
CHAPTER - II

POLITICAL HXSTOBY

Though the proto- hi storic human settlement at Tamrallpta 
(present Tamluk tom and its neighbouring places) is evident

ifrom the archaeological findings # yet the detailed political 
history of T'Snralipta j anapada (kingdom) is not clear to us*
In the ancient period Tamrallpta is often referred to in literature 
both as a city-port and a distinct janapada# sometimes as a 
separate one and sometimes as a part of a neighbouring kingdom 
or janapada* During this period this place was known toy various

__ 2 _ 3 __ 4 _ 5names vis*# Taraalites# Damalipta* TSmalipta# Tamalini#
— 6 7 g   gTamalipti# Vishnugriha# Stambapura (stambapu)# Tamrallpti#
Velakula#* * * 4 5 * 7 * 9 10 11 Tamalika7 ^ Tamr aliptaka^2 and Tamraliptlka1^ as

evident from foreign and indigenous sources*

The early reference to Tamrallpta in Indian literature 
occurs in the Kurma-vibhaga section of the Atharva-veda Parls'ista

1* Das Gupta# P.C., The Archaeological Treasures of Tamrallpta ? 
For details see Chapter III.

2* Majumdar# R*C,(Ed*), History of Bengal# vol* 1# p* 29 t Sastri# 
K.A*N»(Ed*)# A comprehensive history of India# vol.2# p* 438 t 
Majumdar, R*C*# The Classical Account of India# p. 375

3* Hemchandra t Abhidhaha Chintamani# Bhumi Kanda# p. 147 ? 
Da/akumara Chari ta# VchchhavasaT*"VI# p. 287

4. Ibid*
5. Ibid.
6* Ibid*
7. Ibid.
8# Ibid*
9. Ibid* . .
10* Trikanda-^esha of Purushottama# Quoted in History of Bengal# 

Vol * — 1#. p • 30 #
11. Ibid*
12* Niyogi, p. Economic History of Northern India# p. 135 ,
13* Somadeva s Kathlfsaritsagara# III# 4, 291 ,
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where the people of^Timrallpta are mentioned along with the
14people of other countries, which evidently throws light on 

the separate existence of Tamralipta as a j anapada. Indian 

literature such as the Mahabharata, the Pur an as and other 

religious works of the Hindus# the Buddhists and the Jainas and 

secular works#, is full of references to Tamralipta. The Ceylonese 

chronicles vis., the Dipava%sa and the Mahavagsa# the writings

of Greek and Roman geographers and historians and the accounts 

of Chinese pilgrims also furnish many interesting and useful 

information about the geograp$&cal location and so cip-cultural 

history of ancient Tamralipta.

Before we trace out the political history of Tamralipta,

we must have an idea about its location and boundary. In the 
15Mahabharata, (SabKa-parva) it is found that Bhima while 

pe rforming campaign in th© different j anapadas of ancient 

Bengal subdued the ruler of Tamralipta along with the rulers 

of Vanga and Shuma. This and many other references in the same 

epic (vis*, Adlparva, Svayambara section; Sabha-parva, Dyuta 

section ; Drona-parva, Yauadratha-vadha section) clearly

14. Ed. by George Melville Bolling and Julius Von Negelein, with
Hindi Notes by Ramkumar Rai, Benaras, 1976. _
Khs&vadra samatata s amav ardhaman akabai dehag^idharah _
kosalatosalabenai|atasaj jpur'a madrevatamolipta dakshinpurbe 
hateavihanyat // (Italies mine)

15. Mahabharata Ch. 30 (Bhima-digvij aya Section); Also see 
History of Bengal, vol. - 1, PP. 8f ; Raychandhuri, H,c. 
Studies in Indian_$ntiquities, pp. 266, 294; Ray, N.R. 
BaSgalir Itihas (Adi Parva), p. 136
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indicate that Tamralipta was a separate kingdom in the age

of Mahabharata» Though the Mahabharata records the separate

existence of Tamralipta as a kingdom* yet it throws no light

on its location and boundary- in his "Description of India

within the Ganges" Ptolemy, a renewed greek geographer of the

middle of the 2nd century a.D. refers to a town named Tamalites

which was on the bank of the Ganges. Tamalites is identified 
— 17as Tamralipta sad "The town of Tsmluk to which it is taken to

correspond# is on the right bank of the river RupnlTayan about

twelve miles from its junction with the Hooghly". It is also

believed that "the Pali form of the name was TSmalltti and this
19accounts for this form of Greek name".

The accounts of the Chinese pilgrims and other Indian

literature also record that Tamralipta# the capital-city of the

Janapada of the same name was situated on the sea-side. Pa-hsien

who visited the place in the early 5th century A-D. records

that it was situated on the sea-side nearly fifty Yojanas east
20from the city of Champa- Another Chinese pilgrim HLuen Tseng

16. Majimdar, R.C., The classical Accounts of India# p- 375? 
History of Bengal# Vol. 1, p- 29 ? Sastri, K.A.N., A 
comprehensive History of India# Vol* II# p. 438

17- Sastri (Ed-) op. cit., p. 438
18* History of Bengal# Vol* - 1# p. 29
19. Panskura Banaraali College Patrika# p. 17? According to 

