CHAPTER « II

POLITICAL HISTORY

A

Though the proto-historlc umsn settlement st Tamralipta
(present Tamluk town and its nelghbouring places) is evident
from the archaeologlcal fiﬂdingsl, yet the detailed political
history of Tamralipta janapada (kingdom) is not clear to us;
In the ancient. period Tamralipta is often referred to in li:te_rature
both as a city-port and a distinct jangpada, sometimes as -a
separate one and sometlmes as a part of a‘ nelghbouring kingdom

or janapada. During this period this place was known by various

names vize., Tamalites, 2 Damalipta, 3 T‘ermalipta;4 Tam’alin'i; 5
Té?malipti.ﬁ Visl'a;uggihaa? Stambapura (Stamba;ou),s T'a'fnraliptiwg
- Veldkula, 10 Tamalika, 11 T?a'mraliptakam and Té'fnraliptikals as

evident from foreign and indigenous sourcese.

The early reference to Tamralipta in Indian literature

occurs in the Karma=vibh3ga section of the Atharva-veda Paris';!.sta
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where the people of Tamralipta are mentioned along with the

14 which evidently throws light on

people of other countries,
the separate e:d.stence'of Tamralipta as a janapada. Indlian

- litersture such as thé Mahabharata, the Puranas and other

religlous works of the Hindus, the Buddhists and the Jalinas and
secular works,. is full of references to Tamralipta. The Ceylonese

chronicles viz., the Dipavapsa and the Mah@vamsa, the writings

of Greek and Roman geographers and historians and the accounts
of Chinese pilgrims also furnish many interesting and useful
information about the geograsphlcal location and socio-cultural

history of anclent TEnraliptas

Before we trace out the political history of Tamralipta,
we mst have an idea about its location and boundary. In the
Maghiabharata, 15 (Sebhig-parva) it is found that Bhima while

pe rforming campalon in the dlfferent janapadas of anclent
Bengal subdued the ruler of Tamrallpta along with the rulers
of Vahga and Shuma. This and many other references in the same
epic (viz., Bdiparva, 3vayam5ara sectlon; Sabha-parva, Dyuta

sectlon ; Drona~parva, Yauadrathaevadha section) ' clearly
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indicate that Tamralipta was a separate kingdom in the age
of Mahabharata. Though the Maldbharata records the separate

existence of Tamralipta as & kingdom, yet it throws no light

" on its location and boundarye. In his YDescription of India
within the Genges" Ptolemy, a renowned greek geographer of the
middle of the 2nd gentury A«Ds. refers to a town named Tamalites

which was on the bank of the Ganges,m

Ky}

Tamalites 1s identified
as Tamralipta®’ =nd "The town of Tamluk to which it is taken to
cerrespond, i.s on the right bank of the river Rupndraysn about
twelve miles from its junction with the Hooghly®. 18 1% 15 also

believed that “the Pall form of the name was Tamalittl and this

accounts for this form of Greek neme“ 19

The accountg of the Chinese pllgrims and other Indian
literature also record that Tamralipta, the capitalecity of the
janapada of the same name was situated on the seawside. Fa=hsien
who visited the place Iin the early 5th century A.D. recoxrds

that i1t was situated on the sea-slde nearly £ifty Yojanas east

from the city of Champz. 20 2nother Chinese pilgrim Hiuen Tsang

16. Malimdar, R.C., The classical Accounts of India, p. 3757
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Tiraminda, L.c. Dramidas The original forms would have been
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who visited the town of T@mralipta in the 7th century a.D.
records tfaat: it lay near an. inlet of the sea where land and
water communications met.zl

Bengal in about 638 A.D.2

.The same authority who viglted
2 shortly after the death of Sasanka,
tientions the names of four kindoms of Bengal pProper e -

Pundavardhana, Karnasuvarna, Tamralipti and Samatataes 23

The first
roughly comprises the region round the Northemm Bengal, the’
gsecchd and the third, Westein Bengal, and the fourth Eastern

Bem_;*al.24 The Daéé}mm'a‘récha‘itg (6th century A.D.) refers to -

Tamrallpta as situnated very close to the sea and not far £rom

the river Gange‘!.fcza.‘l’“5 The Katlidsaritsagara refers. to it as situated
near the eastern sea.26 It 1s also recorded that "Iamralipta

is called the southern district of Eastern Indla f£rom which
pecople went towards Mid Indla, showing that it was on the

n27 Thus on the basis of the

South-Western border of East India.
referenceg cited gbove it may be concluded that Tamralipta was

situated in Western Bengal on the border of the seae

'As regards the boundary of Tamralipta as a kingdom at the

time of Hliuen-Tsang, it is recorded that Tamralipta was about

‘2le Watters, T., Opscit. Vol = 2, ppe. 189 £,

22+ Higtory of Bengal, Vol. 1, p. 77 (foofnote)

23, Watters, T« Op.clts Vols - 2, pe 182; Beal;, S., op.cit.
, Vol. 2, ps 193

24, Mgjumdar & Pusalkar (Ed;)_, The Histczy and Culture of the
Indian people, Vol. 3, ps 142
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1400 1i (one liew-%-; mile) in circunference, the capital being

’ ' . Lgine - ° ' .. .
10 15..28 Thus according to Hiuen-Tsang, the kingdom of Tamralipta

was then about two hindféd and thirty three miles in clrcumference;
the capital being moré than one and a helf iiles in area. -

cu hniizghéin} on the basis 'oﬁ' available data concludes that in
ancient period Tanralipta was a country lying %o the westizard .

of the Hooghly river, from Burdwan to K&lns on the norths 29

":.t’he existence of the kingdom of Tamralipta in the early

period of history ls é\gident ;é:c‘_om the fz:equené references made

in the MaliEbharata snd from the mention of Ptolemy the word

.’Tét'nalites‘ along with Gahgiridal as dlstinct race.BO Thg later
authority states thaﬁ the kingdom éf Gahgaridal extended over

the whole of the area of the basin of the flve-faced Ganges which
fallg on the sea 1.8, the present Bay of Bemgal.al Diodorus says
in one passage that ‘the "Ganges wl"nic:h is 30 stades broad,' flows
from north to gouth forming the boundary towards the east of

the tribe of the Gahgaridai®.?? These and other Greek and Latin:
writers also refer to gnother country named PrEsiol (Prasii)

along with Gefigdridal (Var. Gafidaridati) .33 According to these

280; Beal. Op'.cit.; Vole w= 2y DPs 1924 £.

