaveatKarli
Kanwa Dynasty, 45 years.

Vasadeva . . . . . . . 76
Bhumimitra . . . . . 67 | Raj Raui cave, Udayagiri?
Narayawa . . . . . . . 53
Susarman . ., . . . . 4l

5 died. . , . . . 31

The chronology of these three dynasties, as recorded in the Parianas,
may admit of some adjustment in detail ; but the whole is sv rea-

* Crawfurd’s * Embassy to Ava,’ vol. 1i. p. 277,
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sonable and consistent that it can hardly be to any great extent.
The whole, too, is now found to be so perfectly in accord with the
architecture of their age, and with such inscriptions as have been
found, that I see no reason whatever for doubting its general
correctness.

The cardinal point on which the whole hinges is the twelfth
year of Asoka’s reign after his consecration—the gixteenth from his
inanguration. In that year he published his rock-cut edicts, in which
he mentions his allies, Antiochus and Antigonus, Ptolemy (Phila-
delphus), Magas (of Cyrene), and Alexander (of Macedonia).! As it
happens, all these five names are mentioned together in Justin’s
abridgment of Trogus Pompeius (xxvi. 2, 3 and xxvii. 1), though
without giving any date. As Magas, however, died B.c. 257, and the
only year in which all five were alive together was either thabt year or
the preceding, we may safely assume that the sixteenth of Asoka
was B.C. 256 or B.Cc. 257. If that is so it seems impossible to bring
down the date of the accession of Chandragupta to a time more
modern than one or two years after B.c. 825. The Ceylonese annals
allow him thirty-four years,? but our knowledge of what happened in
India in Alexander’s time forbids any such extension, On the other
hand, his accession bappening in the year, or the year after, the
defeat of Porus, is not exactly what we would expect from the
context ; but there is nothing, so far as I know, to controvert it.

Even if it were not so certain as it appears to be from the state-
ments just quoted, there can be mo doubt that the chronology of this
period can easily be settled from the numerons inscriptions found in
the rock-cut excavations quoted in 'the table, as well as from coins
and other materials that exist. These dynasties thus become a fixed
starting-point for all our inquiries, either backwards or forwards.

ANDRA, OR ANDRABRITYA DYNASTY.

CHRONOLOGY. BuiLninNgs.
B.C.
Sipraka . . . . . . .8
Krishna . . . . . . . .AD. 8| Cave at Nassick.
Satakamil. . . . . . , . 10/ South gateway, Sanchi.
Purnotsanga . . . . . . . 28| Caves10and 11 Ajunta.
Brivaswami . . . . . . . 46

* *Journal of the Asiatic Society of | vel. v. p. 20, &e, &c.
Bengal,’ vol. vii. p. 261; ‘Journal of the [ ? *Journal of the Asialic Society of
Royal Asiatic Bociety,’ vol. xii. p. 232 ; | Bengal, vol, vi. p. 714.
Cunningham’s ¢ Archmological Reports,’
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ANDRYA, OR ANDRABRYTYA DyNaASTY—continued.

CHRONOLOGY. Buinnings.
Salakarni IT. . . . . . AD6L! Saka Era established A.p. 79.
Lamblodara . .. . . . 120 Nahapana cave, Nassick.
Apiteka . . . . . . . . 138 .
Sangha . . . . . . . . 130
Satakarni ITL, .- . ., . . 168 | Rudra Dama, bridge inscription, A.p, 151.
Skandhaswati . . . . . . 186
Mrigendra . . . . . ., . 193
Kuntalagwati. . . , . . . 196
Swatikarna . . ., ... 204
T'ulomavit . . . . . . . 205
Gorokshaswasri . . . . ., . 241
Hala . , . . , . . . . 266
Mantalaka . . . . . . . 271
Purindragena . . - . . . 276
Sindare . . . . . . .- . 381
Rajadaswati .. . . . .6ms
Sivaswati . . . . . . . . 28t
Gautamiputia . . . . . . 312| Gupta Era established a.p. 319; cave at
Nassick, outer rail Amravati.

Vasithi putra . . . . . *. 333
Pulomat . . . . . . . . 335
Sivagri . . . . . . . . 363
Skandaswati . . . ., . . . 370
Yajoasri . . . . . . . . 377] Caveat Nassick.
Vijuya. . . . . . . . . 406| Great cave Kenheri.
Chendrasri . . . . . . . 412
Pulomat . . . . , . . . 42

Todied .. . .. 419

or 436 | Caves 16, 17, and 19 Ajunta.

For this dynasty, as for the preceding three, we are dependent on
the Puranas; but its chronology, like theirs, is so reasonable and so
consistent with what we learn from other sources that I see no
reason whatever for doubting its general correctness. There are
slight discrepancies of course, not only as to names but as to the
duration of this dynasty in the different Puranas, Thus the Vishnu
Purana, according to Wilson, enumerates thirty kings, reigning 456
years ; the Vayu and Bhagavat the same. The Matsya gives only
twenty-nine kings, but makes them reign 460 years; but none of
them give all the names, nor does the addition of the longest list
extend beyond 435 years! The whole, from Chandragupta to the
Tast, are also added together (p. 232), and make up 751 ycars, or
bringing ‘the last of the Andras down to A.D. 426. The actual fixation
of these dates will probably be found in Nassick cave inscriptions.
Two of these bear dates: one, apparently in the reign of Pulomavi,

1 Wilson's ¢ Vishnu Pwiana,’ Sccond Edition, vol. iv. p. 200 ; sec also p. 242,
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or Tadma, is dated nineteen from an unspecified era ; the other 1s in
the twenty-fourth year of the “modern era,” and the act recorded is,
apparently, by order of Gautamiputra.! As it is, however, almost
certam that the Gupta era, ao.D. 819, was established in the reign of
the last-named king, it seems probable that when these inscriptions
are more carefully cxamined than they hitherto have been, they will
fix these reigns with even greater certainty thah we obtain from
the Puranic dates; the one element of ancertainty being that the
new era docs not seem to be dated either from the accession of the
king or from any great event, but four cycles of sixty years, or 240
years from the Saka era it was intended to supersede.?

However this may be settled, it cannot disturb either the initial
or the final dates of this dynasty, nor affect to a greater extent than
say ten or twelve years the period of 751, which extended from the
accession of Chandragupta to the final oyerthrow of the Andras in or
ahout A.D. 426.

This heing o, it is evident that these four dynasties form the
hackbone of our mediseval chronology of India to which all minor
cvents must be fitted, and fortunately most of them do so without
any difficulty. It was the great period of Buddhist supremacy i
India. There were, it is true, Buddhists in India before Asoka, but
they were then only a sect, and Buddhism was a religion for two
centuries after the fall of the Andras. It was then, however, a
stroggling  faction. The modern Hindun religion was gradually
raising its head under the Gupta and Ujjain princes, and 1 the 8th
century 1t superseded Buddhism in most parts of India.

A great part of the uncertainty that of late years has crept into
the chronology of this period is owmg to the neglect with which
these dynasties have been treated by modern investigators. This
has arigen principally from the extreme rarity of thew coins, while it
has been principally from numismatic researches that progress has
been made in the elucidation of many dark passages of Indian
history. Coinage was, however, a most distinctly foreign importa-
tion mto India. The Bactrian Greeks were the coiners par excellence,
and 1t 1s through their coing, and those only, that complete lists of
their kings down to 130 B.c. have been compijled. It is only from
their coms also that we know the names of the barbarian kings who
succeeded them, or those of the Sah kings, who appear next in our

! ‘Journal Bombay Drauch of the: eitherof these figures may be employed
Royal Asutic Soctety,’ vol. v. p. 42 and ! ia converting years of the Christian Era
47, inlo those of the Saka or Ballabhi, or

® As the commencement of this era is | Gupta Samvats Throughout this work
not coincident with the years we employ, | I have used the latter figure as that more
but about half-way between 78 and 79, ! generally 1n use.
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list. But the four dynasties from Chandragupta to Chandrasri were
of mnative kings, who had only indircctly, if at all, come in contact
with the Greeks, and had never learnt the art of cummg, or, at lcast,
used it to a sufficient extent to enable us to 1dcnmy their names or
“succession from their coins. Their caves, and the inscriptions with
which they covered their walls, arc fast supplying the information
their coins, if they had existed, wondd have afforded ; but the invcsti-
gation has not been taken up by those who have the ear of the public
to the same extent as the numismatists.” Enough, however, has been
done to show that the materials cxist for establishing the bistory of
these dynasties on a sure basis; and when this is done from inserip-
tions, combined with architccture, the results are more satisfuctory
than when dependent on numismatic evidence alone:

San KINGS OF SAURASTRA.

CoN Dares. am.| CoiN DaTES, A.D.
Nuhapana . . . . 79 ~— | Vi Daman. . . . — —
Usbavadata . . . . — ~— | Isvara Datta. . . — —
Swami Chastana . . — — | Vijaya Sah . 170 249
Jaya Dama . . . . — ~— | Damajata Sri — —_
JivaDama . . . . = ~ | Rudra Sah . 197 276
Rudra Daman . . . 72 151 | Visva Sinha. . — -
Rudra Sisha . . . 102 181 | Atri Daman . — —
RudraSash . . . . 104 183 |VisvaSah . . . . 200 279
SriSah . . . . . —_ — |22. Budra 8inha . . 270 —
Sangha Daman . . . — — | Aea Daman . .2 280
Dawan 8ah . . . . 144 223 ‘ Swami Rudra Sah . 202 3711
Yasa Daman . . . — ~—  Swami Rudra Sah I, . , — -
DamajataBri . . . — — |

The evidence on' which the dates in the above list are founded is
in curious contrast with that on which those of the previous dynastics
rest. It is almost wholly numismatic. The founder of the dynasty,
Nahapana, describes himself as the viceroy or.satrap of King Kshgh-
arata,? certainly a foreigmer, who conqucred the country and held it
-in subjection for nearly 300 years,

The one point that*interests ms here is to ascertain from what
era the dates on the coins are to-be calculated. When I previously
wrote on the subject,® I felt inclined to adopt a suggestion that
Nahapana was the founder of the era known afterwards as that of

! This list is abstracied principally | of the same journal.
from one in vol. viii. p. 27, ‘Journal | 2 ¢Journal Bombay Branckr of the
Bombay Branch of the Royal Asiatic | Royal Asiatic Society,” vol v. p. 49,
Society,” quoling only such dates as ap- 2 ‘Journal of the Royal Asintic So-
pear certain. The earlier nnmes are taken | eiety,’ vol. iv. (N.S.) p. 129.
from a paper by Bhau Daji, vol, ix. p. 243
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Viéramaditya, B.c. 56. I did .this principally because I felt certain
that no king of 'that nmame reigned in the first century B.c., and |
could discover no eveit occmring about that time so important as
to deserve to be commemorated by an era.

On the other hand, a foreign conquest and the foundation of &
new dynasty were just such events as would be so celebrated ; and,
pending further evidence, this assumption seemed to account for
what was otherwise inexplicable in the foundation of this era. Since
then, however, a more careful sbudy of Rudra Daman’s Bridge in-
scription,! and the architectural evidence detailed in the preceding
pages, have convinced me that such a theory was untenable. The
Bridge inscription is dated in the year 72, from the same era from
which all the coins of these kings are dated. In it he boasts *that,
after twice conquering the Sata Karni, Lord of Dakshinapatha, he
did not completely destroy him on sccount of their pear con-
nexion, and thus obtained glory.” And he boasts of conquering,
among obther countries, Anupa, Saurastra; Asva Kutcha, Kukura,
Aparanta, &ec.?

A little further on in our history, Gautamiputra, in whose-
reign the era was established which was afterwards adopted by the
Guptas and Ballabhis, boasts, in an inscription in a cave at Nassick,
that he had conquered, among others, all the countries above enm-
merated, and as baving re-established the glory of the Satavabana
dynasty, and destroyed the race of Khagarata.® All this reveals a
state of matters that will not accord with the Vicramaditya era, but
does perfectly agree with that of Salivahana.

Assuming that the Sata Karni dynasty is correctly represented
in the Puranas, as enumerated above, Rudra Dama would, on the
assimption that the dates were Samvat, have been reigning A.p. 16
(72-56), immediately after the establishment of the dynasty, and
before the long and prosperous reign of Sate Karni II., which could
bardly have taken place had his family been smitten so early in their
career. But if we assume thab it was A.D. 151 (79+4-72), it would
coincide with the reign of the third king of that name, and at a
time when, so far as we can judge from the length of the reigns, and
the careless way they are enumerated in the Puranas, the fortunes
of the family were considerably depressed ; and it is little more than
s century and a half after this time that Gautamiputra restored the
fortunes of his family. Had 800 years elapsed between these two
events, the family could hardly ever have attained the position it did.

Another point of more importance is, that the dates on the Sah

! ¢Journa] Bombasy Branch of the! * Ibid., val.ix.p 238; see also Bhian-
Royal Asiatic Society,’ vol. yiii. p. 119, | darkax, MS. translation.
® Ibid, .
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coins—from whatever era calculated—extend only to 270-271, or
doubtfully to 292! If these are calculated from the Vicrama-
ditya Samvat, they must have ceased to reign in A.n. 214, or at the
latest A.D. 236, and there wonld have been no Khagaratas for Gauta-
miputra to humble after a.p. 312. On the other hand, if calculated
from A.D. 79, their final extinction would have been in A.p. 349, or at
latest A.D. 371. So that, though humbled by Gautamiputra, they
overlap the Gupta era to some extent, which it seems is almost indis-
pensable to account for the mode in which the Sah coins overlap and
run into those of the Gupta series, on which Mr. Thomas so strongly
and, it appears to me, so correctly insists.?

One of two things seems necessary : either that the Guptas shall
be carried back so as to overlap the Sahs, dating either from the
Vicramadityan or Selucidan eras, or that the Sahs be brought down
so as to overlap ther, if dating from the era bearing their name.
Mr. Thomas and Gcaeral Cunningham prefer the former hypothesis.
For the reasons just stated, and others to be given further on, I fecl
convinced that the latter hypothesis is the ounly oue that is in
accordance with the facts of the case as we now know them.

This substitution of the Saka era for the Samvat brings what we
know of the history, with what we learn from the inscriptions, and
gather from the coins, so completely into accordance, that I can hardly
doubt now that it is the correct view of the matter, and certainly
more in accordance with the facts than that I previously adopted.

GUPTAS.