K.P. Jayaswal Tamralipti seems to be a Sanskrit!sed from 
of Prakit TSmal-itti. tKfhich is equivalent to Classical Tamil 
Tiraminda# i.e* Dramxda. The original forms would have been 
Tiramidatti md Dramidadatti• (The Indian Antiquary,
1914# p* 64)

20. Cunningham# A*# Ancient Geography of India# p. 732 ?
Pa-hsien a a record of the Buddhist Countries# Tr. by 
Li*Yung-hsl# p. 77
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who visited the town of Tamralipta in the 7th century a.D.
records that it lay near an. inlet of the sea where land and

21water communications met* The same authority who visited
Bengal in aboutx638 A.D.^2 shortly after the death of Sasanka#

mentions the names of four kindoms of Bengal proper -**•■
— 23Pundavardhana# Kamasuvama#- Tamralipti and Saraatata* The first

9 a a a *

roughly comprises the region round the Northern Bengal# the
second and the third# Western Bengal# and the fourth Eastern
Bengal.^4 The Da^afeumirachaita (6th century A*D.) refers to -

Tamralipta as situated very close to the sea and not far from
25 —the river Ganges* The Kathasaritsagara refers, to It as situated

26 _near the eastern sea* It is also recorded that "Tamralipta
is called the southern district of Eastern India from which
people went towards Mid India# showing that it was on the

27South-western border of East India*" Thais on the basis of the
references cited above it may be concluded that Tamralipta was 
situated in western Bengal on the border of the sea*

As regards the boundary of Tamralipta as a kingdom at the 
time of HLuen-Tsang# it is recorded that Tamralipta was about

•21* Watters# T*# op.cit. Vol - 2# .pp* 189 f •
22* History of Bengal# Vol* 1# p* 77 (footnote)
23* Watters# T*» op*cit* Vol* 2# p* 182? Beal# S., op.cit. 

Vol. 2, p. 193
24w Majumdar & Pusalkar (Ed*)# The History and Culture of the 

Indian people# Vol. 3# p* 142
25* UchchhaVasa# VI# p. 287 
26* III, 4, 291
27* History of Bengal# Vol.- 1, p. 87 (footnote)
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1400 li (one lie-g— mile) in circumference, the capital being

10 li* Thus according to Hiuen-Tsang, the kingdom of Tamralipta

was then about two hundred and thirty three miles in circumference,

the capital being more than one and a half miles in area*

CU nningham, on the basis of available data concludes that in

ancient period Tamralipta was a country lying to the westward
. 29of the Hooghly river, from Burdwan to Kglna on the north*■

The existence of the kingdom of Tamralipta in the early

period of history is evident from the frequent references made

in the MaKabharata and from the mention of Ptolemy the word

'Tamalites* along with Gangaridai as distinct race. The later

authority states that the kingdom of Gangaridai extended over

the whole of the area of the basin of the five-faced Ganges which
31falls on the sea i«e*, the present Bey of Bengal. Diodorus says 

in one passage that the "Ganges which is 30 shades broad, flows 

from north to south forming the boundary towards the east of 

the tribe of the Gangaridai'”* These and. other Greek and Dating

writers also refer to another country named Prasioi (Prasii)
M A

along with Gangaridai (Var. Gandaridai) • ^ According to these

28, Beal, op.cit.# Vol* - 2, pp* 194 f•
29* Cunningham, op.cit., p* 504
30* It was Plilsy (A.D* 23-79)# the Roman geographer# in his

"Naturalis Historia" who while stating the races of India# 
mentions a tribe named Taluctae which according to Me Crindle# 
the translator of Pliny's work, must be "the people of the 
kingdom of Tamralipta mentioned in the Mahabharata".
(Me Crindle# J.W.# Ancient India as described in classical 
Literature# p. 29)

31* Adhikati (Ed.)# op.cit., 110
32. Majumdar, History of Sacient Bengal, p* 29
33. Ibid.
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combined testimonies these two nations "ruled over nearly the 
whole-of North India from the river Beas in the Punjab to the

Ml

eastern frontier of India beydnd the Ganges"* The testimonies 
of these writers are so ambiguous that "it is not easy to determine 
the precise boundary line between the Gangaridai proper and the 
people styled the Prasioi who had their capital at Pataliputra*
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

L - 35 nnand may have included Tamralipti* The Gangaridai lay beyond
this territory* The exact political relationship between the
Prasioi and the Gangaridai in the days of Alexander is not free

36from a certain amount of ambiguity."

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 Gangaridai or the Ganga* 
rashtra (i*e* the Gsafgj^degfa) were ruled by a king named Agremmes

or Augrasainya (Indian synonym Ugrasener putra i*e* the son of 
37Urgasena* 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. Italies are mine*
36* Majumdar (Ed*)# op.cit.# Vol. 1# p» 43
37. Maiti, P.# Studies in Ancient India# P» 116 (Quoted

from the Journal of Bihar & Orissa Research Society) ;
Ray# H.R.# Bangalir Itihas# (Adi Parva)# Vol. - 1# p. 463
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east after crossing the Beas ; so Alexander had to retreat*

The Greek writer Curtiiis records the following regarding the

causes of the retreat of Alexander's army* He writes s "The

farther bank of the Ganges was inhabited by the nations# the

Gangaridai# and the Prisioi# whose king Agrammes kept in the

field for guarding the approaches 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
■ 33up to the number of 3000 •" Almost a similar description is

39given by Plutarch* The truth of these statements is corroborated

by indigenous sources which also record the enormous wealth and

vast army of the Hands ruler holding sway over the Gangaridai
40and Prasioi nations. It is believed that the king Agrammes

or Xandrames of Greek and Latin traditions is none but the Nanda

King Dhana Nanda# the son of the famous Nanda King Mshapadma
41Nanda or Ograsena as referred to by the classical writers. 