29« Omningham, Ggr.eit.; P 504

30s It was Plivw (A«De 23-79); the Roman geographer, in his
"Naturalis Historia" who while stating the races of India,
mentions a tribe named Taluctae which according to Mc Crindle,
the translator of Pliny's work, mist be "the people of the
kingdom of Tamralipta mentioned in the MahZbh3tata®.
(Mc¢ Crindle, J.We, Bncient India as described in Classical
Literature, p. 29)

31 Adhikari (Ed.), ope«cite., 110

32 Majumdar, History of anclent Bengal, pe. 29

33. ZIbid.
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combined testimonies these two nations "ruled over nearly the
whole- of Noxrth India from the river Begs in the Punjab to the
eastern frontier of India beydnd the Ganges".34 The testimonies

of these writers are o ambiguous that "it is not easy to determine
the precise boundary line between the Gangaridal proper and the
people styled the Prasioi who had thelr capital ét Pataiipu‘cra.

The evidence of Ptolemy suggests that in his days, or in those

of the writers on whom he relies, the Kingdom, of which Pataliputra
was the royal residence, apparently extended as far as the Ganges
and may hsve included Tafralipti.>” The Gafigiridai lay beyond

‘____,,../’.—\.
thig territory. The exact political relationsghip between the

Prasiol and the Gahgaridal in the days of Alexander is not free
from a certain amount of ambiguity.“36

From the accounts of the Greek and Latin writers it appears
that at the time of Alexander's invasion in India Prasioi or
Prachya (i.e., the eastern country) and Gangaridal or the Gangse

rashtra (l.e. the Garfgé‘-de’éﬁ) were ruled by a king named Agremmes

or Mgraséinya (Indian synonym Ugrasener putra l.cs the s;:on'of

Urgasena.37 Alexander's army heard of the wealth and vast army

of the son of Urgrasena and they did not dare to proceed further

34. Ibid.

35« Itallies are mine.

36+ Majumdar (Ed.), opscite., Vol. 1, ps 43

37. Maiti, P., Studles in anclent India, P. 116 ({nmoted
from the Journal of Bihar & Orlssa Research Socliety) 7
Ray, NeRes Bangalir Itihas; (Adi Parva)o VOole = 1, Pe 463
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east after crossing the Beas ; so Alexander had to retreat.

The CGreek writer Qurtints records the following regarding the
causes of the retreat of Alexander's army. He writes : "The
farther bank of the Ganges was inhabited by the natlons, the
Gangaridai, and the Prasioi, whose king Agrammes kept in the
fleld for guarding the spproaches to his country 20,000 cavalry
and 200,000 infantry besides 2000 four-horsed chariots, and what
was most formidable force of all, a troop of elephants, which ran
up to the number of 3000."33 Almost a simllar description ls

39

given by Plutarch.” The truth of these statements is corroborated

by indigenoug sources which also record the enormous wealth and
vast army of the Nanda r&ler holding sway over the Gangaridal

and Prasioi natioms .40

It is believed that the king Agrammes

or Xsndrames of Greek and Latin traditions is none mt the Nanda
King Dhana Nanda, the son of the famous Nanda King Malizpadma
Nanda or Ugrasena ag referred to by the classical writers.él
Mahagpadma Nanda %is sald to have subverted many contemporaneocus
" powers, like the IkshvEkus, Kurus, Pafichalas, Ké‘éi’s. S/ﬁrasenas.
Maithilas, Kaliﬁéas. Asmakas, Haihayas etc.,and implacably

wéd2

uprooted the Ksatriyas. For these conquests he is referred

to in the Purahnas as 'Sarvakshatraitaka' and 'Ekarat! .4‘,3

38. Ma Crindle, J.W. 2nclent India « Its Invasibn by alexander
the Greagt, PP, 221 - 22

0. Ibid¢¢ Pa 310
40« Ray Chsudmri, Political Higstory of Ancient India, pp. 188-91
41. Adhikari (Ed.), opsclte, pe 11lle Ray,NeRe, Op.cit. p. 463
42+ Tripathl, Re.S., History of ancient India, p. 110 ;

Ray, NeRes Op-Cito Pe 463

43. Ibid.
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Dre. NeRe Ray belleves that Mghapadma Nanda of the Purinas is
; 4
none but Ugrasena who 1s also referred to in the indlgenous

work MalSbodhivansas™”

'

E:c;om all the sources.cited above 1t may be concluded that
poth Prasioi and Gahgiridal either as separate nations or a
united one were under the rulers of Mahdpadma Nanda and Dhana
Nanda who ruled between Clrca 364 - 324 B.C. and that during
this period Tamralipta lost its independence as a separate janagpada
‘.\\‘\

)

as referred to in the Atharvasveda Paris(:!.staq

There ls some evidence which leads one to believe that
Tamralipta lost its independence during the Maurvan period.
Chendragupta, the founder of the Maurya dynasty ascended the
throne of Magadha after defeating the g:ast Nanda ruler Dhana
Nanda (Circa 324 « 300 B.Cs)e He becamc;:« the Rgja=Chakraborti and
reallised the ideal of the political uniflcation of India: in a
very real sense and as such Drs H.Ce Raychgudmri has rightly
remaxked s “Chand;'agupta Magurya is the f;;st higtorical founder