Although the Puranas conduct us in so reasonable and satis-
factory a manner to the end of the Andrabritya dynasty, their
guidance forsakes us there. After that, all the subsequent con-
temporary dynasties were thrown into hotch-pot—to wuse a legal
expression—and a system of fraud and falsification commenced which
is the reproach of Indian history. It is not, however, difficult to see
the causex of this new and monstrous invention. For six centuries
and a half Buddhism had reigned supreme in India, and the system
of the Brahmans, though probably never extinct, was at least sub-
dued and subordinate. With the decline of the Andras this state of
affairs was altered. The Guptas, who immediately succeeded them,
are shown, both by their coins and inscriptions, to have been followers

! ¢Journal Bombay Branch of the |vol. xii. p. 16; and ‘Journal of the
Royal Asiatic Society,” vol. viii. p. 28. Asiatic Socicty of Bengul,’ vol xxiv. p.
* Eesay on the Sah Kings of Saurastra, | 503 ; see also Thomas’s ¢ Prinsep,” vol. ii.
¢ Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society,” | p. 95. :
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of Vishnu and Siva,! and their buildings at Erun tell the same
story.2

Though the Guptas mayx bive inaugurated the new system, it was
by the great Vicramaditya of Ujjain that it was established, o0, 515~
.550. He did for the new religion what Asoka had done for Buddhism
gome seven and a half cenburies before his time, He made a state
religion in India, and established it so firmly that little more than
a century after his death it seems. to have superseded Buddhism
altogether, It is in hi§ reign, apparently, that the Puranic system
was invented—not that the Puranas were wmitten or all the falsifican
tions of history invented in his day, but a commencement was then
made, and by the 10th or 11th century of our ‘era it was ‘brought
to the complete perfection of fraud in which it is now found,

One of the first necessities of the new system was to throw back
the period when India was Buddhist, “and to place a~gulf between
them and their successors. To effect this, the Puranag enumerate
the following:—* After these ” (the Andrabrityas) ¢ various races will
reign—seven Abhiras, ten Gardabhilag, sixteen Sakas, eight Yavanas,
fourteen Tusharas, thirteen Mandas, .eleven Maunas or Hunas3—
geventy-nine princes will be soveréigns of the earth fot 1399 years,
Then eleven Pauras will be kings for 800 jears; when they are
destroyed, Kailakila Yavanas will be kings, the chiefs of whom will
be Vindhya Sacti, &c.—106 years.” After various others: “The
nine Nagas will reign in Padmavati, Kantipura, and Mathurd ; and
the Guptas of Magadha along the Ganges to Pryaga.”¢ Although
we cannot identify all  these dynasties with certainty, we know, at
all events, that, instead of sueceeding one another during more than
2000 years, they were all more or less contemporary—certainly that
none were earlier than the Gupta era (a.p: 819)—sand that none of
them survived Vicramaditya (4.D. 550). The Sakas and Maunas,
or Hunas, may, be those’ destroyed by him, but of this hereafter.
The Vindhya Sactis were contemporary with the Guptas, and the
Gardabhilas are somehow connected with Bahram Gaur the Sassanian ;
and others we recognise dimly, but they are not sufficiently important
to be discussed here,

"Of all these the most important are the Guptas, and fortunately
their date is one of the mest clearly established facts im medisval
Indian chronology

! Thomas's edition of ¢ Pringep,’ vol. i. | * Vishnu Purana,’ vol. iv, p. 209.

P- 242, el seqq.; see also p. 365, ef seqq. 4 Wilson’s *Vishnp Purana,” vol. iv.
* ¢ Journal of the Asiatio Society of | pp. 201-218.
Bengal,' vol. vii. p. 634. 8 I need hardly eny that this is mot

* The Vishnu Purans has Maunas, the | nniversally admitted by Indian archezolo-
Vayu and Matsya, Hunas. Wilson's | gists, Some indeed of the'most eminent
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DynasTyY.

Sri or Raja Gupta . .
Maharaja Ghatotkacha

DATES ON INSCRIPTIONS,

APPENDIX.

)
CorIns ANT AD.

M. R. adhiraja Chandra Gupta I 82,93+4319=  401,412. Caves 16t
20 Ajunta. Daild-
ings at Frun.

» Samudra ,, —_— —
o Chandra Gupta II — -
” Kumara ,, 1244 ,, = 413
” Skanda ’ 130 137,141,146+ 5, = 449, 456, 460, 465
Mahendra a minor . — —

Maharaja Sri Hustina, . 1634 ,, = 432

Raja Buddbha . . . . 1654 ,, = 48t

M. R. adhirsja Toramana . 1824 ,, = 501

The three last named can hardly be considered as belonging to the

great dynasty, though they date from the sam> cra, and the two first
were comparatively insignificant characters. It was ouly Chandra
Gupta I, A.D. 401, who assumed the title of Maharaja adhiraja,
and founded the greatness of his race on the ruins of that of the
Andrabrityas.

In addition to the above chronolozy, compiled from coins and dated
inscriptions, Major Watson bas recently supplied a most important
item to their history from written records existing in Gujerat.

From this we learn that Chandra Gupta II. reigned twenty-three
years after the conquest of Saurastra by his son ; that Kumara Pal
Gupta reigned twenty years; and that Skanda Gupta succeeded him,
but lost Saurastra by the rebellion of his Senapati Bhatarka, the
founder of the Ballabhi family. *Two years after this event Skanda

among them place the Guptas consider-
ably earlier, My conviction, however, is
that they never would bavo done so, had
it not been that they place a mistaken
confidence on a possage in a foreign
author of the 11th century, translated by
Remusat to the following effect: *“Quant
au Goupta Kala (ere des Gouptas), on
cntend par le mot Goupta des gens qui,
dit-on, étaient méchants ct puissants, et
lere qui porte leur nom est I'époque deo
leur extermination. Apparemnient Bal-
labha suivit immédiatement les Gouptas,
car | &re des Gouptas commence aussi 'an
211 de I¥re de Suca.” (*Journal Asia-
tique,’ 4me série, tom. ‘iv. p. 286.)
Albiruni, from whom this passage is
taken, lived at the court of Mahnnid of
Ghazni, in the 11th ccntury, and was
learned beyond bis compeers in the
learning of the Hindus. He collected

facts and dates with industry, and re-
corded them faitfully. But he would
have been a magician if he could have
numavelled the tangled meshes with which
the Hindus had purposely obscured their
chronology, and could have scen through
all the falsifications invented six centu-
ries earlier. We could not do so now
without the aid of coins, dated insciip-
tions, nud buildings. None of these were
available in his day, and without their
aid, the wonder is, not that he blundered
in his inductions, but that Le went so
near the truth as he did. His facts and
figures are valnable, and may generally
be relied upon. His mode of putting
thom together and his inductivns are, 08
generally, worthless—not from any fault
of his, but because they had beeu pur-
poscly falsified by those who prescuted
them to him.
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Gupta died, and, as we are informed, “at this time the Gupta race
were dethroned by foreign invaders.” !

The era from which thesé dates are taken never appeared te me
doubtful ; and this confirms more and more the conviction that it
was from the era that bears their name, Ap. 819. It could not be
from the Saka era, as has generally been assumed, from the fact that
Albjruni asserts that the era that bears their name, was “apparently
that of their destruction,® because in that case Skanda Gupta must
have lived and reigned for ninety-four years in addition to the sixteen
we already know, from inscriptions, he occupied the throne. A reign
of 110 years seems impossible ; and, if it is not so, it seems certain,
for the reasons stated in my previous paper, that the Gupta era, 319,
is that from which their coins and inscriptions are dated.

Besides this, there is an inscription on the rock at Junaghar, en-
graved by the same Skanda, the last of the great Guptas. This was
not translated by Prinsep, though a copy of it was in his hands before
his last illness.® Had be lived to trapslate if, my impression is that
the controversy as to the age of the Guptas never would have arisen
—its evidence 'seems so absolute. Be this as it may, ib never appeared,
g0 far as I know; in a complete form and translated, till this was
accomplished by the late Bhau Daji in the sixth volime of the Bom~
bay Journal of 1862. In it we have three dates—the Sadarsana lake is
gaid to have burst its banks in 130, to have been repaired in 187, and
a temple to Vishnu built in 188, and twice it is repeated * counting
Jrom the era of the Guptas” (Guptasya Kala). The stone is worn where
the middle date occurs, but there is just space enough for these words.
The same king, on the Kuhaon pillar, dates his inscription in 141,
but without mentioning <the era, which seems to have heen so-usual
in Bengal as not to require being specified.

Besides this, the 146 ° years from 319, which we know -from their
dgted mscnpt,lons that they reigned, is just the interval thabt is
required to fill up the gap between the Ballabhis and their era which
they adopted on usurping the inheritance of the Guptas, two years
before Skanda Gupta’s death.®

One other point of considerable importance to Indian history which
arises from the fixation of this date (4. 465-70) for the destruction
of the Guptas is, that it was almost certainly the White Huns who
were the “foreign invaders™ that struck the blow that stopped their

! ¢Indian Antiguary,’ vol. ii. p. 812. copper-plate grant, in the possession of
* ¢ Journal Asiatique,’ series iv. vol. iv, | Gen. Cunningham, and ia in addition to

P. 285, the three others of the same reign quoted
3 'Journal of the Asiatic Society of | in my previous paper, p. 113,

Bengul,’ vol. vii. p. 634. ¢ ¢Indisn Aunfiquary,’ vol. ii. p. 312
¢ Thomas’s * Prinsep,’ i. p. 250, . | see algo vol. iif. p. 8¢4¢. -

3 This date is from an unpublished
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career. At least, we learn from Cosmas Indicopleustes, writing seventy
years after this time, that the ITuns were a powerful nation in the
north of India in his day, and we may infer, from whut he says of
them, had been settled there some time.!

On the Bhitari Léit, Bhaun Daji reads—somewhat doubtfully, it
must be confessed—the fact that S8kanda Gupta had fought, apparently
with success, against the Hunas.? But the great point is that it was
just about this time that the White Huns broke loose and extended
their incursions east and west, 8o that there is not only no improba-
bility of their being the *foreign invaders” alluded to, but every
likelihood they were so. No one, indeed, can, I believe, with the
knowledge we now possess, read De Guignes’ chapter on the White
Huns,® withont perceiving that it contains the key to the solution of
many mysterious passages in Indian history. It is true India is not
mentioned there ; but from the time of Bahram Gaur in 420, till the
defeat of Feroze in 475, the Persians were waging an internccine
war with these Huns, and nothing can be more likely than that
the varying fortunes of that struggle should force them to seek the
alliance of the then powerful Guptas, to assist them against their
common foe.

Precisely the same impression is conveyed by what is said by
Ferishta and the Persian historians 4 of the history of that time.
Nothing can now, however, be more easily intelligible than the visit
of Bahram Gaur to India when first attacked by the White Iuns.
His marriage with an Indian ( ? Gupta) princess of Canouge ; the tri-
bute or assistance claimed by Feroze and his successors on the Persian
throne, are all easily explicable, on the assumption that the two nations
were abt that time engaged in a struggle against a common enemy.
This, too, explains the mention of the Shah in Shahi on Samudra
Gupta’s Allahabad inscription.® Hence, too, the decided Persian
influence on the gold coinage of the Canouge Guptas,® and the innu-
merable Sassanian coins of that period found in all parts of the north
of India.” In all this the Sassanians seem inseparably mixed with
the Guptas. The Persians, however, came eventually victorious out
of the war. The great Guptas were struck down at some date between
465~70, or very shortly afterwards. The struggle, however, was
apparently continued for some time longer by a subordinate branch of

! ¢Topographia Christiana,’ 1ib. xi. p. | Ixxvii. et seqq.; Dow’s tran-lation, p. 13.

338, edit. Paris, 1707. 8 tJournal of the Asiatic Society of
% ¢ Journal Bombay Branch of tho | Bengal’ vol. vi. 1837, p. 963; also
Royal Asiatic Society,’ vol. x. p. 60. Thomas's ¢ Prinsep, vol. i. p: 234.
8 *Histoire des Huns,” vol. i. part ii. [ ¢ Ibid. vol. v. plates 3¢ and 37; also
lib. iv pp R25, et seqq. Thomas's ¢ Prinsep,’ vol.i. p. 277, plate 23.
¢ Maleolm’s *Porsia, vol. i. p. 118, 7 Thomas's ¢ Prinsep,’ vol. i. p. 407, ¢t

Briggs's trunslation of Feiishia, introd. | passim
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their successors; inasmuch as we learn from an inscription found at
Aphsar in Behar,! that the fourth of that dynasty, Damodara Gupta,
“ guccessfully encountered, at the battle of Manghari, the fierce army
of the Western Huns.,” This event may have stopped the career of
the Hung in India, in which case it could mot well have taken place
before the year 585, when Cosmas -Indicoplenstes is supposed to have
written his ¢ Topographia Christiana ;’ but it is by no means clear
that he was not describing events that took place when he was himself
in India some time previously. But be this as it may, it brings us to
the time when the battles of Kortir—of which more hereafter—and
Maushari freed India from the Sakas and Hunas, who had long held her
in hated subjection. As I shall presently attempt to show, it appears
to me hardly doubtful that these two battles were fought between 524
and 544 ; and they thus fix one of the most important epochs in me-
diseval Indian history. Indeed, so ned¥ each other are these two events
in date, that I sometimes feel almost inclined to fancy they may be
only different names for the same battle. At all events, they almost
certainly represent parts of the same campaign which freed India in
that age from the Yavanas; and that it was to commemorate the
glories of these struggles that the Vicramaditya Samvat was insti-
tuted, This expulsion of the Yavanas was, too, the first serious blow
that was struck at Buddhist supremacy, and from the effects of which
it never afterwards completely recovered.

BavLnaBEI DYNASTY.

DaTes ON INSCRIPTIONS. AD.
Bhatarka Senapati . .o — 465 or 470
Dharasena . e e . — -_—
Dronasinha . e e - —_
Dhravasena Maharaja . . . — Cotem. Vicramaditya
Dharapatta . —_ Dynasty
Grihasena —_ of Ujjain,
Sridhara Sena . - 470 to 550.
Biladitya I. . — —
Charagriha I. . — —
Sridbara Sena IL. . , 272 591
Dhruvasena II. . N — Cotem. Hiouen Thsang
Siidharasepa IIL. . ., . , — —
Siladitya IL. . . . . . 356 675
ChamgribalL , . . . . . - —_
Siladatya IIL. ., . . . . . — —
Siladitya Muselli . . . . . 400 *718.

L ¢ Journal ot‘ the Asiatic Socioty of nmghams * Archeological Reports. vol.
Dengal,’ 1866, p. 273. Bee also Cun- | iii. p. 136,



APPENDIX.