Mahapadma Nanda "is said to have subverted many contemporaneous 

powers# like the Ikshvakus# Kurus# Panchalas# Kasis# sSrasenas# 

Maithllas# Kalingas# Asmakas# Hal hay as etc.# and implacably

uprooted the Ksatriyas." For these conquests he is referred
___ _

to in the Pur an as as 1 Sarvakshatrantaka' and 'Ekarat* •

38* Ma Crindle# J.W* Ancient India - Its Invasion by Alexander 
the Great# PP» 221 - 22 

39 * Ibid*# p* 310
40. Ray Chaudhurl# Political History of Ancient India# pp. 188-91
41. MMkari (Ed.)# op.clt.# p* 111. Ray#N.R.# op.cit. p. 463
42* Tripathi# R.S.# History of Ancient^ India# p* 110 t 

Ray# N. R * # op* clt. p. 46 3
43. Ibid. —
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Dr, H.R* Ray believes that Mahapadma Han da of the Pur ah as .is
rnn-nnr: . # '

hone but Ugrasena who is also referred to in the Indigenous
v- 44

work Mahabodhivaigsa»

i

From all the sources. cited above it may be concluded that 

both Prasioi and Ganglridai either as separate nations or a 

united’ one were under the rulers of Mahapadma Handa and Dhana 

Nanda who ruled between Circa 364 -» $24 B*0* and that during 

this period TSmralipta lost its independence as a separate janapada 

as referred to in the Atharva-veda Parislsta*

f " r“ ™ ' "

There is some evidence which leads one to believe that 

Tamralipta lost its independence during the Maury an period* 

Chsndragu^ta* the founder of the Maury a dynasty ascended the
i

throne of Magadha after defeating the last Handa ruler Dhana 

Handa (Circa 324 300 B*C.) • He became the Raila-Chakrabortl and

realised the ideal of the political unification of India in a 

very real sense and as such Dr* H*c* Rayehaudhuri has rightly 

remarked * "Chandragupta Maury a is the first historical founder
4.5of a great empire in India." Of course the Greek writers*

Plutarch and Justin* "represent him as having overrun and obtained 

possession of the whole of India*" Though the remark of Greek 

writers is an exaggeration* yet there is no doubt that Chandragupta

44* Ray* op»cit** p, 463
45* Rayehaudhuri* H*C*» op*cit« p* 37
46* Tripathi* op.cit**. p* 149
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became a ruler of a vast; kingdom. *In the North-west; his 

empire extended up to the Ariana and was skirted by the Persian 

Kingdom; in the west it was bounded by the Western sea near 

Saurastra? in the East it consisted of Magadha and probably 

Bengal? in the South it extended up to the Ghitaldrug district 

of Mysore and Nellore district of ' Madras .M The inclusion of 

Bengal including Tamralipta within the empire of the Wandas is 

attestedtoby the Greek and Latin writers as already observed* 

ohandragupta who captured the throne of Dhana Nanda succeeded 

to the legacy of the Nanda suzerainty over the whole of Bengal*

Besides this point# we must take into consideration other 

historical evidence in favour of the inclusion of Tamralipta 

within the kingdom of Maury a empire* The Maurya empire included 

Pundravardhana (North Bengal)# one of the four important political 

divisions of the then Bengal as evident from the Jalna and 

Buddhist texts# the Bock-cut inscription found at Mahasthahgarh
e»

48and the account of Hiuen Tsang* It is also recorded by Hiuen 

Tsang that he in course of his tour in Bengal witnessed many
__ 4Q

'Asokan columns in Tamralipta# Kamasuvama and Samatata*

This also throws light on the point that besides Pundravardhana# 

these areas or j an spades of Bengal came under the rule of the 

Maurya dynasty during the time of -Asoka. If we accept the account

47* Maiti# op*cit* p* 261
48* Ray# N*R»> op*eit*» p* 463? Maiti# op»cit» pp* 472-472 
49* Ibid*? Maiti# op.cit*# 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 A30kas s entire which, however# must have also formed the
part of Chsndragupta's empire as we have been informed that
Asoka only added Kalinga to the first Maurya king Chandragupta* s
empire in eastern India* It is further to note that among the
bhuktis or provinces of the Maury an empire the name of Vanga
along with its capital Tamalitti (Tamrallpti) is also referred

50to in a Jain a text. Besides other evidence cited already# this 
also supports the inclusion of Tamralipta within the Maurya 
empire. Thus Tamralipta in all probability# was within the 
Maurya empire since the time of Chandragupta and as a successor 
to the vast Nanda empire along with an enormous royal treasury 
and a vast army Chsndragupta inherited the possession of 
Tamralipta as this j anapada was incorporated within the Nanda

empire as already observed.