045

of a great empire in India. 0f course the Greek writers,

Plutarch and Justin, “"represent him as having overrun and obtained
possession of the whole of Indlas"?® Though the remark of Greek

writers is an exaggeratlon, yet there is no doubt that Chandragupta

44 + Ray, op ocite, P . 463
450 Raychaudl’nzri, HeCoy OPoCi'bc P 37
46« Tripathi.- opecite, ps 149
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became a ruler of a vast kingdom. ®*In the North-West his

emplre extended up to the Arisna end was skirted by the Persian
Kingdom; in the West 1t was bounded by the western sea near
Saurastray in the East it consisted of .Ma_gadha and probablir
Bengal} in the Scuth it extended up to the Chitaldrug dlstrict
of Mysore and Nellore district pf‘Madrags.“‘é? The inclusion of
Bengal including T%alipta within the empire of the Nandas is
attestedrby the Greek and Latin writers as alyeady observed.

. Chandragupta who captured the throne of Dhana Nanda succeeded
to the legaay of the Nanda suéerainty oﬁer the whole of Bengale

Besides this point, we mist take into mhsideration other
historical efriden,ce in favour of the inclusgion of Tamralipta
within the kingdom of _Maurya énpire- The Maurya empire included
'nggwaxrardhaﬁa (North Bengal), one of the four important political
divisions of the then Bengal as evident from the Jaina énd
Buddhist texts, the Rock=-cut Inscription found at Mah3sthangarh

48

and the account of Hiuén Tsang."- It is also recorded by Hiuen

Tsang that he in course of his tour in Bengai witnegsed many
Asokan columns in Tairalipta, Karnasuvarna snd Samatata. 49
This also throws light on the point that besldes Pundravardhana,
thase areas or Janap_adas of Bengal came under the rule of the

Mzuxya dynasty during the time of Asoka. If we accept the account

47+ Maiti, opscits: p. 161
48s Ray; NoRe, Ochito, P. 4633 Malti, opiciti ppes 471472
49« Ibider Malti, Op.cite, p. 471
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of Hiuen Tsang, it may be concluded with some amount of
certainty that most of the areas of Bengal formed ta:. part

of Asoka's empire which, however, must have also férmed the
part of Chandragupta's empire as we have been informed that
Asoka only added Kalinga to the flrst Maurya king Chandragupta's
empire in eastern Indlas It is further to note ‘that among the
bl‘mktis or provinces of the Maurvan empire the name of Valiga
along with its capital Tamalitti (Tahralipti) is also referred
to in a Jaina texb.so Bagldes other evidence cited already, this
also supports the inclusion of Tamralipta within the Mmurya
emplre. Thus Tamralipta in all probability, was within the
Maurya emplre since the f.ime of Chandragupta and as a successor
to the vast Nanda empire along with an enormous royal treasury
and a vast army Chandragupta :theriied the possession of

Tamralipta as this janapada was incorporated within the Nanda

empire as already observed.

Again, that most of the areas of Bengal formed a part of

the Asoka's missionary work is corroborated by Divy'?évé@i'énasn‘

which also points to the inclusion of most parts of Bengal within

the Tya empires. Moreover, the inclusion of Tamralipta is
further supported by an indirect evidence recorded in the Ceylonese
chronicle, the Mahavamsa. according to this text "asoka sent

Mahendra and Sanghamitrs along with sapling of the sacred Bo

50. BrihatkslpasitrabhZshya, 3263 ££.
514 Ray, NeRe» Opo cit., Ps 627
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tree from this very port (Tamralipta) to Ceylon to propagate
Buddhism in that island and it is narrated that én this occasion
the empe ror himself was present in the great harbcur—.-eitjrq“sg
Vede Smith remarks that the Asokan empire comprised “the whole
of Bengal ag far as the mouths of the Ganges where Tamralipta,
the modern Tamluk, was the principal pos;“t.“53 /Alnhst g similar
concluglion has been made by Dr's HoCe Raychaudhury who writes 3
"The evidence of Creek as well as Buddhist writers seems to
suggest that the authority of the great Mavryas was acknowledged

in deltaiec 23 well as in northern Bengal.“54

#rom our present discussion it may be concluded with some
amount of certalnty that Tamralipta was incoxrporated within the
kingdom of the Mauryas since the time of Chandraguptae

The political history of Bengal after the fall of the
Maurya empilre is gomewhat obscure and we do not have any posiltive
historical evidence whether the kingdom of Tamralipta came under
the domain of the Sungas (Circa 187«75 BeCs), the Kanvas (Circa
75 = 30 B.Cu) and the Kushdnas (Circa 15 B.Cs = 176 AsD.)s AS
Magadha having its cgpital Pataliputra came under the rule of
the Sungas and as there ig no evidence of the independent exlgtence
of the jonspada of Tamralipta, it may be presumed that the whole

524 Das Gupta, PeCe, "The Barly Terracottas from Tamralipta.® .
Indian Folklore, 1958, pp« 17fs cf.. Das Gupta. The Archacoe
logical Treasures of Tamralipta, pe 1s