However mistaken Albiruni may be in his dates, there is little
doubt that he is-quite correct in his statement to the effect that
“Lere de Ballabha est postérieure & celle de Saca de 241 ans, Appa-
remment Ballabha suivit immédiatement les Gouptas, car I'ére des
Gouptas commence aussi 241 de l'ére de Saca.”* This we learn also,
with the particulars how it happened, from Colonel Watson's account
of the transaction ; while Colonel Tod’s celebrated Puttun Sominath
inscription makes it also certain that the Ballabhi era commenced A.p.
819.2 This being so, it seems difficult to understand why the era should
have been called that of Ballabhi as well as that of the Guptas,
‘wnless it were thab.it was adopted by the first-named dynasty, and
that they dated from it their acts and inscriptions, which are es-
tremely numerous. There may be reasons why this should be other-
wise ; but, though the point has been generally and fiercely contested
by eminent Indian chronologists, I fail to appreciate the arguments
brought forward in.favour of either the Vicramaditya or Suka erns,®
and look upon their own era (a.D. 819) as certainly the one from which
all the Gupta inscriptions are dated.

My impression is, that this wounld never have been considered
doubtful but for an incautious statement by Colonel Tod that Bal-
labhi was destroyed by the Parthians a.n. 524,% in the reign of a
Siladitya, its lagt king. Its inhabitants were, according to .this
account, slaughtered with'the usual romantic incidents ; but after a
while a remnant established themselves in Sidhapore, and finally
built a new capital, which they called Anhilwarra. -

The utter falsity of the information so,supplied to Colonel Tod
.is proved by the fact that when Ballabhi was visited by Hionen
Thsang, 115 years after its reputed destruction, he found it not only
standing, and neither Sidbapore nor Anhilwarra thought of, but the
old capital still remaining one of the richest and most prosperous
cities of India, and its king one of the three greatest kings of northern
India. The king's name was Dhruvapatou, and he was a nephew or
grand-ncphew of Biladitya of Malwa, and the son-in-law of Siladitya,
the reigning king of Canouge5 Lastly, we have the dates in copper-
plates of a Dhruvasena, one in 310 4 319 = 629 the other 322 +

1 ¢ Journal Asmtxque. 4me série, tom.
iv. p. 286.

2 Tod’s * Anmals of Rajputa.ua, vol. i
p. 801

® Lassen’s ¢ Ind. Alt., vol ii. p; 752, et
seqq. to 987; Dowson ‘Journal of the
Royal Asiatic Society’ (N.S.), vol. i. p.
247, et 8eqq.; Thomas's * Prinsep,’ vol. i. p.
270-276 : Cunningham's ¢ Archsological
Reports”’ vol. iii. p. 56; Babu Rajendra
Mitira, ¢ Journal of the Asiatic Society

of Bengal,’ vol. xliii. p. 372, &e., &ec.

¢ ¢ Annuls,” vol. i. p. 216, et seqq. At
p. 230 he quotes another account, which
places the destruction of 'the Ballabbi
era at 305, instead of 205, as in tho pre-
vious statement. Tlese are evidently
clerical errors. If he had found another
405, it would psobably have ‘been corrcct
within a year or s50—405+319="724.
_% *Vie et Vouyages,’ pp. 206, 254, 260,
* Relations,” &c.; vol. ii. p. 163.
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519, or 641, the very year that Hionen Thsang meb him at Allahabad,
if we assume them dated from the Ballabhi Samvyat.

It would be satisfactory if* we could determine the date of the
destruction of Ballabhi with precision, as it .is one of .these events
that mark an epoch in Indian history. It was one of the concluding
acts of the old drama that: closed the mediseval period of Indian
history, and ushered in the dark ages which lasted more'than two
centuries from that time.

The materials for'this Rardly exist ab present, though it may be
app'roximated. ‘We have numerous inscriptions of this dynasty, dated
310, 326, 888, 848, &c.,* or A.D. 629, 645, 657, 667 respectively, if the
figures are all correctly read, which is not quite clear; ahd lastly,
Mr. Burgess reports one dated 400, or A.D. 719, belonging to_the last
Siladitya, and consequently approaching very ‘nearly to. the event.
Two accounts are cmrrent as to. the Wiode in which the destruction
was effected : one, that it was caused by an earthquake, which Ioay
have happened ab any time ;3 the other (by Tod), thet the city was
destroyed by the Parthians. If it was by a foreign foe, it could only
have been by the Mahomedans. They were on the Indus in strength
in 22 Hegira, or AD. 644, .or_before Hiouen Thsang had left India,
and no foreigner could have crossed-the Indus or attacked Ba,llabha
.after that time, or for some years before if, without being noticed by
Muhomedan historians. They remained there in strength till after
Mahomed Kasim, 713~7155 and it was. to him that I was 4t one time
inclined to ascribe- the destruction. If, however, Mr. Burgess’s date
is correct, his dedth was three years too early. But I do not “think
it at all improbable that Ballabhi is one of the cities—Bafus and
Uzain—said to be plundered by Junaid in 4.D. 725 or 726.% Barus
Jooks very like Baroach, and Uzain-is almost certainly Unaln——but
whether Maliba is Balla.bhl, I must leave others to determine.

All the accounts agree that Anhilwarra Puttun was founded
Samvat 802, or A.D. 746, X which wmay be correct within a year or.two ;
but from the acconnts we ha.ve, it is clear that an interval of from
twenty to-thirty years must have elapsed between the two events,
during which the inhabitants of the destroyed city sought refuge at
Punchsur and Sidhapore before they undertook the building of their .
new capital. If therefore, we assume 725 as the date of the destruc-
tion of Ballabhi, we shall prébably not exrr more than. a year or two
either way.

The earliest date of this family yet discovered is one ona coppet-

! *Journal Bombay Branch of thé < Elliot, ¢ Historians of India,’ vol. i.
Royal Asiatio Booiety,” vol. yiii. p. 245. | p. 417. ® Loe. ¢it., 432, ef segq.

# Ibud,, vol. viii, p. 245, ® Loc. cit., 44142,

s Foxbes' ‘Ras Mala,’ vol. i. p 18;| v ¢Ras Mala,* vol. 1 p. 24; 'Tod's
"Pod, * Annals,’ vol. L. p. 230, ¢ Travels, p. 149.
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plate of Dharagena II, which has been read by Professor Bhan-
darkar as 272,! or, according to the views here adopted, 501. It is
hardly probable that any much earlier will be found ; for it must be
borne in mind that though the Ballabhis wrested the sovereignty of
Gujerat from the Guptas two years before Skanda’s death (unte, p.
724), neither the first nor second of the race ventured to assume even
the modest title of Raja; they were content to remain Sendpatis, or
Generals. The third calls himself Maharaja; bul their greatness
only culminated in or about 4.n. 650, when one of them, Sri Dhara-
sena III., became Maharaja Adhiraja—XKing of kings or Emjeror of
Northern India.2 The reason of this, as we shall presently see, was
that the family that really succeeded the Guptas in the place of
supreme authority in India was that of Ujjain, the second or third
monarch of this race being the celebrated Vicramaditya, whose date,
for reasons to be given hereafter, scems almost certainly to huve been
from 515 to 550. Be this as it may, as we shall presently sce, it
seems quite certain that a great Drahmanical revival took place in
the beginning of the 6th century, which quite overshadowed all
the Buddhist dynasties in northern India. For a while these were
again eclipsed by a reflex wave of Duddhism, which for a century—
A.D. 550-650—again illumined India. It was a last expiring effort,
however, and after the last-named date it was only a struggle for
existence on the part of the Buddhists, and in another century they
are known no longer in those central countries where they had so
long reigned supreme,

! ¢Journal Bombay DBranch of the| * ¢Journal of the Asiatic Society of
Royal Asiatic Society,’ vol. x. p. 70. Bengal,’ vol. vii. p. 972. -
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CHALUKYA DYNASTIES.

‘WESTERN BRANCH.
Carrran KALYAN.
1. Jaya Binba Vijayaditya.
2. Raja Sinha, Rane Rags, Vishnu
vVardhauu. o
3. Vijayaditya IT.
4. Pulakesi, A.D, 4897
5. Kirtti Varma I
6. Mangalisn.
7. Satyasraya began to reign 609.

8. Amara.

9. Aditya.

Vikramadiya I.

Vinayaditya, Yuddha Malla, bogan
to reign A.n 680.

12, Vijayaditya IIL began to reign A.D.
695.

13. Vikramaditya IL. began to reign
A.D. 783,

14, Kirtti Varmn IL

15. Kirtti Varma IIL, cousin of the
lust, A.p. 799.

16. Tailapa.

17. Bhima Raja.

18. Ayya, or Kirtti Varma IV.

19. Vijayaditya IV,

20. TailaBhupall.or VikramadityaIIL.,
in Ap. 973 restored the monarchy
which had been for some time
usurped by the Ratta Kula. He
died A.p. 997.

21. Satyasraya II. Irivi Bhujanga Deva,
A.D. 997. .

22. Vikramaditya V. began to reign
about A.D. 1008 (?)

28. Jaya Sinha Dbva, Jagadeka Malla,
about A.p. 1018 (?)

24. Someswara Deva I, Trailokya
Malla Ahawa Malla, about A.D.
1040.

25, Someswara Deva II.,BhunekaMalla
A.D. 1099, expelled by his brother.

26. Vikramaditya VI, Kali Vikrama,
Tribhuvana Malla, in A.p. 1076,

27. Bomeswara Deva IIL, Bhuloka
Malla, A.p. 1127.

28. Jagadeka Malla, A.p. 1138,

29, Tailapa Deva IIL, Trailokys Malla,
AD. 1150,

80. Someswara Deva IV., Tribhuvana

Malln, & ». 1182. Dethroned by Bij-

jala Deva of the Kalabhuriya line.

After this the southern part of thess dominions

fell under the sway of the Hoigala Bellnlas, whose

rise in the Mysore dates from A.n, 984 ; their
destruction by the Mahomedans in 1310.

EAsTERN BRANCH.
Caprrar RAJMEHENDRL

1. Vishnu Vardhana II., or Kubja
Vishna Vardhans, conquered
Vengi A.p. 605.

2. Jaya Sinha I.

8. Indra Rajs, his brother.

4. Vishnu Vardhans ITL

5. Mangn Yuva Raja.

6. Jaya Sicha II

7. Kokkili. brothers.

8. Yishnu Vardhans IV.

9. “Vijayaditya L.

10. Vishnu Vardhana V.

11. Narendra Mriga Raja.

12. Visheu Vardhana VI, or Xali
Vishnu Vardbana.

13. Vijayaditya JL, or Guna Gunanka
inaiaditya, eonquered Kalinga.

14. Chalukya Bhims 1., his brother.

15. Vijayaditya IIT., or Kollabhiganda

| Vijaya.

16. Amma Raja.

17. Vijayaditya IV., or Kandagachita
Vijaya.

18. Talapa. Usurper.

19. Vikramaditya V., the son of a brother
of Amma Raja I

20. Yuddha Malla.

21. Raja Bhima II.

22. Amma Raja IL,

23. Dhanarnava. Interregnum  of
twenty-seven years.

24, Kirtti Yarma, son of Dhanarnava.

25. Vimaladitya, his brother.

26. Raja Raja Narendra.

27. Rajendra Chcla.

28. Vikrama Deva Kulottunga Chola.

29. Raja Rajs Chola, viceroy for one
year.

80. Vira Deva Kulottunga Chola, or

Supteme Vishnu Vardhana. Vice-
roy from A.p. 1079 to 1135.

After Vira Deva Kulottunga Chola the country
fell under the sway of the Kukatys dynasty of
‘Worangul, of whom Pratapa Rodra was the chief
gA D, 1162) The latest of thelr inscriptions i

ated 4 D. 1336.
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The two lists in the preceding page are among the most inte-
resting and most important of those we possess, inasmuch as they
contain the backbone of all we know regarding the Chalukyas, and
are, in fact, what justify us, historically, in erecting their style into
a separate division, different from the other forms of architecture
known in India.

What we know of these dynasties is almost wholly due to the
intelligent zeal of Sir Walter Elliot, who, during his residence in
India, made a collection of 595 inscriptions from various parts of the
Dekhan.  From these he abstracted the lists he first published in
the fourth volume of the Royal Asiatic Socicty; but afterwards
much more in detail in the ¢ Madras Journal, in 1853, from which
these lists are copied verbatim.! Some of the inscriptions were trans-
lated and published with those papers, and others by Major-—now
General—Le Grand Jacob, in the Bombay Journal (vol. iil. p. 206, et
seqq.), and other notices of them are found among Mr. Wathen’s inscrip-
tions in various volumes of the ¢ Journal of the Royal Asiatic Socicty.’
But we shall not know more than a fraction of what we ought to,
and might know, till Sir Walter Elliot’s inscriptions are translated
and published.? When this is done, and the architecture of the
Nizam’s territory explored, the Chalukyan style will tuke its place
worthily between the Dravidian and Indo-Aryan styles, and will, if
I mistake not, be found equal to either, both in importance and in
artistic merit.

Fortunately there is no mistake or doubt about the era from which
the Chalukyan inscriptions are dated : the Ballabhi branch succeeding
to the possessions of the Guptas in Gujerat, naturally adopted their

! These lists were republished by
Professor Dowson in the new series
of the ‘Journal of the Royal Asiatic
Society,” vol. i. p. 253, et seqq., but with
chronologioul additions that are by no
means improvements.

2 The advantage of their publication
was 0 strongly felt by the Council of the
Royal Asiutio Society that in 1873 they,
backed by a letter from Sir Walter, ap-
pealed fo Her Majesty’s Becretary of
State for India in Council, to sanction an
expenditure not exceeding £200 for the
purpose. It seems, however, that the
finances of India could mot bear the
strain, for in August last a reply was re-
ceived to the effect that * His Lordship
regrets that he cannot consent to charge
the public rovenues of India with the
cost of such un undertaking.”

As the !

Indian Council are responsible, and know
best whut should be done and what re-
fused, ‘there is no more to be said about
the matter, though to outsiders this scoms
glightly inconsistent with their grant of
£2000 to Max Miiller for doing nothing
that he had not been well paid for doing
beforehand. As no other meuns are
available in this country, it is to be
hoped that either the French or German
Governments will take it up. They have
always abundance of funds for such pur-
poses; and had these inscriptions been
collected by one of their countrymen,
they would have been published without
a year's delay after having been brought
home, although they have no intetest in
India that can for one momeni be com-
pared with ours.
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era, but the southern branch being entirely detached fromi any such
association, adopted the Saka era (a.D. 79), which was then, so far as
is known, the only other era at that time in use in India. What
is equally .important is, that there scems only one doubtful date
among all those quoted in the lists—that of 411 Saka (a.D. 490),
attached to the name of Pulakesi I. In his first paper,! Sir Walter
Elliot thought it so improbable, that he rejected it altogether ; and
Professor Eggeling tells me he has strong reasons for suspecting the
copperplate on which it is found to be a forgery.