Again# that most of the areas of Bengal formed a part of
— 51the Asoka* s missionary work is corroborated by Divyavadana 

which also points to the inclusion of most parts of Bengal within 
the Miurya~enpire* Moreover# the inclusion of Tamralipta is 

further supported by sn indirect evidence recorded in the Ceylonese 
chronicle# the Mahavamsa. According to this text "Asoka sent 
Mahendra and Sanghamitra along with sapling of the sacred Bo

50. Brihatkaipasutrabhashya# 3263 ff.
r "V - ■ ... T- I ir

51* Ray# N.R.# op. clt.# p» 627
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•fere® from this very port (Tamralipta) to Ceylon- to propagate
Buddhism in that island and it is narrated that on this occasion
the empe ror himself was present in the great harbour-city.**
V,A* Smith remarks that the Asoken eirpire comprised "the whole
of Bengal as far as the mouths of the Ganges where Tamralipta#
the modem Tamluk# was the principal port*" 4 Almost a similar

conclusion has been made by Dr* H.C. Raychsudhury who writes s
"The evidence of Greek as well as Buddhist writers seems to
suggest that the authority of the great Mauryas was acknowledged

54in deltaic as well as in northern Bengal*"

Srom our present discussion it may be concluded with some 
amount of certainty that Tamralipta was incorporated within the 
kingdom of the Mauryas since the time of Ghspdragupta*

The political history of Bengal after the fall of the 
Maurya empire is somewhat obscure and we do not have my positive 
historical evidence whether the kingdom of Tamralipta came under 
the domain of the Sungas (Circa 187-75 B.C*)# the Kanvas (circa 
75 - 30 B.C*) and the Kashinas (Circa 13 B.C* - 176 A*D*)# as 
Magadha having its capital Patallputra came under the rule of 
the Sun gas and as there is no evidence of the independent existence 
of the j anapada of Timrallpta* it may be presumed that the whole

52. Das Gupta# P.C*# "The Usably Terracottas from Tamralipta* tt . 
Indian Folklore# 1958# pp« 17f? cf *# Das Gupta* The Archaeo­
logical Treasures of Tamralipta# p. 1*

53* Smith# The Early History of India# p* 171
54* Majumdar# R.C. (Ed*)# History of Bengal# Vol* 1# p* 44.
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of eastern Indian possession of the Maury as which comprised

Bengal came under the rule of the Sungas* This hypothesis is

corroborated by the discovery of a few terracotta specimens

from different parts of Bengal including Tamluk sub-division

(ancient Tamralipta) • The art-specimens of the Sungas found from

the different areas of the spread of Sunga rule namely from

Magadha and other places of South' Bihar bear close resemblance

to the art-specimens found at Tamluk town proper and its adjoining 
55areas* This affinity of art-specimens indicates the inclusion 

of Timralipta Janapada within the domain of the Sungas. The rule 

of the Kanvas was very short and bears little importance in the 

history of northern India in general and of eastern India in 

particular* Though many Kushana coins have been found from 

different parts of Bengal including Tamluk (ancient Timralipta)# 

yet we cannot say definitely whether the Kushana empire at its
_ Kg

height under Kanishfea comprised Bengal including Tamralipta*

'A few coins of the Kushana Icing Huvishka (Circa 106-138 A*D.)

have been found at Tgmluk tox«jn proper in 1978 and preserved in
_ 57the Tamralipta Museum and Research Centre* The discovery of

the Kushana coins at Tamluk may tempt one to conclude that the

ancient j anapada of Tamralipta along with other parts of Bengal

was incorporated within the Kushana empire* But this is not a

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

55* Das Gupta* K,K«, MRajnaitik Itlhgse Prabbin Tamralipta” 
in Adhikari* I*(Ed#) Itj,baser Prekshapate Tj&ralipta*.
P* 112? Malty and Thakur* (Ed*) * Indological Studies* p. 136*

56* Maiti* P** op*cit** p* 328,
57* Maity & Thakur* op*cit** p# 136



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 
trad©~centre in those days* So there is no conclusive proof 
about the inclusion of Tamralipta within the Kashina empire.

From the end of the Kushana period to the rise of the Guptas 

at the beginning of the fourth century A.©*# the political history 
of Bengal is obscure* During this period possibly different parts 
of Bengal were ruled by different rulers and It was under Samudra* 
gupta that all the j anapadas of Bengal including Tamralipta lost

their independence* Of course there is no direct evidence of the 
inclusion of Bengal under Samudragupta* The Allahabad Prasasti 

of Samudragupta composed by his court poet Harisena records that 
Samatata or south-east Bengal was one of the frontier kingdoms 
or Pratayanta?-rashtras of Samudragupta. "TJje ruler of Samatata#.

to quote the conventional and characteristic court language of
the Guptas# * gratified the emperor Samudragupta by payment of
all binds of tribute# by obedience to his commands and fey approach
for paying court to him.,,D Prof* R.C* Majumdar is of the opinion
that “with the exception of Samatata# the rest of Bengal was
definitely incorporated in the Gupta empire fey the time of 

59Samudragupta*11 This view of Prof# Majumdar is supported fey
Prof* K,K« ©as Gupta who holds the view that Timrallpta j anapada 

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

58* Majumdar# R*C.# op.cit.# p. 38? cf* Trip at hi, op.cit* p* 243 
59. Ibid.
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60Sarnudragupta. ffe puts. forward two arguments in favour of 
the inclusion of JPinralipta within the domain of Semu&ragupta*
Firsts among the defeated kings as recorded in. the Allahabad 
Prasasti we find the name of Chandravarman who has been identified 
by scholars with the king of that name mentioned in the susunia