53« Smith, The Early History of Indla, p. 171

54, I*{_Iajumﬂax’, ReCoe (",Edv).‘ History of Bengal, Vol 1, jo X 44,
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of eastern Indian pogsession of the Maurvas which comprised
Bengal came under the rule of the Sufigase This hypothesis is
corroborated by éhe discovery of a few terracotta specimens

from different parts of Bengal including Tamluk subs<division
(ancient TInralipta)e The artespecimens of the Sungas found from
the different areas Of the spread of Sunga rule namely from
Magadha and other places of South Bihar bear clogse resemblance.
o the artegpecimens found at Tamluk town proper and its adjoining
are'as.ss This affinity of artespecimens fndicates the inclusion
of Tanrallpta janapada within the domain of the Sufigas. The rule
of the Kanvas was very short and bears little dmportance in the
history of northern India in general and of eastern India in
particulare Though many' Kushana coins have been found from
different parts of Bengal including Tamluk (ancient Tamraliptal,
yet we cannot say definitely whether the Rush@na empire at its
helght under Kanishka comprised Bengal including Tgﬂmaliptau%
A few coins of the Kushana king Havishka (Circa 106-138 AD.)
have been found at Tgmluk town proper in 1978 and preserved in
the Tamralipta Miseum and Regearch Cemtre..ssv The discovery of
“the Iﬁash"éraxa coins at Tamluk may tempt one to conclude that the
anclent japapada of Tamralipta along with other parts of Bengal
was incorporated within the Kushana empires. But this ig not &

conclusive proof as we know well that coins had been carried by

55« Dasg Gupta, KeKo,p “Rajnaitik Itihgse Prichin Tamral:.pta
in adhikari, I.(Ed.) Itihaser Prekshapate Tamralipta,
Pe 1127 Malty and ‘l‘hakur. (Ed. N IndOlOg’ical :amc'iies;y. 136,

56+ Maltl; P oneité, Ps 328
57« Malty & Thakur, Opscite, ps 136
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way of trade far beyond the territory of the rulers who issued
them and it is more probable for Tamralipta as it was an important
ﬁrac‘ieacentre in those days. S0 there is no conelusive proof

sbout the inclusion of Tamralipta within the Kughana empire.

From the end of the Kushana period to the rise of the CGuptas
at the beginning of the fourth century a.D., the political history
of Bengal is obscures During this period possibly different parts
of Bengal were ruled by dlifferent mlers and it was under Samidra~
cupta that all the jgn,apa,c}as of Bengal including Tamralipta lost
their independence. Of course there is no direct evidence of the
inclusion of Bengal under Samdraguptas The allahabad P,ré"sésti
of Samdragupta composed by his court poet Harisena records that

Samatata or south~east Bengal was one of the £rontier kingdoms

or Prataysntasrashtras of Samdragupta. "The ruler of Samatata.

to quote the conventional and characteristic court language of

the Guptas, "gratified the emperor Samidragupta by psyment of

all kinds of tribute, by obedience to his commands and by spproach

for paying court to him, #°8

Prof. ReCe Mgjumdar is of the opinion
that "with the exceptlion of Samatata, the rest of Bengal was
definitely incorporated in the Gupta empire by the time of
Saxrudragupta.“sg This view of Prof+ Majumdar is supported by

Prof. K.Ke Das Gupta who holds the view that Tamralipta janapada

along with other parts of Bengal came under the direct rule of

58s Magjumdar, R.Cs, QP‘Cita‘o Pe 387 cfe Tripathi, OPa ite Do 243
59+ Ibid.
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Samdragipta.®?

the inclusion of Tamralipta within the domaln: of Samudragupta.

He puts forward twd argumentg in favour oOF

First, among 'the defeated kings as recorded in. the allshabad
Prasasti we find the name of Chehdravarman who has been ldentified
by scholars with the king of that namé mentioned in the Susunia
inseription of present Bankura district as ruler of Pushkarana.si-
If this a{gentiﬁicaﬁion is accepted as true, it may ba presumed

that Tamralipta. a jan apada of the neighbour,ing district of

Bankura; also came under the rule of Sékuégééﬁéta ivho c‘:arhe to

Bengal for ;:onquestﬁ ‘=nd cbﬁ}d not be satisfied only with the
'pessessim of & part of it. This 1s unusual. Secondly, we £ind
from the Meheraull Iron Pillar inscription whic:h gtands near

Katub Minar (Delhi) that a king nemed Chandra defeated his
énemies Of Bengal who jointly cffered a vigorous resistance.
Scholars hold dlffevent views about the iden'tity. of this Chandra
of Msheravli Iron Pillar inscription. One of the views among

thoge is that thlg Chandra is none but Chandragupta II Vikramadityas
Agsin, 1f we accept this identification, it might be the case

that after the death of Samudragupta who established his suzerainky
over the territory of Bengal, the different rulers of the

janapadas of Bengal, taking advantage of the temporary éclipse

.of GQupta power tried to free themselves from the yoke of the

60« Adhikari, I.(Ed.), op.cite, p. 113 ,
6i. "This Pushkarana has been plausibly identified with the village
named Pokharna, 25 miles north-east of Susunia on the south

bank of the Fiver Damodar, which has yielded considerable
antiquitiés reaching back to the Gupta perlod, if not earlier.
Chandravarman may thus be regarded as the king of Radha or the
region immediately to its south, by defeating whom Samudragupta
paved the way for the conquest of Bengal." (Majumdar, R.C.;
Opecite pps 39 = 40)



863

Gupta rule but thelr combined efforts suffered a defeat for

the second time at the hands of Chandragupta II who agailn _“Eir«mly
established his supremacy there. It seemé qulte probable that
among the different jsnapadas of Bengal the Tamralipta jsnapads
was one of them and thét its people along with the people of
othexr janspadas of Bengal joined the confederacy formed to resist

Chandragupta II.