As an initial date it does not appear impossible, if my views are
correct, though certainly improbable. If Bhatarks Senapati wrested
Gujerat from Skanda Gupta two years before bis death, or in 463
or 468, it is by no means impossible that the fourth from him
may bave been reigning in a.p. 490, but the difficulty is the other
way. There seems no doubt; from Mr. Burgess’s Badami inseriptions,?

sthat Mangalisa succeeded his brother Kirtti Varma in 567, and it
does seemn impossible that he should have been the son of one who was
reigning in 490, especially if he continued to reign till 609. If Man-
galisa was the son of Pulakesi, which there seems no reason for doubt-
ing, it is evident that the central figure of his date must be altered
to & higher number ; but to what extent we shall not know till it is
ascerfained whether Vijaya was the son or grandson of Bhatarka
Senapati. In the meanwhile, however, if we, as an hypothesis, add
fifty years to the date of 411, and make it 461, or A.D. 540, it will
allow Pulakesi a reign of twenty-seven years before the accession
of Mangalisa in §67, which will bring .the whale within the limits
of probability, and seems perfectly consistent with the context.

With the seventh king we fread on surer ground. He was the
king who, whben bearing his grandfather's name, Pulakesi, Hiouen
Thsang visited in 640, and was, as his inscriptions tell us,* the
hero of those wars with Harsha Verddhapa, or Siladitya of Malwa,
which Ma-twan-lin so graphically describes as occurring in 618 to
627. From that time the dynasty seems to have fourished till
the death of Vicramaditya II. He ascended the throne 783, and
died about 750, or twenty-five years more or less after the destruction
of the Ballabhi branch. After this, as Sir Walter Elliot expresses it,
‘““the power of the Chalukyas was alienated for a time, or had
suffered a partial obscuration, till the time of Teila, who is described
a8 restoring the monarchy in :973.”% After this it enjoyed two

! «Journal ‘of the Royal Asiatic S8o-| * ‘Journal Bombay Branch of the

ciety,’ vol. iv. p. 12, . Royal Asiatic Society,’ vol. itl. p. 208, ef
¥ *Report on Belgam and Kuladgi, p. seqq.
24, -~ |-~ ¢ ‘Journal of the Asintic Society of

% ¢ Mémoires des Contrées,’ &o, vol. ii. | Bengnl,’ vol. vi. p. 68.
P 150,
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centuries of prosperity, -till it was finally extinguished—their northern
possessions passing to the Kalabhuryas —their sonthern to the Hoisala
Bellalas of Dwarasamudra or Hullabid.

The history of the younger branch of this family mll be more
interesting to some -future historian of Indian architecture than it is
to us at the present day. Their possessions lay principally below the
Eastern Ghits, on the shores of the Bay of Bengal, in what are gene-
rally known as the three Circars, extending from Gangam—in their
day T believe—to Mahavellipnram ; but of their architecture we know
nothing. No traveller educated in architectural matters has yet
visited that country ; and though it sounds like a paradox to say so,
what we do know of it we learn from buildings not erected by them,
and in a country they never seem to have possessed. It is only from
the buildings of Pratapa Rudra at Worangul and elsewhere above the
Ghits that we can appreciate the perfection to which they had brought
their style.

From the meagre extracts from the inscriptions of Pulakesi L,
which Sir Walter Elliot gives in his first essay on this subjeet,* there
seems little doubt that he was the king who, 100 years bLefore, Hiouen
Thsang’s time, harried the monastery at Amravati,? and abolished
Buddhism in those parts. It seems also more than probable, as he
conquered” the Chola, and burnt Comjeveram, that he also expelled
the Pallavas, and commenced the works at Mahavellipur. If the
rock-cut monastery mentioned by Fa Hian and Hiouen Thsang, and
8o often referred to above, existed at all, it*was in his territories, and
may still exist in the Nizam'’s. If it did so, nothing seems more probable
than that he should seek to.mark the boundary of his southern conquest
by similar works. Knowing all this, we see also why there should be
so much similarity between Mangalisa's cave at Badami, and the nearly
contemporary caves at Mahavellipur. We know, too, that there is a
.vagt tract of couniry in Central India, extending east and west from
shore to shore, and north and.south from Sadras to Ellora, which is
covered with buildings of great beauty and interest; but which nobody
cares to explore. We know also that there exists in the Asiatic Society’s
rooms a volume which contains their history, and that of the dynastics
who built them, but which nobody cares to read. ‘Knowing how easily
all this could be remedied, it i3 tantalising to close this hlstory with so
meagre a sketch .of the Chalukyan style as that contained in the pre-
ceding pages, but- as the principles of the Indian Council seem fixed,
its description must in all probability be relegated to a subsequent
generation.

¢ Journal of the Royal Asiatic Scciety,’” vol. iv. p. 9.
¢ Vie et Voyages,”p. 188.



APPENDIX. 735

Tssaw AND CANOUGE DYNASTIES.

Retex. Darte,
Vasu Deva . PR
Vicramaditya L of U_]Jmn e e e 25 470?
Bri Harsha . . [ 20 4959
Vieramaditya IL the Great e e e 85 615
Biladitya I of Malwa . . . . . « . 30 550
Prabhukara . . . . . . . . 25 580
Raja Verddbana . . . . . . . . 5 605
Siladitya II. of Canouge . . . . 40 610

Died and troubles commenoed . — 648-650

Although the Ballabhis wrested the province of Gujerat from the
failing hands of Skanda, the last of the Great Guptas, two years before
his death, in or about 470, they remained long in a subordinate posi-
tion. Their earliest inscription yet found dates only in 598, and their
one Emperor or Raja Adhiraja, Sri Dhardsena IIT,, only ascended
the throne after the Canouge dynasty were struck down in §48~50.

The interval between these two events we are now happily able to
fll up with two of the most illustrious dynastiez of India—the first
including the reign of the great Vicramaditya of Ujjain, who is to the
Hindus what Solomon is to the Jews, or Asoka to the Buddhists,
The last-named religion, as mentioned above, was becoming effete
about the ‘middle of the 5th century, and the Guptas were introducing
the modern Brahmanical faith in its place. What, however, they were
only feebly attempting, the Ujjain dynasty accomplished with a bril-
liancy that has eclipsed everything that happened before or since in
India, in the eyes of the Hindus at least. All that is great in science,
or in poetry, of the arts, shone forth around his wonderful throne—
the exact counterpart of Solomon’s—and all that subsequently téok
place in India bears the stamp of his greatness. It seems, however,
to have been too bright to last. The four succeeding monarchs were
Buddhists—of a singularly tolerant type it is true—but still certainly
favourers of that religion. The last of them, Siladitya, was the king
at whose court Hiouen Thsang sojourned in 636, and afterwards in
642, and where he witnessed the festival of the distribution of alms so
often alluded to above. Hiouen Theang gives the date of his death
categorically, 650, and adds, though in the form of a prophecy, thah
after that, “I'Inde entiére sera en proie & des troubles affrenx-—et des
hommes pervers se feront une guerre acharnée.”! This is more than
confirmed by Ma-twan-lin, but with an apparent discrepancy of date,
to the extent, it may be, of two years.? If was in fact the commence-

1 #Vie et Voyages,” p.215.
# ¢ Journal of the Asiatio Society of Bengal,’ vol. vi. p. 69.
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ment of those troubles which extinguished Buddhism, then in Central
India, and a century later abolished it wholly, except in some remote
corners of the land.

Whether he died in 648 or 650, there is no doubt, from the nume-
rous incidents our Chinese traveller recounts, that this Siladitya
ascended the throne 610, one year after his great rival, Pulakesi II., of
Kalyan, who, as pointed out above, Began to reign in 609, aud fought
with him with varying success in 618-627.

For the chronology of the four preceding reigns we have nothing
but the assertion of Hiouen Thsang, that * suivant la tradition ” *—and
in another place, “on lit dans I'histoire de ce royaume,? que le trone
était occupé il y a soixante ans par un roi nommé Siladitya ;™ and
further, that he reigned fifty years, which would carry us back
to 530 for the accession of this king, supposing the passage was written
in 640. .

Notwithstanding the confidence with which it is stated, I have no
hesitation in rejecting as excessive 110 for the length of the rcign of
three kings, two of whom were brothers. I do so with the more con-
fidence, as our author, though so exact a geographer, and recorder of
things he saw, is in no one instance to be depended upon for his dates.
He resided, for instance, for five years at Nalanda, and must have had
access to its Tecords, yet he tells us that the convent existed for 700
years,® and then gives the names of the five kings by whom the
various parts were built from that time to his day, bub sees no
absurdity in representing these in all instances as the son of the one
next named previously. Each, according to his account, must have
reigned more than 100 years! To what extent this date of the
accession of Siladitya must be curtailed can only be ascertained from
subsequent discoveries or investigations, Tor the present it will
suffice to abridge it by twenty years, which will bring it in accord
with all that we at present know from other sources.*

When we turn to the other end of our list, we have certainly three
—probably four kings—for whom we must find room in eighty years
and ome of the three, the great Vicramaditya, must have had a long
reign. Professor Wilson ascribes to him thirty-five years,® and I
know of no authority better than his, especially for the history or
chronology of this period. The Hindus themselves, with their usual

1 ¢Vie et Voyages,’ p. 204. ‘the only arbitrary adjustment I have had
2 ¢ Relations,” &c., vol. ii. p. 156. occusion to make in the chronology, 1
? Loe. ¢it., vOL ii. p. 42. have let this stand in the text, leaving

4 When I wrote last on the subject | the correction to be made when authority
(‘Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society,’” [ is found for it. The twenty years. more
vol. iv. N.8.) I assumed the figures as | or less, de not affect any architectural
they stand, as it did not then appear to | question mooted in the preceding pages.
me of much impertance, and as this is 5 ¢ Asiatic Researches,” vol. xv. p. 87.
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carelessness, have forgotten to recoerd it; and though there are certain
dates in the Puranas and elsewhere, there are no means of testing their
dccuracy ;. for his acdession, howgver, there are one or two that are
worth recording. Thus, Wilford reports that this Vicramaditya
ascended the throne of Malwa 441, reckoning from the first of Saliva-
hana, or, 520 ; or, wccord1ug to the Agni Purana, 437 years after the
same epoch, ot 516,2 which) I believe, may be the exach year ; and there
are several other dates which might be msed io confirra this assump~
tion, but there are no means of testing the genuineness.

Assuming this for the present, it leaves only forty-five years for
the two or three preceding reigns ; and it seems hardly sufficient for
the, purpose, for; ag we shall presently see from the ¢ Raja Ta.rangml,
there were nine descents between Pratapaditya, ﬁhe friend of the first
Vicramaditya, and Matrigupta, the protégé of the second. Of course
there may be .considerable overlapping fmong the first and lash ‘of
these nine kings, but it seems impossible to compress the whele within_
a shorter period than has been allowed,

However the ‘small discrepancies of this dynasty may hereafter be
adjusted, it is satisfactory to know that there is probably no date thab
will admit of a greater correction than-say ten years, if so much, and
the age of the lagt king, Hiouen Thsang’s friend, enables us to feel
perfectly certain as to the dates of his son-in-law, Dhruvasena, of
Ballabhi, of Sasanka, of Pundra Verddhana, of Kumara, of Kama-
rupa, and of Pulakesi II. of Kalyan. We have thus at’least one fixed
point in our medimval history which is quite certain, and from which
we caun calenlate backwards and forwards without difficulty, and is
also an interesting one, 28 its final date, 650, is the beginning of the
end which was consummated, as We shall see in'the next’section, by
Laladitya just one century later.

K AsHMIR,
Asoka, 276 to 240 B.c. Indrajita.,
Jaloks. Ravana,
Damodara. Vibhishana.
Hushka . . Nara.
Jushka Tartar PIrsu:ic;; ‘estabhshad. Siddha,
Kanishka uddhusm. Utpalaksha.
Abhimanu, 79 A.D. ? | Hiranyaksha.
Hiranyakuls.
GoNADYA DynAsTY, Vasukulo,
Gonarda. Naga worship restored, -| Mihirakula, invaded Ceylon 250 ?
Vibhishgna. Vaka,.

1 ¢ Asiutic Resoarches,” yol. ix. p. 150.

2 Lec. eit. p. 161,
L]
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KasaMIR—continued.

Kshitinanda. Hiranya } Contemporarics of
Vasunanda. Toramana Vieramaditya.
Nara. Matrigupta, viceroy under Vicramaditys
Aksha. 1L, 515.
Gopaditya, 3307 Pravarasens 1L, invadod Siladitya of
Gokarna, Gujerat, 560.
Narendraditya. Yudhishthira I
Yudhishthira. Nandravat.
Apitya Dyxasry. 5?;:::3;{@&.
Pratapeditys, kinsman of Vieramadilya | Baladitya.
Jaﬁu?;fa(:. NAGA or KARKOTA DYNAsTY.
Tunjina. Durlabhaverddhiana, 627.
Vijaya, Pratapaditya, 663.
Jayendra. Chandrapira, 713.
Arya Raja. Parapira, 721.

Lalatadityn, 725; died 761. Conquered
Yasoverna of Kanouje, and overran

Meghavahana invaded Ceylon, 472. India.

Pravarascna L

GoNARDYA LINE restored.

‘When the ¢ Raja Tarangini’ is spoken of, in a real Indiun history,
it is only in the scnse of the French proverb— Parmi les aveugles les
borgnes sont rois.” It may be the best, but it is a very indilferent
specimen of its class. Some of the few events it narrates are interest-
ing and important, but they lose much of their value from the
chronology to which they are attached being wilfully and systemati-
cally falsified. Even they, however, may become more valuable than
they now appear, when the work is better edited than it has been
hitherto. The carliest and best account we have of it is that of Pro-
fessor Wilson, in the fiftcenth volume of the ¢ Asiatic Researches.’
The translation, afterwards published by Troyer in French, is fuller,
no doubt, but is made from a less perfect manuscript, and is far lcss
critical. Dr. Geo. Biihler, who is now in the valley, is said to have
collected several additional and more complete MSS., from which it
is understood he is preparing a new edition of the work. When
this is done, we may be able to use it more profitably; mean-
while, for chronological purposes, we can only try and find an initial
and final date, and with one or two intermediate synchronisms, try to
bring the whole into an intelligible ‘sequence ; but so hopelessly is the
chronology confused by its author, that fhis at present can only be
effected by the application of a system of averages, which is, and
always must be, a most unsatisfactory mode of procedure.

Rejecting at once as worthless or hopelessly lost all those parts of
the history before the third century B.c., the first name we come to is
the familiar oune of Asoka, but here placed 1894 B.c., or more than 1000
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years too early. It was in order to recover what was lost by this first
error that Kalhana Pandit was forced to falsify all the dates up to the
accession of the Karkota dynasty (4. 627), when they were known,
even in his day, as certain within ten or twenty years. To effect
this, he added ten, twenty, or thirty years here and there, as caprice
dictated, till at last, losing patience, he gave one king, Ranaditya, in
the 6th century, 300 years, instead of a possible thirty, and so made
both ends meet ! So history is written in the East !