• ’ - - -g'iinscription of present Bankura district as ruler of Pushkarana*
If this f^dpntification is accepted as true# it may be presumed 

that Timralipta# a j anapada of the neighbouring district of 
Bankura# also came under the rule of Samufiragupta who came to

r- * --- ---------------- --- —___.________ _
Bengal for conquest and eouJLd not be sati sfied^only^ with^bbe 
possession of a part of it* 3?his is unusual* Secondly# we find 
from the Meherauli iron Pillar inscription which stands near 
Rutub Minar (Delhi) that a king named Chandra defeated his 
enemies of Bengal who. jointly offered a vigorous resistance*
Scholars hold different views about the identity of this Chandra 
of Meherauli iron Pillar inscription* One of the views among 
those is that this Chandra is none but Chandragupta II Vikramaditya* 
Again# if we accept this identification# it might be the case 
that after the death of Sarnudragupta who established his suzerainty 
over the territory of Bengal# the different rulers of the 
j anapadas of Bengal# taking advantage of the temporary eclipse 
of Gupta power tried to free themselves from the yoke of the . .

60* Adhikari# I*(Ed*)# op*cit«# p. 113
61* MIhis Pus Wear an a has been plausibly identified with the village 

named Pokhama# 25 miles north-east of Susunia on the south 
bank of the river Damodar#' which has yielded considerable 
antiquities reaching back to the Gupta period# if not earlier*

’ Chandravarman may thus be regarded as the king of Radjha or the 
region immediately to its south# by defeating whom Samudragupta 
paved the way for the conquest of Bengal*6* (Majumdar# R.C*# Qp.cit. pp* 39 « 40) f

\



Gupta rule feat their combined efforts suffered a defeat for 

the second time at the hands of chandragupta II who again firmly 

established his supremacy there. It seems quite probable that 

among the different j anapadas of Bengal the lamralipta j anapada 

was me of them and that its people along with the people of 

other j anapadas of Bengal joined the confederacy formed to resist 

chandragupta II,

3?hus from the above analysis it may be concluded that

either the whole of Bengal or the most parts of Bengal including

Tamrallpta was ruled by Chandragupta 21 (Circa 375/376 to

412/413 A.D.) • 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 
62Bengal • As there is no historical evidence that the j anapada

of Tamrallpta or the south-west Bengal became free from Gupta

yoke Airing this period, it may be presumed that Tamralipta

along with other j anapadas of Bengal remained as a part of Gupta
63empire till the middle of the 6th century A.D.

Of course there is evidence that since the beginning of 

the 6th century the foundation of the Gupta empire became weak 

especially for two reasons «— i) the invasion of the Hinas and 

ii) the tendency of the provincial governors for independence.

63, Adhikari, (Ed.), op.cit., p. 114 

63, Ibid,
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One Vainyagupta* a member of the ruling Gupta family ruled 

independently at the Gornmilia areas of present Bangladesh (i *e*# 

in east Bengal) at that time as kno^ from the Gunatgarh
j»

insp-ription dated 507/508 a*D* His Vassal Vij ayasena. who took <■ 

the title "Maharaja*1 or. "Mghasamenta" is believed, to have ruled 

west Bengalee part of his master's Kingdom which also included 

the janapada of Tamralipta* The name of Vij ayasena is found in

two inscriptions of the Vanga King Maharaj adhiraj a Gopachandra 

found at Kotalipara# Dist* fraridpur (the present Bangladesh) and
ft* jj

at Mallasarul*. Dist*. Burdwan (west Bengal)• Again* after the
66fall of Vainya gupta as well as of other Gupta rulers* Gopachandra

became the ruler of both east and west Bengal as evident from

his 'Kotalipara end Mallasarul inscriptions* At that time the $
Gupta vassal chief Vij ayasena had to change his master by taking 

service under Gopachandra and ruled west Bengal as before as a 

vessel • ■'The inclusion of Tamralipta within the kingdom of 

Gopachandra is evident from an indirect inscriptional evidence*

Aft inscription of Gopachandra has bean found in the village 

Jayrimpur*.' Dist. Ballessore* Orissa which suggests the extent 

of Gopachandra* s power on that area* Xt is unusual for a ruler 

to extend his power around his centre of rule* So* it is quite

64* Ibid*
65* Ibid*
66 • • "Gopachandra# who probably founded the independent kingdom 

must have flourished not later than the second quarter of 
the sixth century A*D*
(Majumdar# R.C.# op*cit.* p. 43).

\
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reasonable to think that before sending any esrpedition to Orissa# 
Gopachandra consolidated his power over the south-west Bengal 
including Tararalipta.