Thus from the sbove analysis 1t may be concluded that
elither the whole of Bengal or the mé.t parts of Bengal including
Té’mralipta was ruled by Chandragupta II (Cireca 375/376 to
412/413 A.De) s Since then till the middle of the 6th century A.D.
the conquered areas of Bengal remained within the Gupta empire
and the centre of administration was Pundravardhana or the north
Bangal,sz As there is no hisgtorical evidence that the janapada
of Tamralipta or the southewest Bengal became free from Gupta
yvoke during this period, it may be presumed that Tamralipta
along with other janspadas of Bengal remained as a part of Gupta

empire till the middle of the 6th century A~.D.‘63

Of course there is evidence that since the beginning of
the 6th century the foundation of the Gupta empire became weak
especlally for twe reasons -- i) the invasion of the Hunas and

1i) the tendency of the provincial governors for independence.

qu Adhikari, (Edo)g 'GEtCitog Pe 114 ,
63 Ibid. A
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One Vainyaoupta, a member of the ruling Gupta family ruled
independently at the Commilla areas of present Bangladesh fise.'.
in east Bengal) at that time as known from the Gunaigarh
 insc-ription dated 507/508 AgD.ﬁq" His vassal Vijayasena who took -
the title "Mgharaja® or "Mahasamanta® ig believed to have ruled
west Bengaﬂ,a part of his master's Kingdom which alsc included

the janapada of Tamralipta. The name of Vijayasena is found in

twe inscriptions of the Vanga King Maharsjadhlrsja Gopachandra
found at Kotalipara, Dist. 'E’aridpur ’(the présent Banglaéesh) and
at Mallasarul, Dist. Burdwan (wést; Bengal)'.:ﬁs Again, after the’
fall of Vainya gupta as well as of other Gupta mleré, chachandrase
became the ruler of both egst and West Bengal as evident from

his ’Kot"‘alig"éx:g snd Mallasarul ins.c;fiptions;. &t that time the

Gupta vassal chief Vijayasena had to change his master by taking
service i.;hder Gopachendra and ruled west Bengal as beforé as a
vassels The inclusion of Tamralipta-within the kingdom of
Gopachendra is evident from an indirect inscriptional evidence.
an Ingeription of GOpachand;:a has been found in the village
Jayrampur,’ Dist. Balléssore, Orissa which suggests the extent

of Gopachanéra s powr ot that areas It 43 unusual for a ruler

to extend hig power around his centxe of mle. So. it is c_ruite

64, Told.

65+ Ibide :

66+« "Gopachandra, who probably founded the independent kingdem
st have f£lourished not later than the second cquarter of

. the ‘Sixtih Ceutury A+Ds nooiooc“
(Majumdar, ReCoey Op.cit.. Pe 43) .
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reé;s‘onab}.e to think that before sending any expedition to Orissa,
Gopachandra consolidated his power over the southswest Bengal
inchuding Tamralipta.

I‘bwever; Gopachandra was not freé from any attack of other .
rulers. He had to face an attack of the Maukhari ruler of Kanauj
who for the time being established his suzerainty in Tamralipta |
jangpada or its adjacent areas as known from the Irha inscription
where it 1s recorded that the Mahkhariraja Is@nvarma had to compel
the inhabltants of Gauda to take shslter near the sea i.e.,
probablﬁ at Tamralipta situated at the sea= shcra.m But the
situation changed éery soon and it was Mahasenagupta, a latter
Gupta king ruling in Magadha (Clrca 550-575 A.Ds) who after
crushing the Maukhari power established his authority over a vast

area of west Bengal inecluding T‘amtalipta.se

Copachandrfa was succeeded by Dharmaditya who is believed
to have maintained the solidarity of the kingdom, though there
is no positive Jvidence of the incorporation of Pamralipta within
his Kingdom., Dharmaditya was succeeded by Samacharadeva who
suffered a defeat at the hands of Kirtivarman I, the Chalukya
king éf Vatapl whose reign continued upto 597 A.D. or 598 A.D.
We learn from the Mashakuta inscription thét the Chalukya

Kirtivarman claimed to have conguered, among other countries,

67. adhikary (Bd.), OpsCit., p. 116
68+ Ibid. '
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69 Ag the reigng of Gopachéndraa

Mga, Vanga, Kalilga and Magadhae
Pharmaditya and Samacharadeva may be placed approximately between
525 and 575 A.De with the margin of a few years both at the
beginning snd at the end, 1t 1ls most likely that Ssmacharadeva
was defeated by Kirtivarman. As a result Samacharadeva had to
lose the western possession of Bengal (including Tamralipta at
the onslaught of Kirtivarm3. However, the hold of Chilukya king
on the western part of Bengal) did not coh‘tinua for a long peridd
as evident from the testimony of Varzhamihira who in his Brihat-
Samhit@ (6th century A.D.) mentions the name of Tamralipta as

a Janapada along with other janapadas-vo This tbrows light

on the fact that befors the annexation of Tamralipta janapada

by S/a.?:/é'n‘ka (Clrea 606/607, 637/638 A.D.)} it enjoyed inde pendence
for sometime owing to the political turmoll in the last few
decades of the 6th or the first decade of the 7th century A.D.

However we find a different picture in the Dasglmm'é?:acharita of

Dandin who ls belleved to have flourished in the later half of
the 6th century 2A.D. where Damalipta or Tamralipta is mentioned
within the kingdom of Suhma.71

Out of this politlical turmoll ga’é“a’ﬁka established an
independent kingdom in west Bengal having its capital at
KangasuVaméa in 607/608 A.D. which rose into prominence in the
Northern Indias. The close study of three inscriptions found

69. Majumdar, ReCe, OpeCite;, peo 44
704 Rays N eRe, Op‘-(:‘.‘it.p De 141
71+ Uchchhavasa, VI, p. 287
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in Midnapur district helps us to conclude that the whole of the
present Midngpur district along with the northern parts of Origsa
was annexed by $adsikas 2 The political suzeralnty of Sadanka
was not only acknowledged in northern parts of Orissa at also in
southern parts of Orissa as known from the Ganjam Inscription.73
Sasanka founded a kingdom of great importance which definitely

degtroyaed the different independeﬁt jénapédas of Bengal especially
of northern and western Bengal including Tamralipta janapadas
It ig believed that his kingdom in Bengal includied Kaj afigala,