After Ascka's, the next name we meet in the lists with which we
are familiar is that of Kanishka, and he plays so important a part in
the history of Kashmir and Gandhara, that it would be of extreme
interest if his date could be fixed with even approximate.certainty.
The ¢ Raja Tarangini’ gives us no help in this matter. Generally, it
has been assumed, principally on numismatic evidence, that he reigned
either immediately before or immediately after the Christian Era ;!
but between him and Asoka our lists afford only two npames. If,
therefore, we ave to apply to this history the same logic the very
learned have attempted to apply to dates of the Nirvana in the ¢ Maha~
wanso,’ we must either bring down Asoka to the first century B.0., or
take back Kanishka to the third. As neither process is admissible,
nothing remains to be done but to admit that the record is imperfect,
and theb it is only from external evidence that these dates can be
fixed with anything like certainty.

Even admitting that Hushka and Jushka were the father and
grandfather of Kanighka, which I am inclined to think may be the
case, instead of his brothers, as is usually supposed, it will hardly help
us much—four reigns of insignificant princes in 200 yedrs is nearly
equally inadmisgible, and will not help us to fix Kanishka’s date from
Asoka's. i

Recently the question has been very much narrowed by the dis-
covery of a number of dated inscriptions at Muttra and elséwhere, in
which the name of Kdnishka and his successor Huvishka frequently
occur-—the latter always following, never preceding, the’ former name,
It is this that makes me believe that the Hushka of the chronicle was
the father of Kanishka, and nothing in that case is so probable as that
bis successor should teke his grandfather’s mame. It is almost im-
possible he should take his uncle’s, and as the name of Jushka appears
nowhere in the inscriptions, it is natural to assume that he had passed
away some time before they were written.

Be this as it may, the following table gives the inscriptions as
they were found by General Cunningham ; 2—

! General Cunninghamn hesitates be- | All,’ vol. ii. p. xxiv).
tiveen 17 and 2% Ap. for hig death | 2 *Archmological Reports, vol. {ii. p.
(* Nuris. Chron.,” yol. viii. p. 175); Las- | 29, «f ¢cqq. Ed. Thomes’s Introduction.
sen brings him down to 40 Ap. (‘Ind } to * Marsden,' p. 46, et seqq.

t 382
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In the Indo-Pali Alphubet.

( Kanisuga. Maharaja Kanishka. Samvat 9.

Huvisnga. Maharaja Devaputra Huvishks. Samvat 39.
Maharaja Rajatiraja Devaputra Huvishka. Samvat 47.
Maharaja Huvishka., Samvat 48.

VASUDEVA. Maharaja Rajatiraja Devaputra Vasu (deva). Samwvat 44.
Maharaja Vasudeva. Samvat 83.
Maharaja Rujatiraja, Shahi, Vasudeva. Samvat 87.
Raja Vasudeva. Samvat 98.

Matlura.

In the Bactrian-Pali Alphabet,

Bahawalpur. Mabaraja Rajadiraja Devaputra Kauishlka.
Samvat 11, on the 28th of the (Greek) month of Dwsiua.
Manikyala Tope. Maharuje. Kavesbka, Gushana vasn samvardhalka.
¢ Increaser of the dominion of the Gushans” (Kushans). Samvat 18.
Wardak Vase. Maharaja rajatiraja Haveshka. Samvat 51, 15th of Arie-
misius,

Other localities.

To addition to these Bactrian-Pali inseriptions, we have a record of a king enlled
Moga (Moa?), on a copper plate from Taxila, wherein the Satrap Liako Kuruluko
(Kozola ?) speaks of the 78th year of the ¢ great king, the great Moga,” on the 5th
of the month of Panzmus.

In addition to the inscriptions bearing these names, General Cun-
nigham quotes a great number of others, with dates in the same
Samvat era, extending from the year 5 to the year 281, but without
any kings’ names in them. Their purport, however, and the form of
the characters used, he considers sufficient to show that they form a
connccted scries dating from one and the same era, whatever thut
may be.

Here, thercfore, we have an era, which we may safely assume was
established by Kanishka, either from the begiuning of his reign, or
to mark some important event in it, and which was used after his
time for two or three centuries at least. The question is, was that
the era since known as that of Vicramaditya, dating from 56 s.c., or
was it the Saka era of King Salivahana, dating 135 years after thut ?
General Cunningham unhesitatingly adopts the former; and though
it is not a subject to dogmatise wpon, I am much more inclined to
adopt the latter. )

In the first place, because I can find no trace of any such era being
in use before the cataclysm in A.p. 750. Bhan Daji states that he
knows no inscription dated in it before the 11th century.! General
Cunningham says it was not nsed as early as 82,2 but, in another
place, guotes an jinscription in 7542 I know of none earlicr ; and
can trace rio allusion to any king of the name of Vicramaditya in the
first century B.c., and no events that could have given rise to an era

t¢Journul Bombay Branch of the| ? ‘Archaological Reports’ vol. in p
Royal Asiatic Socicty,” vol. ix. p. 242, 266, 3 Loc. cit. p. 6%,
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in 56 B.c. No trace of if is found in Thibet, in Burmah, or Cambodia,
and it never was heard of in Ceylon ér'Java. In all these countries
the Saka era i§ known and was used, and it seems strange that an
era established by so powerful a Buddhlsb king as Kanishka should
have endured for two or three centuries, and then perished, without
leaving a trace in any Buddhist country, and then, after the Sth
century, been revived and adopted by the” Brahmans for their chro-
nology. It may be so; but it is so strange, it seems to require some
strong evidence to make it credible, and none such has yet been
advanced. -

Hitherto Kanishka’s date has béen assumed almost wholly on
numismatic evidence, hut it seems to me without sufficient grounds.
In all the lists hitherto published,! there are at least a dozen ‘barbarian
kings, several of whom, from the extent.of their mmba.ges, must have
had long and prosperous reigns., To compress the whole “into the
sixty-four years that elapsed for the destruction of the Bactrian king-
dom (120 B.c.), and the era’ of Vicramaditya (56 B.c.), seems to me a
very strong measure, for which I can see no’justification. To allow
each, on an average, sixteen years' reigm, seems very much more prob-
able, especially a$ many more names may yet be discovered—and
even wibhout them this would take ns on to the Saka era (ap. 79)
without difficulty. - One of them, Gondophares, as we shall presently
see, reigned for twenty-six years at least.

The Romsan consular coins found by M. Court, above referred to
+ (ante, p. 79), were so worn as to' be hardly legible, and though, there-
fore, they limit the antiquity of his reign certainly to this side-of
44 B.0., they by no means prove that he was so early. On the con-
trary, the coins being worn, seems to ‘prove that they were old before
being buried ; the probabiliby is that they may bave belonged to
some pilgrim, or missionary, in the West, and had become macred relics
before they werg enshrined. If Kanishka had merely wanted “foreign
coins, Greek or Roman, he might have had hundreds of perfect omes
at his command. There must have been some other and holier, motive
for their deposit than merely to mark a date.

Every one hag heard of the legend of St. Thomas the Apostle
visiting the cowrt of Gondophares, and, some add, being beheaded: by
his order. It may be & legend, and not one word of truth in it, but
those who invented it in the second or third century must at least have
had the means of knowing what was the name of the king who was
on the throne of Gandhéra at, or immediately after, the time of the
Crucifixion. This name appears frequenily on coins and inscriptions,
and, from the numismatic evidence, hms been placed by all as anterior

1 They are all given in Thomas's edition of * Prinsep,' vol. il. p. 173, et segq, to
which the reader is referred.
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to Kanishka, and I fancy that no one looking at the coins can well
arrive at any other conclusion. If this is so, and he was reigning at
any time between A.D. 83 and 50, Kanishka certainly belongs to the
latter half of that century.

Against this it must be stated that both General Cunuingham and
Professor Dowson read an inscription of this king found at Takht-i-
Bahi, as dated in his twenty-sixth year-—one says in the 1031d,! the
ather 100th,? of the same Samvat as the inscription of Kanishka—a date
which would answer perfectly for the legend. If this is so, there is
an end of the controversy; but the stone is so worn, and the writing
so indistinet, that I cannot see in the photographs of it what thesc
gentlemen find there, and others are equally unable to do so; and
besides this, it is such a wrench to all numismatic evidence to place
the coins of Gondophares 100 years after those of Kanishka, that we
must have more evidence than this imperfect inscription affords
before we adopt its epochal date. The regnal date seems quite clear.

There is one other point of view from which this question may be
regarded, but which it is difficult to express clearly without going to
a greater length than our limits will admit of. It is the date of the
third convocation, as the northern Buddhists call it—the fourth, ac-
cording to the southern. It was held ‘certainly under Kanishka’s
auspices, and I cannot help fancying about the year 70 or 80 A.p. At
that time, abt lcast, Buddhism seems to have made a great stride in
Thibet, in Burmah, and the East generally. It was about this time
that it was fabled to have been first carried to Java, and about the
time when it was first introduced in China.® It looks so like one of
those outbursts of missionary zeal that followed all the three previous
convocations, that I cannot help fancying that this one was held in
the latter half of the first century, and that the era of the king who
held it was allowed in all Buddhist countries to supersede that of
the Nirvana, which, as far as I can see, was the only one that had
existed previously in India.

To argue this out fully would require more space than its import-
ance for architectural purposes would justify ; but its bearing on the
age of the Gandhara monasteries is in some respects considerable, If
they are as modern as I suspect them to be, the more modern date for
Kanishka would accord better with the known facts than carrying his
date up before the Christian era.

Proceeding onward, the next name we come to of any importance
is Mahiracula, who is said to have invaded Ceylon. There is, hiow-

? ¢ Archmological Roports, vol. v. p.| cicty,’ vol. vii. (N.8.) p. 376, et seqq
59. 8 Beal’s ‘Lifc of Fa Mian,” Introduc-
‘Jowrnal of the Royal Asialic Bo-| tion, p. xx.
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ever, no trace of any such invasion ab that time, which, by the appli-
cation of averages would be about 180 A.D., if Kanishka ruled before,
and 250 if after, the Christiah® Era. His date would be interesting
if it could be ascertained from his connexion with Beladitya, the
king of Magadha, whose story Hiouen Thsang bells in such minute
detail.

The Aditya dynasty opens with a king who is said to have been
a kinsman of Vicramaditya, and is evidently the grandfather of the
great king of that nmame, who figures prominently in the next dynasty
as the patron of Matrigupta. The story of the latter is told in great
detail in the ¢ Raja Tarangini,’ and is one of the most curious episodes-
in the history. He was sent to Kashmir four years before the death
of Vicrameditya (550), and on hearing of his patron’s decease, re-
signed his viceroyalty, and retired to Benares, leaving the throne to
his successor, Pravarasena.

In speaking of the dynasty of Malwa, only twenty or twenty-five
years wero allowed for the reign of Sri Harsha, and only_eighty for
the whole duration, from the fall of the Guptas, 470, to the death of-
the great Vicramaditya, 550, a period, it seems from the evidence of
the ¢Raja Tarangini,’ it is impossible to contract. Pratapaditya, the
kinsman of the first, was, we are told, the great-grandfather of Mega-
vahang, the first king of the next dynasty, and then we have one more
king before we reach Hiranya, who is said to have been contemporary
with the second Vicramaditya. Of course there may have been con-
siderable overla.ppmg at both ends, and the lives of the Kashmiri kings
may have been short ; but as we have six intermediate kings in the
one list between the two Vicramadityas, and only one in the other, it
seems that the last could hardly have ascended the throne before 515,
if 80 early,

One of the acts of Pravarasena was to invade Siladitya, the firsh
Bullabhi king of that pame ruling in Gujerat. We have not,.ib is
true, any dated coins or inscriptions belonging to him; but we have of
his next guccessor but one, Sri Dharasena IL, 593 (ante, p. 730), so
that any date between 550 and 570 would answer perfectly well for
this war,.and the fack of its being so is.in itself almost sufficient to
establish the correctness of the chrounology we are now trying o
explain.

Since I wrote last on the subject, a passage has been pombed oub
to me® in Rémusab’s ‘ Nouveanx Mélanges Asiatiques’ (vol. i. p. 197),
which énables us to fix the chronology of the'Naga dynasty within % year
or two for extreme deviation. It seems that the third king, Cha,ndrapxm,
applied to the Chmese Emperor for assistance against' the Arabs in

} ‘Rolations deg Quntrées, &c.,, vol. .| 2 Yom indebtad for this to Cunning-
b 190, et s0qq. bam’s * Geography of India,’ p. 91..
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713, and that the Emperor conferred the title of King on him in or
about 720. As he was on the throme only eight years and eight
months, there is no room for deviation in this date, and it carries with
it those of his predecessors and followers. It thus becomes clear that
Durlabba I. was the king who was on the throne when Hiouen Thsang
resided in the valley, 631-633, and also when he passed near it on
his return home in 643, all which is perfectly consonant with what
we find in his text ; and it also fixes the date of Lalitaditya, onc of
the most important kings in the list, with almost absolute certainty,
ag 725~762.

Without placing implicit reliance on all that is said in the ‘Raja
Tarangini,’ with regard to the exploits of this king, or of his haviug
overrun and conquered all India, from beyond the Himalayas to Cape
Comorin, still & sufficient residuum of fact must remain to enable us
to see that the troubles which had begun in 650, on the death of
Siladitya of Canouge, had laid India prostrate at the fect of any
daring adventurer.

From whatever side we approach it, we can hardly fail to perceive
that a great revolution took place in India about the year 750, All
the old dynasties are then swept away, and for 200 years we have
nothing but darkness, and when light again dawns, about two centuries
afterwards, the map i8 re-arranged, and new dynasties and new
religions bave taken the place of the old.

“This reign, too, forms a most appropriate termination to the prin-
cipal division of our architectural history. The coins of his rival,
Yasoverman of Canouge, found in the great Tope at Manikyala,
prove the completion of that great Buddhist mouument, just 1000
years after the style had been inaugurated by the great Asoka, and in
that thousand years all that is important in Buddhist architecture
is included. The fact, too, of his being ‘the builder of the great
Naga temple at Marttand, the earliest, so far as I know, in Kashmir,
marks the commencement -of & new architectural era, the fruits
of which we see when the curtain again rises. The Jaina religion,
with its new style of temples, had entirely replaced Buddhist forms
over the greater part of India, and the Vaishnava and Saiva religions
reigned supreme everywhere else, in the forms in which we now find
them, after the lapse of nearly another 1000 years’ duration. As,
however, there are no chronological difficulties with regard to these
later dynasties, the discussion of the dates of the kings’ reigns who
built them has evidently no place in this Appendix.?