However# Gopachandra was not free from any attack of other
rulers# He had to face an attack of the Maukhari ruler of Ksnauj
who for the time being established his suzerainty in 'Tararalipta
j anapada or its adj acent areas as known from the Irha inscription

where it is recorded that the Mahkhariraj a Islinvarma had to conpel
the inhabitants of Gauda to take shelter near the sea i.e»#«

_ 67probably at Tamralipta situated at the sea*shore. But the
situation changed very soon and it was Mahasenagupta# a latter
Gupta king ruling in Magadha (circa 550*-575 A.D.) who after
crushing the Maukhari power established his authority over a vast

68area of west Bengal including Tamralipta*

Gopachandra was succeeded by Dharmadltya who is believed 
to have maintained the solidarity of the kingdom, though there 
Is no positive Ividence of the incorporation of Tamralipta within 
his Kingdom* Dharmadltya was succeeded by Samacharadeva who 
suffered a defeat at the hands of Kirtlvarman I# the Chalukya 
king of VataplT whose reign continued upto 597 A*D* or 598 a*D*
We loam from the Mahakuta inscription that the Chalukya 
Kirtlvarman claimed to have conquered# among other countries#

67. Adhikary (Ed.)# op.cit.# p. 116
68. -Ibid.
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Pharmaditya and Samachiradeva may be placed approximately between 
52$ and 575 A*P* with the margin of a few years both at the 
beginning sand at the end# It is most likely that SsmaeKaradeva 
was defeated by Kirtivarman * As a result Samachiradeva had to 
lose the western possession of Bengal (Including Tamralipta at 
the onslaught of Kirtivarma* However# the hold of Chalukya king 
on the western part of Bengal) did not continue for a long period 
as evident from the testimony of Varahamlhlra who in his Brihat-
Saiahita (6th century a«.p*) mentions the name of Tamralipta as

on the fact that before the annexation of Tamralipta janapada
by Sasitfka (Circa 606/807# 637/638 A«P*) it enjoyed inde pendence
for sometime owing to the political turmoil in the last few
decades of the 6th or the first decade of the 7th century A*P.

/ __However we find a different picture in the Pasakumaracharlta of 
Dandin who is believed to have flourished in the later half of
the 6th century A*P* where Damalipta or Tamralipta is mentioned

independent kingdom in west Bengal having its capital at 
Karaasuvarna in 667/608 A.P* which rose into prominence in the 
Northern India* The close study of three inscriptions found

69. Majumdar# R.C.# op«cit«,j p* 44 
70# Ray# N«R«# op»cit»# p# 141 
71. Uchchhavasa# VI# p;. 287
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in Midnapur district helps us to conclude that the whole of the

present Midnapur district along with the northern parts of Orissa

was annexed by Sasanka* The political suzerainty of Sasanka

was not only acknowledged in northern parts of Orissa but also in
— 73southern parts of Orissa as known from the Ganjam inscription • 

Sasanka founded a kingdom of great importance which definitely 

destroyed the different independent janapadas of Bengal especially 

of northern and western Bengal including Tamralipta lanapada.

It is believed that his kingdom in Bengal lneludled Kaj an gal a#
__ 74

Pundravardhaha# Karnasuvarna and Tamralipta*

/After the death of Sasanka the political solidarity of 
75Bengal was lost and the different janapadas became independent

as evident from the writings of HLuen Tsang who while travelling
/■ / ^

in Bengal shortly after the death of Sasanka mentions besides 

Kaj angala (territory round Rajmahal) four kingdoms in Bengal

/ v*

72. Sircar, D.C., Silalekh - Tgmr asasahadir Prasahga, 
pp* 49-61 t Majumdar,' R.C*» ''op.cit»-# pp* 49-55 ~

73* Adhikari (Ed.)# op.cit., p. 117
74* Ibid., p. 118, Ray, N.R., op.cit., pp. 458-459

75. The Ary a Manju^ri Mulakalpa, 7a Buddhist work records s 
wAfter the’ death' of soma (glaslnka), the Gauda political 
system (Gauda tsntra) was reduced.to mutual distrust, raised 
weapons and'mutual jealousy* One (King) for a week, another 
for a month# then a republican constitution such will be 
the daily (condition) of, the country on this bank of the 
Ganges, where houses were built on the ruins of the monasteries. 
Thereafter Soma’ s son Mlhava will last for 8 months *w (Jayaswal, 
K.P., An Imperial History of India in a Sanskrit texfc^. ;pp.50-51). 
This description relates the chaos and disunity of Sasanka* s 
Kingdom after his death.
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proper vis*# Pundravardhana, Karnasuvarna# Tamralipti and 
76Samatata. It is believed by scholars ghat these different

A
N / / Oj anapadas of Bengal after the death of Sasanka passed into the

77hands of Harshavardhana* These scholars accept the statement
of Hiuen Tseng who refers only to the capital of each of the
j anapadas of Bengal but does not say anything of their kings and
gives no indication of their 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

"78of Kanauj i*.©,, of Harshavardhana probably till the death of
Harsha in 646/647 A.D. But Dr. R.C. Majuradar does not agree with 

79the above view and concludes* after citing some evidence, that
"the death of Sasanka was followed by a disruption of his vast
dominions and its component parts formed separate independent
states. This gave the required opportunity to his life-long

80enemies, Bhaskarvarman and Harshavardhana, who conquered,
respectively, his foamier dominions in and outside Bengal." x

If we accept the view of Dr. Majumdar it may be conjectured that
Tamralipta was included within the kingdom of Bhaskarvarman, the
ruler of Kamarupa at least for sometime.. After the death of 
/Sasadka the annexation of his capital kamasuvarna by Bhaskarvarman

76* Ray, H*R*, op.clt., pp. 458-459/ Majumdar, R.C., op.cit., p. 71
77. Basak, RiG., History of Worth Eastern India# 1967, p. 283/ 

Tripathi, R.S., History of Ancient India,.. pp* 354, 299, 300
78. Ibid.? Tripathi, R.S., op.cit., p. 300
79. Majumdar, R.C., op.cit., p. 72
80. We are told by Baia that Bhaskarvarman had sought with Harsha, 

ah enduring alliance on equal terms. (Harshacharita, ed. by 
Cowell and Thomas, p. 212)

81. Majumdar, op.cit*, p. 73
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Qp
is evident^from his Nidhanpur plates issued toy him from that

place. This is also an indirect evidence in favour of our 
83conclusion.