Pundravardhana, Karnasuvarna and Téx"nralipta-.74

/S /,
After the death of Sasanka the political solidarity of

75

Bengal was lost'® and the different janapadas became independent

ag evident from the writings of Huen Tsang who while travelling
£ /g
in Bengal shortly after the death of Saganka mentlonsg bhesldes

Kajafigala (territory round Rajmahal) four kingdoms in Bengal

. / - A .
72. sircar, D.C., 8ilzlekh = Tamr,as/asan'a'dir Prasanga,
PPe 49«61  Mgjumdar, ReCuay OP«CLlt ey PP 4955

73. Aﬁhikari (Edn)l opbcj-t.; P 117
74. Ibide, p» 118, Ray, NeR., OpsCite, ppe 458450

75+ The Brya Manjusri Malakaln ,a Buddhist work records s
“after the death of Soma (Sasdnka), the Gauda political
system (Ganda tantra) was reduced to mutual distrust, ralsed
weapons and’mitual jealousy. One (King) for a week, another
for a month, then a republican constitution = such will be
the dally (condition) of. the country on this bank of the
Ganges, where housges were bullt on the ruing of the monasteries.
Thereafter Soma's son Manava will last for 8 months."(Jayaswal,
KeP., &n Imperial History of Indla in a Sanskrit texg,, PP« 50a51) »
This description relates the chaos and disunity of Sadsnka's
Kingdom after his death.
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proper viz., Pundravardhana, Karnasuvarna, Tamraliptl and
sam‘ataigaje It is believed Ly scholars fhat these different
Janapadas of Bengal after t};se death of éas@ﬁka passed into the
hands of HarshaVardhana.W These scholars acdept the gtatement
of Hiven Tsang who refers only to the capital of esch of the
jenapadas of Bengal It does not say anything off their kings and
gives no indication of thelr political status. Hiuen Tsang's
silence about the political status of these territories has led
these scholars to think that they were included in the kingdom
of Kanauj le2., of Hazshavarc‘ihanavs probably till the death of
Harsha in 646/647 A.D. But Dre« R.Cs Majumdar does not agree with
the above view79
“the death of Sasanka was followed by a disruption of his vast

and coneludes, after ¢lting some evidence, that

dominions snd its component parts formed separate independent
States. This gave the required opportunity to his lifewlong
enemies, Bhiskarvarman snd Hairshavardhana, 80 who conguered,
respectively, his former dominions in and ocutside Bengal.“sl
If we accept the view of Dr. Majumdar it may beé conjectured that
Tamralipta was included within the kingdom of Bhaskarvarman, the
fuler of Kamarupa at least for sometime. After f;he death of

L s . . . , — ,
Sa§§nka the annexation of his capital kaxgasuvam;xa by Bhaskarvarman

764 Ray,N éo; 0?¢Ci'h;; pp- 458—-4593 Majumdar, RoCo; OP-Cit;; Pe 71
77+ Basak, RiGe, Higtory of Noxth Eastern Indla, 1967, p. 283;

Tripathi, R.S., Higtory of anclent Indis, ppe 354, 299, 300
TS Ibid-; Txipathi, RQSo: OPQCit.p Ps 300

79 Majumdar, ReCup Op.cit.. p. 72

80: We are told by Bana that Bhaskarvarmsn had sought with Harsha,
an eaduring aliisnee on egual terms.(Harshacharita, ed+ by
Cowesll and Thomas, p. 212)

81. Mgjumdar, Op‘gc.it«_'! P 73
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iz evident.from hig Nidhanpux platessz issued by him from that
place. This is also an indirect evidence in favour of our

conclusion .83

The death of Harsha was a turning point in the history of

' Northern Indla and the periocd "which extends roughly from 650 to
750 A.D. was marked at the beginning by political chaos and
confuslion in Eastern India. .”84 Bengal, a part of Eastern Indla
also suffered from thig political chaos and confugion. After the
death of Harsha we hear of the activities of two important kings

in North Indlan politics. They were yagovarman, the king of Kanauj
and Lalltaditya, the king of Kashmir. S0 far as Bengal is concerned,
the defeat and death of the king of Gauda by Yasovarman between

725 and 735 A«D.>> and the conquest of Vaiiga with the defeat of
its mlg: helped Dr. Mgjumdar to conclude that nearly the whole

of modern Bengal passed into his hands.86

If we accept this intere
pretation, Tamralipta 3 gnspada also came under the sway of Yasovarman.
The reference to the ruler of Gauda by yasovarman ig made in the

-poetical work Gauda=vdho ('Slaying of the king of Gauda) by his

court poet Vakpatirdj a.87 In the same work we also find that
having slain the king of Magadha, Yasovarman proceeded to the

82. Epigraphica Indica, Vol. XII, p. 62
83 Dr« K.K. Das Gupta on the basis of the remarks of earlier

acholars about the inclusion of $asanka's Bengal possession
by Harshavardhana after the death of $adiika, concludes that
Harsha became the ruler of Tamralipta=Tamluk till his death
in 646/647 A.Ds (Adhikari, ed. op.cit., p. 118). But we agree
with the hypothesis of Dr. R.Ce Mgjumdar.

84. Majumdar, R.C., OEoGitoo Pe 73

85q Ibidc; Poe 74

86q Ibido' Po 75

87. Gauga-Vaho, verse, 1194 ed. by Sankar Pandurang Pandit,
Bombay, 1887
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seamshoress Which may be indicative of the subjugation of

Tamralipta situated on the geawshore.