! Cunningham’s ¢ Ancient Geography | sep's ¢ Useful Tables of Indian Dyuastics,
of India,’ p. 92. &c! They were republished by Mr.
2 One of the most useful manusls ever | Thomas in his edition of ¢ Prinsep,’ with
published for the use of students of | considerable additions end wany im.
Indian history and chronology was Prin- | provemcnts by himself, but the edition
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ErA OF VICRAMADITYA,

Before concluding this Appendix, I would like to be allowed to
explain an hypothesis which, if .it can be sustained, not only clears up
what bas hitherto been a great mystery, bub gets rid of a quantity
of rubbish which obscures the chronology of the period. 1t does nof,
however, alter any date, nor affect them further than, if true, it
confirms some, which, if it prove groundless, are deprived of its
support.

No one has yet been able to point to the name of Vicramaditya as
belonging to any king in the grst century B.c., or to any event likely
to give rise to an ers being dated from it.! What, then, was the
origin of the era dating from 56 B.C., and how did it arise and obtain
its name ?

My belief is that the solution of ‘the mystery will be found in a
passage in Albiruni, the meaning of which be did not profess to under-
stand, combined with two or three passages in the ¢ Raja Tarangini.’

The passage in Albiruni iz to the following effect :—“ L’ére de
Saca, nommdée par les Indiens Sacakala, est postérieure 3 celle de
Vicramaditya de 135 ans. Saca est le nom d'un prince qui a régné
sur les contrées situdes entre I'fndus et la mer (le Golfe du Bengale).
Sa résidence était placée an centre de I'Empire (Muttra?), dans la
contrée nommée Aryavartha. Les Indiens le font naitre dans une
classe autre que celle des (Kchatrias ?) : guelques-uns prétendent quil
étaib Soudra et orjiginare de la ville de Mansoura. Il y en a méme
qui disent qu'il n’était pas de race indienne, eb qu'il tirait son origine
des régions occidentales. Les peuples eurent beaucoup a souffrir de
son despotisme, jusqu'a ce qu'il leur vint du secours de I'Orient.
Vicramaditys marcha contre lui, mit son armée en déroute, et le tua
sur le territoire de Korour, situé entre Moultan et le Chﬁtea;q de Louny.
Cotte époque devint célébre, & cause de la joie que les peuples res-
senbirent de la mort de Saca, et on la choisit pour ére, principalement
chez les astronomes.” 2

It seems impossible to apply this natrative to any events happen-
ing in the firsb century B.C., not _to mention the inherent absurdity of
Vicramaditya establishing an era 56 8.0, and then 135 years after-
wards defeating the Saka kmg on the banks of the Indus. If it
meant anything, it might point to the origin of the Saka era, not that
of Vicramaditya.

is exhausted. There could-hardly be fsuch a purpose, for I am afraid it would
any better service done for (the cause, | hardly pay as & bookseller's speculat.on.
than if he or some one would yepublish | * ¢Journal of the Royal Asiatio So-
them in & separate form, so as to render | eiety,’ vol. iv. (N.8.) p. 131, et seqq.

them generally available, It is & pity | 2 ‘Journal Asiatique, 4me série, tom,
Government has no funds available for | iv. p. 282.
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Turning from this to the ¢ Raja Tarangini,’ we find the following
passages in Troyer’s translation :—

“Ayant faib venir ensuite, d’un autre pays, Pratapaditya, parent
du roi Vicramaditya, ils le sacrérent souverain de I'Empire.

“ D’autres induits en erreur ont écrit que ce Vicramaditya fut le
méme qui combattit les Cakas ;" mais cette version est rejetéo.” !

A little further on we have : “Dans le méme temps—the death
of Hiranya—I'heureux Vicramaditys, appelé d’un sutre nom Ilarcha,
réunit comme empereur & Udjdjayini I’Empire de I'Inde sous un’scul
parasol. . . .

# Employant la fortune comme moyen d’utilité, il fit fleurir los
talents : c'est ainsi quencoré aujourd’hui les hommes de talent se
trouvent la téte haute an milieu des riches.

“ Ayant d'abord détrnit les Cakas, il rendit léger le fardean de
I'euvre de Hari, qui doit descepdre sur la terre pour exterminer les
Mletchhas.” 2

Before going further, it may be as well to point out what appears
to be’a fair inference from_ the above. That the first Vicramaditya,
the friend of Pratapaditya, was so near in date to the second—he, in
fact, appears to have beenr his grandfather—as to be confounded with
him, and 'to have the name of Sakari applied to him, which in fuct
belonged to his grandson, the real déstroyer of the Sakas,

My conviction is, that these paragraphs refer to one and'the wame
event ; and, assuming that the battle of Korlr was fought 544—the
year before Vicramaditya sent Matrigupta to be his viceroy in Kash-
mir—what., I believe happened was this: Some time after 750, when
the Hindds were remodelling their history and their institutions, so
as to’ mark their victory over the Buddhists, they detecrmined on
establishing two ®ras, which should be older than that of the Budd-
hists, 4.0, 79, and for this purpose instituted one, ten cycles of sixty
years each, before the battle of Korfir, and called it by the name of
the hero of that battle, the most illustrious of their history; the
other ten centuries, or 1000 ycars before the same date, and called it
by the name of his father, Sri Harsha—a title he himself often bore
in_ conjunction with his own name—the first consequently dated for
56 B.C., the second from 456. It.need hardly be added that no Sri
Harsha existed in the fifth century B.C., any mom than'a Vicramaditya
in the first.

The co-existence of these eras may be gathered from ‘the following
passage in Albiruni :—

! Troyer's translation of the ¢‘Raja | though sometimes erroncously identified
Taravgini, vol. if. p. 43. In Wilson’s | with that princo.”—* Asiatic Rescarches,
translation it is said, ““A different mon- | vol. xv. p. 32.
arch from the Saccari Vieramaditya,' 2 Loc. cit. p. 76.
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“On emploje ordinairement les éres de Sri Harscha, .de Vicrama-
ditya, de Saca, de Ballabha, et des Goupt.a.s ?  “Daprés cela, en g'en
tenant & l'an 400 de Vere de“Yezderdjed, on se trouve sous P'année
1488 de lére de Sti Harscha—l'an 1088 de Iére de Vicramaditya—
I'an 958 de I'ére de Saca—l'an 712 de, l'ére de Ballabha, et de celle
des Gouptas (a.D. 1082).”—Journal Asiatique,’ series iv. vol. iw
pp-. 280, 286.

- The Sri Harsha era, exactly 400 yeafs before that of Vicramaditya,
was avowedly conventional, and segms never to have come into use,
and no further mention is made of it afterwards.

If this view of the matter can be sustained, the advantage will be
not only that the date of the battle of Korir, and’ of the expulsion of
the Sakas, ‘Hunas, Yavanas, &c., from India will be fixed with mathe-
matical precision in 544, bub tha_b ong of the greatest mysteries con-
nected with the history of the period will be cleared up, and the
revival of the Hindu religion relegated to a mmch later pel'ioil II,
on the other hand, it can be shown that this view, of the matter is-nob
tenable, we shall lose these advautages, but it will requu'e a greab
deal more than that to prove that' Vicramaditya, or any Hindu king,
reigned in the first century B.c.  Buddhism was. then in its ‘palmiest
state, and there is no trace of the Hindu weligion then existing, and
the expufsxon of Sakas, Yavanas, and Hunas did not take place for
long afterwards.

Be this as it may, having now cursorily run through the whole
chronology, in"se far as it admits of controversy, I feel very confident,
on a calm review vf the whole, that none of the important dates quoted
above can be disturbed to a greater extent than say ten, or at the-utmost
twenty years—except, perhaps, that' of Kanishka. From the Anjana
epoch, 691 B.0., to the death of Lalitaditya, o.n. 761, all seems row
tolerably clear and fized, and, with a very little industry, minor
blemishes might easily be swept away. If this were done; the chrono-
logy of medimval India for the Buddhist period might be considered
a8 fized on a secure and immiovesble basis of ascertained facts.
The advantages of this being done can harvdly be over-estimated for
improving our knowledge of India generally, while, among other
things, it ‘would give a precision and solidity to all our spéculations
about that country, which, for want of it, have hithetto been generally
80 vague and unsatisfactory.
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ABHAYAGIRI dagoba, 192.

Abu, Mount, encient Jnina temples on,
23¢. Temple of Vimala Seh, 235—
247.

Adinah mosque, Gaur, 547.

Afghamstan, topes af, 72. Caves, 107,

Agra, 572. The Taje Mehal, 596—599.
Alcbar’s mosque, 602. .

Ahmedabad, temple of Shet Huttising
at, 257. Style and character of the
aichitecture, 527.

Aiwulli; old temple at, 218. Plan, 219.
View, 220,

Ajmir, temple at, 263, Mosque at, 510.
Plan, 512  Great arch, 512,

Ajunta, yock-cut Tee at, 64, Chaityd
cave, 122. View of interior, 123. Cross-+
section, 123. Plan, 124. View of
fagade, 125. Rock-cut dagoba, 126.
Caves at, 145, 146, Vihaias, 153—
159

Akbar, architectural élories of, 574—
86.
Algx&nder the Great, pillars ascribed to,
6.
Allnhulsmd, 18t or pillar/at, 53. Palace
5

at, 583,

Altumsh, tomb of, 509.

Amara Deva, temple erected by, 69.

Ambér, palace at, 480.

Amoy, pailoo at, 702.

Amravati, tope at, 71,72. Rail at, 93,
99—101. Dagoba, 102. ,

Amnritsur, golden temple at. 468.

Amwah, Jana temple at, 250. View of
porch, 251,

Anands, temple at, Pagan, 615,

Andhey, topes at, 65

Andra dynasty, the, 20.

Anuradhapura, ancient capital of Ceylon,
188. The sacred Bo-tree, 189. Founda-
tion and present state of the ecity, 188,
189. Topes, dagobas, &e., 189—195.
Great Brazen Monastery, 195. Pillars,
196. The Maha vihara, 657.

Arch, objeotion of the Hindus to the,
210. Indian examples, 211, Se¢ Gate-
ways.

Architecture, Buddhist, 44. Btambhas,
arlats, 52—~56 Stupas, 57—60. ‘Fopes,
60—83. Ramls, 81—104. Chuitya
halls, enves, 105—144, “Vihara eavos,
144—168. Gandhara monnasterivs, 169
—184. Ceylon, 185206, -

Architecture, Chalukyan, 386. Temples
388—405.

Architecture, Civil: Dravidian, 380.
Northein, or Indo-Aryan, 470~475.
Al;:lgteeture, domestic, in China, 702—

1

Arxchitecture, Dravidian, 319. Rock-cut
temples, 826—339. - Raths, 328—330.
Kylas, 334, Temples, 340, Palaces,
881—385. ’

Architecture in the Himalayas, 279.
Kashmiri temples, 283—318.

Architecture, Indian Saracenic: Ghazni,
4943500, Pathan, 498. Delhi, 500,
510—514. Later Pathan, 514—519,
Jaunpore, 520—525. Gujerat, 526—
539. Malwa, 540—544. Bengal, 545—
551. Kalburgsh, 553—556. Bijepur,
557—567. Scinde, 567, 568. Mogul,
569. Wooden, 608-—610.

Architecturs, Further Indian: Burmah.
611—620. Siam 631—636. Java, 637
—662. Cambodia, 663—684.

Architecture, Indo-Aryan, or Northorn,
406. Tenples, 411—-436. Brahmanical
rock-out temples, 437—447. Temples,
448—464. .

Architecture, Jaina, 207. Arches, 210—
212, Domes and roofing, 212—218.
Plans, 218—221. 8Sikras, 221225,
Northern: temples, 226—251. Towers,
252—254. Modern: Temples, 255—

260. Caves, 261, 2062.  Converted
mosques, 263,  Southern Indiau:
calossal statues, 267, 268. .

Aryang, their migration into India, and
position among the Brahmans, 9—11.
The dominant people before the rise
of Buddhism, 48,

Asoka, Buddhist king, his connexion
with Indian architecture, 47, 52. His
missionaries into Ceylon, 199. His
edicts at Girnar, 229. His missons:
aries into Burmah, 612, ses 61, 65.

Atala Musjid, the, 524.

Audienve hell at Bijapur, 5686,

Aurungabad, mosque at, 602.

Aurungzehe, 602. His copy of the
ggge Mehal, 602. His burial-place,

Ava, modern temple at, 859, note.

Avantipore, temples at, 291. Fragment
of pillar at, 292.

Ayodhya, 631.
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Ayuthia, ancient capital of Siam, ruins
of pagoda at, 632, 633.

Bahylonia, architectural synonyms in
Burmah, 618. Ethnographwal con~
nexion, 630.

Badami, m Dharwar, Jaina cavo, 261,
Dravidian and Indo-Aryan temples
at, 411. Contrast of style, 411. Caves
af, 439—441. Plan and section, 444.

Bugh, cave at, 146. Great viham., 159.
Plan, 160.

Baillair, in Mysore, great temple at, 393.
Plan, 395. View of porch,396. View
of puullon 397.

Baion, Cambodia, temples at, 679—681.

Bukeng, Mount, Tuined temple at, 682.

Bancorah, Hindu temple at, 14.

Bangkok, Great Tower, ¢34. Hall of
audience, 635.

Barsbar, Behar caves at, 108.

Baroach, mosque at, 537.

Barrolli, temple at, 449. View and
plan, 450. Oinamented pillar, 451.
Bustian, Dr. Adolphe, Cambodian ex-

ploiations of, 663.

Bayley, E. C., sculpture brought from
Jamalgiri by, 169. -

Bedsa, Chaitya cave, 112. Plan and
capital of pillar, 113. View on ve-
randah, 114

Behar caves, 108. Bengal, 138—144,

Benares, view and diagram of temples
at, 412, 460. View of balcony at the
obaervatory, 481.

Bengal, caves, 138, Its architecture and
local individuality of its style, 491,
545. Type of the modern roof, 546.

Bettu temples, 267,

Blann, Chmtya cave, plan, 110. Fagade,

111.

Bhaniyar, ncar Naoshera, temple at, 292.
View of court, 293.

Bharhut, rail at, 8591, Square and
oblong cells, from a bas-relief at, 135.
Round, temple and part of palace, 168.

Bhatgaon, Devi Bhowani temple at, 304.
Dootwuy of Durbar, 807.

Bhilsa Topes, 60—65.

Bhojpur, Topes at, 65.

Bhuvaneswar, great temple at, 420;
plan, 421 ; view of, 422. Great Tower,
423. Raj Rani'temple at, 424 ; door-
way in, 425.

Bljauagur, gateway, 211.

Byjjapur, 557; its architecture, 558.

umma Musjid at, 559. Sertions,
560, Tomb of Ibmhlm, 561. Of Muh-
mid, 562. Aucient Hall, 566,

Bimeran, Tope at, 78.