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

Northern India aid the period "which extends roughly from 650 to

750 A.D. was marked at the beginning by political chaos and
84confusion in Eastern India* Bengal# a part of Eastern India

also suffered from this political chaos and confusion. After the

death of Harsha we hear of the activities of two important kings

in North Indian politics* They were yasovarman# the king of Kanauj

and Lalitaditya# the king of Kashmir. So far as Bengal is concerned,

the defeat and death of the king of Gauda by Yasovarman between
85723 and 735 a.d. and the conquest of Vanga with the defeat of 

its ruler helped Dr. Majumdar to conclude that nearly the whole 

of modem Bengal passed into his hands. If we accept this inter­

pretation# Tamralipta janapada also came under the sway of Yasovarman. 

The reference to the ruler of Gauda by yasovarman is made in the 

poetical work Gauda-Vaho (* Slaying of the king of Gauda) by his 

court poet Vakpatira^ja. In the same work we also find that 

having slain the king of Magadha# Yasovarman proceeded to the

82. Epigraph!ca Indlca# Vol. XII# p. 62
83. Dr. K.K. Das Gupta on the basis of^the remarks of earlier 

scholars about the inclusion of Sasanka's Bengal possession 
by Harshavardhana after the death of daisfatfka# concludes that 
Harsha became the ruler of Tamralipta-Tamluk till his death 
in 646/647 A.D. (Adhikari# ed. op.cit.# p. 118). But we agree 
with the hypothesis of Dr. R.C. Majumdar.

84. Mejumdar# R.C.# op.cit.# p. 73
85. Ibid.# p. 74
86. Ibid.# p. 75
87 • Gauga*Vaho# verse# 1194 ed. by Ssnkar Pandurang Pandit#

Bombay# 1887
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sea-shore®8 ^hich may be indicative of the subjugation of 

TamraXipta situated on the sea;-shore*

However# Yasovarman * s supremacy in Bengal was short-lived

as he had to suffer defeat at the hands of Lalitaditya of Kashmir

before the close of the first half of the eighth century -&.D*

and probably not long after 736 a.D* According to Kalhan' s

account the whole of Northern India right upto Kalinga came under

the suzerainty of balitaditya* There, is no direct evidence in

Kalhan * s account that Lalitaditya invaded any part of Bengal but

two incidents recorded in this work lead one to believe that
90the Kingdom of Gauda acknowledged his authority. Most probably 

as an heir to the Bengalis possession of Yasovarman# lialitaditya 

enjoyed overlordship over Bengal which included Tamralipta. Of 

course there is neither any direct evidence of the inclusion of 

Tamralipta within the kingdom of either Yasovarman or lialitaditya 

nor the name of the king who was subjugated by them is recorded 

either by VakpatiraJa or Kalhan* This suggests that the king of 

Tamralipta at that time was not a powerful or a famous king.

Most probably either he was a vassal chief of Gauda or of Magadha* 

Practically since the death of Sasanka till the rise of the Palas 

the political history of Bengal is characterised by disunity 

and% state of power politics as evident from our present discussion.

88. Ibid.# Verse# 417
89* MajumdaT# K.'C.# op.cit.# p. 75
90. Ibid.# ppm 75f.
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Just before the rise of the Pales (Circa 750 A*D* onwards)

a terrible anarchy overtook Bengal* Might became the right and

the law of the jangle prevailed in Gauda-Vanga* No king could

establish order in any part of the country because no king could

establish his authority for a long period* The absence of stable

government and the anarchy affected the normal life of the people*
__ 91

This state of confusion has been referred to as “Matsyanyaya"
k ' 92in the lyallmpore Copper plate of Dharmapala* This inscription

refers to the event in the following couplet s

matsyanyayam = apohitum prakritibir s= lakshstyah
<5

Karam grlhitay/

IsdUgopala - iti kshitlsa-sirasam clmdamanis
• 9

= tat - sutah /

(Kielhom translates this passage as follows i 

"His son was the crest-j ewel of the heads of kings* the glorious 

Copals,whom the people made take the hand of Fortune# to put an 

end to the practice of fishes*)

In a footnote to the above# Kielhom adds s "Goplla was 

made king by the people to put an end to a lawless state of things 

in which everyone was the prey of Ms neighbour•“ The same scholar

also cites authority for Ms interpretation of the phrase
— __ 93•matsya-nyaya* .*

91* It means big fishes eat small ones* TMs is the nyaya or law 
of the fishes. That was the condition of Bengal among the 
human beings just before the rise of the Pal as.