However, Yasovarman's supremacy in Bengal was short-~lived
as he had to suffer defeat at the hands of Lalitiditya of Kashmir
before the close of the first half of the eighth century A.De
and probably not long afiter 736 ﬁoD;@BQ According to Kalhan's
account the whole of Northern India r;;ght upto Kalinga c¢ame under |
the suzerainty_of E:ali’cé’éitya. There is no direct evidence in
Kalhan's account that Lalitaditya invaded any part of Bengal kut
two incidents recorded in this work lead one to belleve that
the Kingdom of CGauda acﬂmowiedged hig autzhoz:ity.gu Most prokgbly
as an heir to the Bengal's possession of Yasovarman, Lalitaditya
enjoyed overlordship over Bengal which included Tamralipta. Of
¢ourse there is neither any direct evidence of the inclusion of
Pamralipta within the kingdom of either Yasovarman or Lalitd@ditya
nor the name of the king who was subjugated by them ls recorded
either by VakpatirZja or Kelhan. This suggests that the king of
Tamralipta at that time was not a powerful or a famous king.

Mogt probably elther he was a vassal chief of Gauda or of Magadha.
Practically since the death of Sasanka till the rise of the Palas
the politieal history of Bengal is characterised by disunity

and "a sbate 0f power politics as evident from our present discussion.

88+ Ibld., Verse, 417
89, Mgjumdar, R«Ca., OPQCitpg ps 75
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Just before the rise of the Palas (Circa 750 A.D. onwards)
a terrible snarchy overtook Bengal. Mlight became the right and
the law of the jungle prevailled in Ga}.zga-Vaﬁga. No king could
establish order in any part of the country because no king could
establish hisg auti'nrity for a long periods. The absence of gtable
government and the anarchy affected the normal life of the people.
This state of confusion has beem Feferred to as “Mé'tsyany'éya"gl
in the &glimpore Oopper‘ plate of Dharmap'élaagz This inscription

refers. to the event in the following couplet ¢

matsyanyayam = gpohitum prakritibir = lekshuy'sh
Karaf grahltaly/
ériigop‘éla = iti kshit’is/a-ég.ras'érﬁ cl'i:@”a'mm?,is
= tat ~ gutah /
(Kielhorn translates this passage as follows @
"His son was the crest-jewel of the heads of kings, the glorioug
Gopdale, whom the pecple made take the hand of Fortune, to put an
end to the practice of .fishes.)

In a footnote to the above, Kielhorn adds : "Gop3la was
made king by the people to p'ut an end to a lawless state of things
in which everyone was the prey of his neighbour." The game scho‘la,r
also cltes authority for his interpretation of t’he phrase

'matsya-nyaya’s 23

91. It means blg fishes eat small ones. This is the nyays or law
of the f£ishes. That was the condition of Bengal among the
mman beings just before the rise of the Palase.

92. Majumdax, ReCep, Opecites, pe 95
93« Ibid., '
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Tamralipta, a jsnspada of Bengal was not an exception from

this general state 0f confugion of Bengal before the rise of the

PElabe The decline of Tamralipta as a flourishing port at that

e e P S
e e

time is evident from the non~occurrence of any reference in

literature. Moreover not a single gold or silver coin of this
period (from the death of S/;aé/é‘.ﬁka to the rise of the Palas) has
vet been found. This evidence leads one to conclude that Tamralipta
janspada lacked stable government and that its important trading
city~port bearing the same name perhaps went to decay due to
turmoil.

However, the election of Gopala as king of Bengal changed
the situation snd it 1s believed that he “consolidated his authority

1% 14 this consolidation and establishment

over the whole of Benga
of peace and order paved the way for the imperial expansion under
his able -son Dharmapdla (C. 770-810 A.D.) He was destined to be
the greatest king that ever ruled in Bengal and under him Bengal
played a great role in North Indian politics. His son Devapala
(Cs B10~850 A.D.) was, too, a great king. There is no doubt that
during these carly Pala kings (C. 750~850 A.D.) no part of Bengal
enjoyed independent statuse. 8o Tamralipta j anspada remained

within the kingdom of the early Pala kings.

After the death of Devapala, the pala empire lost its
glory and was "marked by a steady process of decline and dis-
integration which reduced the Palas almogt to an insignificant

a4, Ibido. Poe 100
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~
political power in North India

Mahipdla I (C. 988=1038 A.D.)» Taking advantage of the weakness

w35 £411 the accesslon of

of_ the suecessors of Devapala {C. 856-»988 A«D.), the Pratiharas,
the Chandellas, the K&lachuris etc. annexed the different parts
of Pala empire during thig period as evident from the ingcriptional
evidence -caf the rulers of the aforesald dynasties.% During this
perlod the political integrity of Bengal was totally lost and
Bengal was then divided into many political divisions il.e.,
jenapadass. The reference in K3lachuri and Ch‘é’i{gaella inscriptions
to the various component parts of P3la empire such as Radha,
Gauda, xaﬁga ‘and Vanigdla as separate political units may be'noted
here.97 Though the name of Tamralipta does not occur in these
inscriptioris. yet its existence as a dlgtinet janapada cannot
be ignored. It was then elther ruled independently or included
within the kingdom of others, This hypothesls may be supported
from the literary evidence recorded in the Ké"‘vgg - I*Exgans’é of

Rajsekhara who is believed to have flourished in the 9th or

10th century A.D. In thig work} the name of Tamralipta along

with other fifteen Janspadas of Eastern India c:«::c:':.u:sg.g8 it suggests
that TEmralipta was ruled independently at the time of RFjsekhara.
On the otherhand there wre positive inscriptional svidence of

‘ 95. Ibide, p. 119

96, Ibide, ppe 119«131.