Bindrabun, 462. Plan of temple at, 463.
View, 464. DBalcony in temple, 465.

Bintenne, relic of Buddba st, 58.

Bombay, number of caves at, 107.

Boondi, palace af, 476.

Boro Buddor, Java, 643. Plan, eleva-
tion, and section, 645. Secctions of

domes, 646, View of central entrance
and stairs, 649,

Bo-tree, the sacred, 189. DBranch of
it in Ceylon, 199. At Buddh Gaya,

656.

Buddha La Monastery, Thibet, 312.

Bowlecs or Reservoirs, use and architcc-
tural features of, 486.

Brahina, numerous images of, in Cambo-
dia, 680.

Brahmani-m, 323,

Brambanam, Jasva, group of temples at,
651.

Brazen Mona+tery, Anuradhapura, 195.

Buchropully, 388. View of temple, 339,

Buddh Gaya, stupa, 69, 70. Tcemple, 70.
Rail, 85. Bas-relief fiom, 111. The
Sacred Tree, 199.

Buddl.a, period of his bitth, 14, Apper-
tionment of his remains, 57—59.
Relic of, at Bintenne, 58. Colossal
statue of, 2Q0, note. His tooth, ita
sanctity, shrines, migrations, #8, 59,
161. Relics of, at Rangfn, 622.

Buddhism, its founder, 15. Secrot of
his success, 16.

Buddhist arch tecture, earliest traceable
date, 48—50. Religion duminated by
it, 49. Classification, 50. Temple in
China, 691. Monastery at Pekin, G03.
See Architecture.

Bunds, or Dams, 486, 487.

Buribun, sculptures af, ¢82, note.

Burmah, architecture in, 611, Thatiin,
612. Prome, 613. Pagan, 614. Cir-
eular dagobas, 619— 626. Monasterics,
626—630. Non-use of mortar, 660,

Butwn, tomb at, 536.

Cabul, topes near, 72.

Cambay, Jumma Musjid at, 537.

Cambodia, M. Mouhot’s researches in,
663. Labours of Dr. Bastian, 663; of
Mr. Thomson, 664; of Captains
Doudart de la Grée and Dclaporte,
664. Traditions, original immigrants,
history, 665, 666. Templeo of Nukhon
Wat, 666. Temple of Baion, 679; of
Ongeor Thom, 680; other lemplos,
681. Civil architecture, 682. Ie-
markable evidences of mechanical
skill and civilization, 684,

Canara, stambhas at, 263.

Canouge, Jaina temple at, 263. Mosquo
at, 523,

Canton, pailoo near, 700.

Canton river, “Second Bar Pagoda” on
the, 696,

Capitals and columus, Tirhoot and San-
kissa, 54. - Jamalgiri, 173, 176.

Caves, 106, Geographical distribution
of, 107. Ajunta, 122,127, 153. Ba-
dm:m 439. Bagh, 146,159. Barabar,
108. Bedsn, 112 Behnr, 108. Bengal,
138—I144. Bhaja, 110. Dhumnar,
181. Ellora, 127. Junir, 166. Karl,
116. Keuheri, 129. Kholvi, 132
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Salsctte, 161, Batapanni, 108. Mode
of ornamentation, 133,

Cenotaphs, 470—475.

Ceylon : Buddhist relics in, 58, Itgan-
cient  architecture, 185—206. See
Anuradlapura.

Chaitya Halls: Buddhist temples, 105.
Examples, 109—182. See Caves,

Chalukyans, the,386. Early identity of
the Jnins with the, 387, Peculiavity
of their style, 887. See Architecture.

Chandraguptas, the Sendrocottus of the
Gireeks, 17,

Chandravati, pillars at, 238, Temple or
porch, 448, Plan, 439,

Cheras, territory ocoupied by the, 822,

Chillambaram, " temple ot, 350, Plan,
351. Porch of hall, 353, Section of
porch, 853. View of rumed temple,
or pagoda, 354, .

China, deficicncy of information, 685,
Point of divergence betwcen its people
and the Egyptwians, 686., Causes of
the at of certain clusses of build-
ings, 686—688. Pagodas: Temple of
the Great Dragon, 689. Buddhist
tomples, 691, Taas, or towers, 695.
Tombs, 698. Pailoos, 700. Domestic
architecture, 702—710,

Chiltore, diagiam of Meera Baie's temple ‘

at, 458, Temple of Vriji, 459, Palace
of Bbim and Pudmandi, 476.

Chola, region forming the kingdom of,
322,

Choultrie, Tirumulla Nayak’s, 361.

Cliuttries, or Cenotaphs, 470,

Civil Architecture, 470, Cambodia, 682.
China, 702, )

('30213,o Lieut., explorations in Kashmir,

Colombo, Hindu temple at, 332.
Combaconum, 367.
pyramid at, 368,

Confucius, temples of, 689,

Conjeveram, temples and hall, 569.

Coutt, M., Topes opened by, 79.

Oovéieésgev. A., Kashmurisn explorations
of, 280,

Orystul Palace, Sydenham, Gill’s copies
of Indin frescoes, 158, nofe. Sculp-
tures, 169,

Cunmngham, Gen., Eastern Archeweolo-
gleal explorations of, 54, et segq.

Cuttuck, caves at, 140, 148. Nine~
storoyed palace, 483, Hindu bridge
at, 434,

Dagobas: Amravati, 102. Rock-cut, at

Gopura or gate |

Ajunte, 126. Anuradhapura, 190— |

196. Circular, of Burmeh, 619. Koug
Madd, 619. Shotmadu, 621. Rangfin,
623, Mengin, 624626,

Dams, or bunds, 486—487.

Darunta, Jelalabad, topes at, 77,

Das Avatar, Buddbist vihare, Ellora, 165.

Dasyus, the slave people, 12, Their
architeeture, 13,

Deeg, garden palace of, 481, Hall, 482,
View from the Central Pavilion, 483.

Deepduns, or lamp pillars in the East,
336, 837.

Dehrwarra vihara, Ellora, plan of 163.

Delai Lama, worship paid $o him, 312.

Delaporte, Captain, explorations in Cam-
bodia, 664.

Delhi, Lat at, 52. Juina Temple, 259.
Palace, 591. Plan, 592, Jumma
Musjid, 60L. -

Delhi, Old, section, arches, and minar of
the Kutub, 503—509. Iron pillar,
507. Interior of tomb, 509. View of
go?)xb, 516. Pendentive from mosque,

19. .

Derish Doulut, the pavilion of, at
Seringapatam, 604

Dhar, mosque at, 540,

Dharwar, deepdavs in, 337. Brabman-
ical rock-cut temples, 437.

DNiimnar, caves at, 131, 162.

Dhumnar Lena; Ellora, Rock-cut temple
at, 445. Plan, 446.

Diggu, Hublum, unfinished Mantapa at,
878,

Dimapur, monoliths at, 809.

Djeing Plateau, Java, groip.of small
temples at, 659,

Do Tal, or Dookya Ghur, Ellora, a
Buddhist vihara, 165.

Dolka, mosque at, 537.

Domes : Hindu, 212, Indian Saracenie,
560. .  Constructive dagram, 565;
Boro Buddor, 616,

Domestie architecture, Chinese, 702.

Doorweys: Nepal, 805. Hammoncon-
dah, 390. Bhuvanisway, 425.

Doudart de la Gres, Captain, explora-
tions in Cambodia, 664.

Dravidian style, 319. Its extent, 319,
Historical notice, 820, Religions, 323.
Seg Arohitecture.

Dravidians, the, 11

Durbar, Bhatgaon, doorway of, 307,

Duthah, palace at, 477.

Elaala, go-ealied tomb of} 189.»

Elora, caves at, 127.  Vibarns, 163.
Indre Subha Cave, 262. Kylas at,
334337, Dbhumbar Lena Cawv,

445,
Erun, 14ts at, 55, Pillar, 317.
Fa(;a,_;les: Behar, 109, 1. 'Bmma.h,
62

Feroze Bhah, 14t rebuilt by, 52,

Futtehpore Sikri, 578. Carved pillars
in, 679. Mosque db, 580. Southen
gateway, 581.

Gal Vibhara sculptures, 200, Ganess
Cave, Cuttack, 140, Pillar in, 140.
Gandhaia Topes, 72—76. Monusterics,

169184,
Ganges, the, snd its ghits, 484,
Gate-pyramid at Combacopum, 368,
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Gateways or Torans, 95. Sanchi, 96.
Bijauagur, 211, Jaunpore, 522. Gaur,
550. Futtehpore Sikri, 581. Pekin,
693.

Gaudapalen, temple at, Pagan, 617.

Gaur, . peculiar form of roof in, 545;
516. Mosques, 547 ; their defects, 549,

. Ancient Minar, 550. Gateways, 550.

Gautamiputra Cave, Nassick, rail at, 94.
Pillar in, 150.

Ghiits, or 1anding-places, 484. Ghoosla,
Beaoares, 485.

Ghazni, buildings of Mahmil avd his
nobles, 494, Minar at, 495. Oraa-
ments from the tomb of Mahmid at,

496.
Ghoosla Ghat, the, Benares, 485.
Gill, Major, Oriental drawings by. 158,

note.

Girnar, the Hill of, shrine of the Jains,
228, Temple of Neminatha, 230.

Gapal Gunge, temple at, 467.

Gopura at Combaconum, 368,

Gualior, temple at, 244. Teli ka Mandir
temple, 452. View, 453. Temple of
Scindiah’s mother, 461. View, 462.
Palace, 479. Tomb of Mahommad
Ghaus, 576. View, 577.

Gujerat, 526. Historical acc&lm, 526,
527

Gur.us‘mnkerry, pavilion at, 274. Stim-
bha, 276.
Gyraspore, temple at, 249,

Hammoncondah, Metrepolitan templo
of, 389. View of greaf, doorway, 390.

Himalayas, the, architecture in, 279,

Hindu temple at Bancorah, 1

Hiouen ' Thsang at Amravati, 103; at
Assam, 310.

Hopan, China, Buddhist temple at, 691.

Hul'abid, in Mysore, temple af, 347.
The Kait Iswara, 398. Plan, 399,
Restored view of the temple, 400. Its
varied design, 401. View of central
pavilion, 402. Succession of animal
friezes, 403.

Humayun Shah, tomb of, at Old Delhi,

. 575. )

Ibr;him Shah, Mosque of, at Bijapur,
5!

9. .
Imambara, the, at Luckunow, 605,
Immigrations, 25,

India, Northern, inducements to the
study of its architecture, 4. « Its
bhistory, 6—29.

India, Southern, unsatisfactory records,
29, Sculptures, 32. Mythology, 35.
Statistics, 42. .

In;iia%, Western, its architecture, 437—

47.

India, Central and Northern, 448,

India, Further, 611—684. -

Indian Saracenic style, 489, Divisions
of styles and their boundaries, 491—
493, See Architecture,

Indo-Aryau or Northern style, 406.
Reasons for the term, 406. See Ar-
chitecture.

Iron pillar at Kutub, 507.

Jaina Architecture, 207. Identical with
Buddhist, 207. Region dominated by
its style, 208. See Architccture,

Jajepur on the Byturni, pillar at, 432

Jamalgiri, plan of monastery at, 171.
Corinthian ecapitals from, 173.

Jarasandha Ka Buithuk tope, 63.

Jaunpore, style adopted at, 520. Plan
and view of the Jumma Musjid, 542,
The Lall Durwnza Mosque, 523. The
5A2t5ala Musjid, 524. Tombsand shrines,

Java, 67. Its history, 640. Boro Bud-
dor, 643—650. Mendoct, 650. Bram-
banum, 651. Tree and Serpent temples,
253—659. Djeing plateanu, 659. Suku,

G0,

Jehangir, desecration of his tomb, 587.

Jelolabad topes, 77, 79.

Jinjawarra, gateway, 211.

Jugunét, temple of, 430, Tower, 431.

Jumma Musjid, Jaunpore, 521. Scction
and view, 522. ,Ahmedabad, 527.
Plan and elevation, 528. Malwa, 541.
Plan, 542. Courtyard, 543.

Junaghur, tomb of the late Nawab of,606.

Junir, caves st, 167. Plan and section
of circular, 167.

Kait Iswara, temple at Hullabid, 397.
View, 398.

Kakusanda, one of the Buddhas, dis-
covery of a relic of, 622.

Kalburgah, 5§52. Mosque, 553.- Dlan,
854.  Half elevation and view, 555
Kaliian, in Bombay batbour, Ambernath

temple, 457. .

Kanarue, Orissa, Black Pagoda at, 221.
Restored elevation, 222 Diagram,
plan and section, 223. History, 426.

Kangra, 314, See Kote.

Kuntonuggur, 465. View, 467.

Kanwa dynasty, 19. .

Karkala, colossal statue at, 268.

Karli, cave at, 55, 116. Bection and
plan, 117. View of exterior, 118.
Vn;w of interior, 120. . Lion-pillur,
121,

Karna Chopar Cave, 108.
Kasachiel, - temple of Bouddhama at,
302. .

Kashmir, its architecture, 279. Writers
thereon, 280. Peculiar form of tomples
-and pillars, 283. Starting-poiot of its
architectural history, 285. Temple of
Mazrttand, 285—291. Other examples,
292—297. The ¢ Ruja Tarangini,’ or
native history, 297. .
Kasyapa, one of the Buddhas, discovery
of a relic of, 622.
Kenheri Cave, the Great, near Bombuy,
129. View of rail in front, 130,
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Keseriah, Tirhoot, capital of, 13t at, 71,

Khn)ur&ho, temples' at, 2&5——248 452,
Kandarya Mahadeo, temple ut 454,
View, 455. Plan, 456.

Kholvi, eaves at, 132, 162,

Kioums, Burmese, 628.

Kiragrama, 314  See Kote Kangra.

Kirt1 Stambha at Worangul, 392,

Konagamma, one of the Buddhas, relic
of, 622.

Kondooty, near Bombay, chaitya cuve,
108, note.

Kong Madd Dagoba, details of the, 619.
View, 620.

Kosthakar, or Nepalese temple, 303.

Kote Xangra, temples, 313. View of
temple at Kiragrama, near, 314.

Kamalala, rock-cut femple af, 339.

Kutub, the, Old Delly, 503 Section of
colonnade at, 503. "Central range of
arches, 504 Minar, 505, 506. “Iron
piilar at, 5

Kylas at Ellora, 334—3837. Pillar in,

Lghore, Jehangirs buildings af, 587,

Lall Durwaze Mosque, Jaunpoie, 523,

Lanssa, monastery of Bouddhs La af,
312,

Lats, or Buddhist inseription-pillars, 52.
Examples, 53, 54.

Lomas Risht, Behar eave, 108. Fagade
and plan, 10 9,

Lucknow, the Imewbara at, 605,

Macao, temple at, 694.