97+ Ibide., pe 126

98+ Ray:, NsRe, Opscits, ppe. 458, 459
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the Ch3ndellas, their rulers Yasovarmsn and his son Dhahga

who annexed a greater part of Bengal including Rf'a'@haaeg Again,

we find from the Kaldchuri records that their ruler Lakshmanaraja
who probably ruled in the third quarter of the 10th century A.D.
defeated the king of Vaigila (i.e., Southein and part of Bastermn

Bengal) and cenquereé Odra (i.c., Grissa)-.log‘

This 1s suggestive
enough and "it is very probable that he advanced through Orissa
to the deltaic coast of Bengal“.wi Both the inscriptional

evidence of the Chandellas and the Iié‘l’a’churia; also throws light
that however, ten@argxy the pogssession might he, ‘Tﬁmalipta came
under their dominion$g elther as an independent jJanzpada or as a

part of elither R‘ighaiox Gaudae

Besides these powers, the Palas had to suffer at the hands
of the Kambojas, a hilletribe of the North who captured Westemn

102

and Northern Behgal from the Palas«™ “ It is believed that the

whole of the South Wés’t; Be,nga}. including Tamralipta was ruled by
the Kamboja rulers Rijyapala, NaFayanpala and Negapalas' > The
Idra coppex~plate ga:rént found at Balesore Disfc:rict of Orissa
throws light on thisépcint. The Kamboja-PEla kingdom in south west

Bengal corntinued for about half a century and we do not have any

© 99, Majumdar, ReCep OpscClte, pe 125

100.Ibid., ppe 125-126

101@1}31&6’ De 126

102:%The theory of a Kamboja invasion is not supported by any

"~ positive evidence, and gppears to be highly improbable.®
(Ibigﬂ ve 127)

103.%If we ldentify REjyapsla of the Idra plate with the PEla

~ King REjyapala, we mist held that there was a partition of
the Pala kingdom after his death between two branches of the
Pala family. If we do not acéept this identification, the
most reasonable view would be to hold that Rjyspala, an
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positive evidence how this dynasty had lost its hold in that
areae. Pogsibly the Kambojas began to rule in that area during
the reign of Vigrahapdla IT (C. 960988 A.D.) .104 Higtorians .are
at a controversy about the Kamboja dynasty.

" Though during the reign of Mahipdla I (C. 988~1038 A.D.),
the Pala glory was restored to some extent, yet his reiogn was
marked by the invasion of Rglendra Chola (C. 1021~1023 AlDe) .

We are told in the Tirumalal inscriptionms

that Rgjendra Chola I
subjugated 0dd-Vishaya (Orissa), Kodalainadu (South Kos/éla).
Dharmgpala oOf Tandablutd (Dandablukti, probably the district of
Balesore and a portion of Midnapore), Ranagﬁra of Takkasnaladam
(South RE3ha), Govindachandra of Vahgaladefa (Eastern Bengal),
Mahip3ls, the Pala ruler and Uttiraladam (North Radha). This
suggests that Dandablukti, South Radha, Vafiga and North Radha
were ruled by different rulers and these were not restored to the
Pala empire by Mahipsla I. For cm.r purpose it is to be noted that
duringx this period Tamralipta janapada lost 1ts independence arid
that 1t was included within the kingdom of Dandabluktl oxr South
Radha.

The internsl disruption and foreign invasions led to the
collapse of the Pals kingdom and the Sena family, that ruled

ambltious and powerful Kamboja chlef, perhgps a dlgnitary
or high officlial under the Palas, had taken advantage of the
weakness of the Fala kingdom to set up an independent
principallty which ultimately comprised Western and Northern
Bengal.®{Ibid., p. 127) ,

104, Aéhikafig Io(E&Q)( Opoc:!-t‘; PPs 1221232 Maiti. Des
OE-Gito; pe 510

105. E_pigrayhica Indica, Vol. IX, pPpe 229=-233
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Bengal after the Palas, appears from thelr official records.

to have originally belonged to Kamata in South Indlse. This.
famlly might alsc have come in-the wake of foreign invasions
and established thelr power in some parts of Radha. Subsequently
one of the members of this family named Vijayasena (Ce 1095
1158 A.D.) who must have begun hls career as a chiesf, 1aid “the
foundation of the greatness of his ﬁamily oy conquering nearly
the whole of Eengal"«.ws The supremacy of the Sénas in Bengal
contiﬂuea mring the reiogns of V'all?ilasena (Ca 1158;1179) anci'
Lakshmanasena (c. 1179-1207) Thus it may safely be concluded
that ﬁuring the relgns of th:.‘ee Sena kings - Vijayasena,
Valllasena and Lakshmanasena ~- Tahralipta along with other
anc_:;’.entf political divisions of Bengal camie under thelr rule.
After Lakshmsnasena practically the con solidation of the Sena
power throughout Bengal was lost and the successors of Lakshmana-
sena ruled for some time in Eastern snd Southern Bengal as Xmown

from their records.®?

During the last years of Lakshmanasena
two independent kingdoms grow up in Bengal and some time sbout

1202 Bengasl was invaded by Maslims under the leadership of Muhammad

Bakhty3r Khilji as recorded in TebadBt-i-N3siri. This ended the
ancient period of Bengal history.

Besides the references citéd akove in course of our
discussion about the political };xistory of ancient Tamralipta

in particular and Bengal in general, many Puranas vize,.

106+ Majumdar, R.C, Op.cite, D« 224
107o Ibidl, Po 236
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Mitkendeya Pur@na, Matsya Purdpa, Vishou-Pursna, Vayu-FPurZnas
S i araae ’ —" r—— oos n— — e —— >

PadmawPurzha and Valana-Puraria which had been written .in di fferent

timeg of the anclent period, refer to Tamralipta as a distinct
territory of janspada of Eastern Indla. Most or these Puranas
mention the people of Tamralipta in course of mentioning the

people of castern countries-ws

Tg from our wﬁey :L'tg is clear that in snclent bexioei
Tamralipta was elther ruled independantly or included within
the kingdoms of otherss As there is no mention of the name of
any king who ruled in that danapada, it may thus be conjectured
that the janapada or kingdom of Tamralipta néver rose into
prominence in Bengal polti;:.ics « It was a small kKingdom.

108. For details see the research ‘paper of Samanta, S, in
Panskura Bsnamall College;: Patrika, 1964=65, pp. 10«11,