Mackenzie, Col , Indxs.n researches and
drawings by, 6

Madras, temple on "the Bl of Tripetty
at, 378, note, Prevailing style in the
presldency of, 385,

Madura, Perumu\ pagoda at, 331, Plan
of Tirumulla Nayal's llxoultne, 361,
Pillar in, 361. View of the hall, 363,
Great temple, 364, The Jumblikes-
wara temple, 365.

Maha vihara, the, Anurndhapura, 657.

Mahavelhipors, raths of, 134, 175, 326,
330, Pawilion at, 274. Thiger cave at
Saluvan Kuppan, 333,

Mahawanso, or Buddhist history of
Cuylon, secounts of Onental structures
in the, §8, 185, 189, 195, 196, 612,

Maheswar, gh&t at, 485. Mahmid
Begurra, tomb of, near Kaira, 538

Mahmid of Ghuzm, temple of Somnath
destroyed by, 494.

Mahomedanism, migration inte, and
dealings with the architecture of India,
80, 526 527,

Mulwn, 540 Ses Mandd

Mandalé, monastery at, 629,

Mund, capital of Malwa, 540. The
Jumme Musjid, 541. Palace, 543,

Mnmkyula, topes, 79—83. Relio casket,

Ma.\ttand temple of, 285, Plan 286,

View, 287. Central cell of court, 288.
Date, 289. Niche with Naga figure,
290. Soffit of arch, 291.

"Masson, Mr, exploration of the Jelalabad

topes by, 77—*-
Matjanpontih, ﬁeﬁm%t—temple at, 639.
Maurya dynasty, 17.
Mechanical skill of the Cambodians, 684.
Mehturi Mehal; “the Gate of the
Bweeper,” 567.
Mendoet, Juvu, temple at, 650.
Mengﬁn, aroular pagoda at, 624, View,

Mlchle, Mr. A., information derived
from, 689, 'rwte.

Milkmaid's Cave, Behar, 109.

Mimnars and minarets: Surkh and
Chakri, Cabul, 56. Ghazni, 495.
Kutub, 505 Gaur, 550.

Mirzapores, Queen’s mosque at, 529,

Moggalanm, relic casket of, 62,

E‘ﬂ architecture, 569. Ongmnhty of

buildings, 569. Works of Shere
Shah, 572.  Akbar, 574—586. Je-
hanm, 587—b589. Shah Jehan, 589.
Aurungzebe 602—604, Oude and
Mysore, 604—407.

Mohammad Ghaus, tomb of, at Gualior,
576. View, 577.

Monasteries, or viharas, 133.- Gandhara,
169. Burmese, 626—630, Thibetan,
312. Pekin, 693.

Monoliths at Dimapur, 309,

Moodbidri, Jaina, temple at, 271, 272.
Pillar, 273. Tomb of priests, 275.

Moohdfiz Khan, mosque of, 582.

Mortar, non-vsers of, 660.

Mosques: Adinah, 549. Agra, 596.
Alimedabad, 527. Ajmir, 511. Ba-
roach, 537 Bijapur, 559. Cambay,
587. Canouge, 525  Delhi, 601,
Dhar, 540. Dolka, 537. Futtchpore,
581. Gaur. 547. Kala Musjid, 518.
Kalburguh, 558 Kasbrr, 609. Ku-
tub Mmar (Old Delln), 501. Jaun-
pore, 521. Mandu, 543 Mirzapate,
529. Moohéfiz Khan, 532. Sirkej,
531.

Mosques, converted, 263, 264.

Mcéuhot, M, researches in Cambodia,

63,

Muktagiri, Jaina temples at, 240,

Mukteswara, Ovissa, temple of, 419.

Malot in the Salt Rauge, temple at, 296.

Miti Musjid, the, or pearl mosque, 599,
‘View in courtyard, 600.

Muttia, ail at, 91,

Mysore, 392, 604.

Mythology of the Hindus, 35—42.

Nagas, or Snake worshippers, 10, Head-
quai ters, 297, See Kashmur, Cambodia,
Nakbon Wat, Ongeor Thom.

Nuhn.pgga vihara, Nassick, 149, Pillar
in

Nakhon Thom (the Great City), Cam-

bodia, 666,

3¢
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Nakhon Wat (Cambodian temple), its
grand dimensions, 667. Plan, 668,
Uncemented masonry, 669. Elevation,
670. Corridors, 671, 672. General
view, 675. Pillars, 676, 677. Multi-
plicity of snake-sculptures, 677.

Nankau Puss, archway in, near the
Great Wall, China, 709.

Nankin, poreclain tower at, 695.

Nassick, chaitya cave at, 115.

Nat-mandir, or dancing-hall at Bhuva-
neswar, 423.

Neminatha, Girnar, temple of, 230,

Nepal, 298. Its architecture, 299. His-
tory, 300—302. Stupas or chaityas,

302. Kosthakar, 303. Tewples, 304

8

Nigope Behar cave, 108,

Ongeor Thom, temple of, 679. Tower
and sculptured masks, and tradition
relating thetcto, 680. Palaccs and
publie buildings, 682, .

Orissa, fragment of a columu from 2
templein, 317. History, 415. Archi-
tecture, 417. Earliest authentic build-
ing, 417. Temples, 418—420,

Ornament, boneysuckle, at Allahabad,
53. From the tomb of Mahmud at
Ghazni, 496.

Oudeypore, cemotaph of Singram Sing,

71 In Maha Sati at, 473.

Ourtchs, Bundelcund, palace at, 478.

Pagan, ruins of, 614. Ananda temple,
615. Thapinya, plan, 615. Scction,
616. Temple of Gaudapalen and Sem
Byo Koo, 617.

Pagodag, Hindu, 221, 344. DBurmese,
619—626. Siamese, 6:32. Chinese, 697.

Pailoos, or “ Triumphal Gateways™ of
the: Chinese, 700. Near Canton, 701.
At Amoy, 702.

Palaces, 475. Allahabad, 583. Ambér,
480. Ch ttore, 476. Deeg, 481. Delhi,
591. Duitiah, 477. Gualior, 479.
Ourtcha, 478. Pekin, 705.

Palitans, the Sacred Hill of Sutrunjya,
near, 227,

Panataram, three-storeyed temple at, 654.
View, 655. Serpent temple, 658.

Pandrethan, temple at, 204.

Pandyas, the, 321.

Parasurameswara, Orissn, temple of, 418.

Parisnath, 239.

Patan, temple of Maha:eo and Krishna,

Paten ta Prohm, Cambudia, character of
the buildings of, 667. Temple, 681.
Pathan style, 498—513. Later Pathan,

514—519.

Pathans, the, 498. Historical summary,
498. Their architectural glories and
carcer, 499. Examplos, 503—519. See
Delhi.

Pavilions: Ceylon, 167. Gurusavkerry,
274 Baildir, 397.  Vijayunagar,

885. Hullabid, 403.
Pekin, 705,

Payech, Kashmiri temple at, 20t. View,
293.

Pegu, Shoémadu pagnda at, 620.

Pekin, temple of Confucius, 68Y. Temple
of the Great Dragon, 689, Guateway
of movastery, 693. T'ombs, 700. Sum-
mer palace, 705. Winter palace, 707.

Pemiongehi, Nepal, porch of templo at,
813. View, 314.

Pendants to domes, 216,
Suh, 237,

Pcndentive from mosque at Old Delbi,
519. Bijapur, 564.

Peroor, near Coimbatore, date of porch,
370. Compound pillar at, 372.

Perumal pagoda, Madura, 331.

Pillars: Ajunta, 156. Amravati, 101.
Avantipore, 293. Barrolli, 451. Oeylon,
196. Chandravati, 238. Cutlack,
140. Delhi, 507. Ellora, $13. Erun,
317. Futtehpore Sikri, 579. Ganta-
mipuira, 150. Jajepur, 432, Kash-
mir, 283: Mddura, 361. Moodndri,
273. Nahapana, 150, Peroor, 372.
Srinagar, 284, Vellore, 372. Yadnya
Sri, 152.

Pittadkul, plan of tomple at, 221
Temple of Papanatha at, 137. View,
438,

Sirkej, 532.

At Vim‘nlu

Pollonarua, Ceylon, 199. Extent ant
epnch of its temples, 200. Examples,
201—203.

Poonah, Saiva temple ncar, 447.

Poiches: Anwah, 251, Chillambaram,
351. Delhi, 259. Jaiua, 216.

Prome, carly capita! of Burmal, 613.

Provineial building, Gujerat, 537—539.

Puwi, 428. Plan of Jugauit, temple at,
430. View of tower, 431.

Purudkul, or Pittadkul, great temple of,
338.

Queen’s mosque, Mirzapore, 529.

Raffles, Sir Stamford, 638.

Rails: Amravati, 93. Bharhnt, 86.
Buddh Gaya, 85. Dhumnar, 13).
Gaufamiputia, 94 Kenheri, 130,

Kholvi, 132. Muttra, 91. Sunchi, 92,
*Raja Tarangini, the, or native His-
' tory of Kashmir, 289, 297.

Rajputana, bund of, 486.

Rajsamundry, bund of Lake, 487.

Ramisseram, great temple at, 355. Plan,
856. Its dimensions, 357. Corridors,
358. View of central corridor, 308.

Rangim, the Shotdagong pagoda at,
622, View, 623.

Rani Gumpha cave, the, 140.

Ruth’at Mahavellipore, 134, 175, 326,
328.

Relic worship, Buddhist, origin of, 57.
Distribution and depusitarics of the
relics, 58, 59, GG, 159, 193. Dusco-
verics of, (22.
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Reservoira, or bowlees, scope for archi-
teetural displey in, 486,
Roads and bridges of the Cambodians,

683,
Rock-cut temples, 437—447.
Roofing, diagrams, 213—215. Modern
curved style, 546 Chnese, 703.
Ruanwelli dagoba, Anuwradhapura, 190,

1,

Sadri, Khumbo Rana’s temple at, 210,
View, 241. External view, heauty of
detalls, &e., 242,

Saftar Jung, tomb of, near ihe Kutub,

604

Bakya Mum, founder of Buddhism, 15.
His early life andssnbsequent self-
mortification, 15. Result of his appeal
to lus counirymen, 16.

Salactte, Durbar cave atf, 147, Kenheri
caves, 161.

Suluvan Kuppan Tiger Cave, 333,

Sanchi, great tope, 61, 63 View, plan,
section, and details, 63. Rols at,
92, 93. Gatewnys, 95—97. Small
tope, 98. Totans, 89. Chaitya hall,
105

Sankissa, capitel of a lat at, 54.

Sariputra, relic-casket of, 62.

Sarnath, tope af, 66—68. Vihara, 173.

Sutepanni cave, 108.

Batdhara topes, 64,

Sat Ghurba cave, 108.

8cinde, tombs in, 567.

Sculptures, 32—35. In the Gandhurs
mounasteries, 176, 177.

Becundra, Akbar's tomb at, 583  Plan,
584, Ihagram section, 585. View,
586 !

Seringham, pillared hall at, 347, View
of temple, 349.

Serpent temples, 653.

8e1 pent-worship, 266 s

Shah Dehri, plan of Ionic monastery at,
176. Tomo pillar, 176.

Shah Hamadan, mosque of, Srinugger,
6o8

Slah Jehan, 589. Palace at Dclhi, 591.
g‘aje Mebal, 595. The Matt Musjid,

99,

Shgpr.ee, near Gualior, Pathan tomb at,
15

Shere Bhal, works of, 572. Tomb, 573.

Shoédagong Pagoda at Rangln, 622.!

Shoémadu, Pegn, the Great Pagoda at,
620, View and plan, 621.

Binm, enily and present capitals, 631
Ayuthia, 632. Banglkok, 634.

Bikras, or Vimanas, 221225,

Sirkej, tombs and mosque at, 531. Pa-
wilion, 532.

Sisunaga dynasty, 14.

Siva, serpent of, 41, note.

Snake soulptures, 676, 677.

Somnath, Girnar, temple, 232,

Bamnathpar in Mysore, temple at, 393,
Viow, 894.

Sonaghur, Bundelcund, Jaina temple
at, 256.

Sonart topes, 64

Suubramanya, temple at Tanjore, 345. ,

Sravena Belgula, colossal statue at, 267,
Bastis, 269. View, 270.

8ri Allat, tower of, at Chitfore, 251,
View, 252. ,
Bnnagar, Kashmir, pllar at, 284,
Srinugger, Jurnma Musjid at, 608. Shah
Hamadan Mosque, 608. View, 609.
Stambhas, 52. At Gurusankerry, 276.
They illustrate the rise aud progress
of Indian architecture, 277. Hee Lats

Statues: Seperaws, 200. Sravana Bel-
gula, 267. Kéikala, 268. Yannfir,
268

68.

St. Sfephen’s, Walbrook, resemblance to
Hindu plans, 218.

Stupas, or Topes, §7. See Topes.

Stupas, or Chaityas, Nepal, 302.

Sudama, or Nigope Cuve, 108.

Buku, Jave, group.of temples, 660
Their likeness to contemporary edifices
in Yucatan and Mexico, 661.

Su%tamghnge, near Monghyr, vihara at,

31.

Bultanpore, tope af, 78. Small model
found in the tope, 126.

Sunga dynasty, 19.

Suwrkh Miuar, Cabul, 56

Swayambunath, Nepal, temple, 302,

Taas of the Chinese, 695.

Taje Mebal, the, 595. View, 596. Plen
and section, 597. Detnils, inlayings
of precious stones, &c, 598

Takht-i-Bahi, plan of monastery af, 171.

Takt-i-Suleiman, Kashmir, Hindu temple
at, 282.

Tanjore, diagram plan of pagoda at, 343
View of Great Pagoda, 344. Temple
of Soubramanya, 845 .

Tarputry, temples at, 375. Views of
gopury; 876, 377.

Tussu;ing, doorway of Nepalese templo
at, 313.

Tagg;: tomb of Nawab Amir Khan near

’.[‘elen5 Tal, & Buddhist vihara, at Ellora,
63.
Tees n rock-cut temples, 6. At Ajunta,

64.

Tejpala and Vustupals, triple temple at,
Girnar, 232.

Temples: Abu, 23+ Ahmedabad, 257.
Aiwully, 218, Ajmir, 263. Amritsur,
468  Amwah, 250. Avantipore, 292.
Badami, 411. Builltr, 393. Bakeng
(Mount), 682. Buncoruh, 14, -Bar-
rolll, 449. Benares, 412,459 Bhan-
ghur, 250, Bhaniyar, 292. Bharput,
168.  Bhatgaon, 304, Bhuvaneswar,
418. Bindrabun, 46¢. Boro Buddor,
643. Brambanam,651. Buchropully,
389 Cowbudis, 666. Canouge, 263
Chandravati, 448 Chillambaram, 350,