92* Majumdar# R.C.# op• cit• # p. 95 
93. Ibid.,
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Tamralipta# a j anapada of Bengal was not an exception from

this general state of confusion of Bengal before the rise of the 

Palak* The decline of Tamralipta as a flourishing port at that 

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 Sasanka to the rise of the Palas) has 

yet been found* This evidence leads one to conclude that Tamralipta 

j anapada 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 ^nd it Is believed that he “consolidated his authority 

over the whole of Bengal” and this consolidation and establishment 

of peace and order paved the way for the imperial expansion under 

his able -son Dharmapala (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 

(C* 810-850 A.D.) was* too* a great king. There is no doubt that 

Airing these early Pala kings (C* 750-850 A.D.) no part of Bengal 

enjoyed independent status. So Tamralipta j anapada 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 almost to an insignificant

94. Ibid.* p. 100
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' 95political power in Worth India” till the accession of

MaMpala I (C. 988*1038 A.D.)» Taking advantage of the weakness

of the successors of Devapala <C. 850*988 A.D*), the Pratiharas,

the Chahdellas, the Kalachuris etc* annexed the different parts

of Pala empire during this period as evident from the inscriptions!
96evidence of the rulers of the aforesaid dynasties* • During this

period the political integrity of Bengal was totally lost and

Bengal was then divided into many political divisions i*e#,

janapadas* The reference in Kalachuri and Chahdella inscriptions

to the various component parts of Pala empire such as Radha#

Gauda, <Anga and Vangala as separate political units may be‘noted 
97 —here* Though the name of Tamralipta does not occur in these

inscriptions, yet its existence as a distinct janapada cannot

be ignored* It was then either ruled independently or included

within the kingdom of others* This hypothesis may be supported

from the literary evidence recorded in the Kjyya - Mirgansa of

Raj sekhara who is believed to have flourished in the 9th or

10th century A.D* Da this work, the name of Tlmralipta along
98with other fifteen j anapadas of Eastern India occurs* it suggests 

that TUnralipta was ruled independently at the time of R^j sekhara* 

On the otherhand there are positive inscriptions! evidence of

95. Ibid*, p. 119 
96* Ibid., pp. 119*131*
97* Ibid., p. 126
98* Ray, N.R., op.cit*, pp* 458, 459
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•the Chahdellas# their rulers Yasovarraan and his son Dhanga
_ 99

who annexed a greater part of Bengal including Radha* Again#
5

we find from the Kalachur! records that their ruler Dakshmanaraja 

who probably ruled in the third quarter of the 10th century A#D. 

defeated the king of Vangala (i*e## southern and part of Eastern 

Bengal) and conquered Odra (i*e.# Orissa) This is suggestive 

enough and wit is very probable that he advanced through Orissa 

to the deltaic coast of Bengal**# Both the inscriptions! 

evidence of the Chshdellas and the Kaiacharis also throws light 

that however# temporary the possession might be# Tiihrallpta came 

under their dominions either as an independent janapada or as a 

oart of either Radha or Gauda*

Besides these powers# the Palas had to suffer at the hands 

of the Kamboj as# a hill-tribe of the North who captured Western
in?

and Northern Bengal from the Palas# It is believed that the 

whole of the South West Bengal including Tamrallpta was ruled by 

the Kamboj a rulers Rajyapala# Narayanpala and Ne&apala* The 

Idra copper-plate grant found at Balesore District of Orissa 

throws light on this-:point* The Kamboj-Pala kingdom in south west 

Bengal continued far . about half a century and we do not have any

99* Majumdar# R.C## ,op«cit»# p* 125 
100.Ibid** pp. 125-126 
101.Ibid., p* 126
102."The theory of a Kamboj a invasion is not supported by any 

positive evidence# and appears to be highly irnprobable. ” 
(Ibid*# p. 127)

103***If we identify Hijyapala of the Idra plate with the Pala 
King Rljyapala# we must held that there was a partition of 
the Pala kingdom after his death between two branches of the 
Pala family* If we do not accept this identification# the 
most reasonable view would be to hold that Rajyapala# an
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positive evidence how this dynasty had lost Its hold In that 

area* Possibly the Ketnbojas began to rale in that area (Siring
A

the reign of Vigrahepala II (c* 960-988 &.D#) • Historians are 

at a controversy about the Karaboja (^nasty#

though daring the reign of Mahlpala I <C. 988-1038 A.D#)*

the Pal a glory was restored to some extent* yet his reign was

marked by the invasion of Rij endra Chela (C. JO21-10 23 A*D«) •
los —We are told in the Tirumalai Inscription that Raj endra Choi a I

/ /

subjugated Od&*Vishaya (Orissa)# Kosalainadu (South Kosala)#

Dharraapala of Tsndabhut! (Bandabhakti# probably the district of

Balesore and a portion of Midnapore)# Rsnasara of Takkanaladam

(South Radha)# Govindachsndra of Vangalades^a (Eastern Bengal)#

Mahlpala# the Pala ruler and Uttiraladam (North Radha) This

suggests that Dandabhakti, south Radha# Vanga and North Radha
$ * & *

were ruled by different rulers and these were not restored to the 

Pala empire by Hahipala I* For our purpose it Is to be noted that 

(Siring this period Timralipta J anapada lost its independence and

that it was included within the kingdom of Dandabhakti or South 

Radha*

The internal disruption and foreign invasions led to the 

collapse of the Pala kingdom and the Sena family# that ruled

affibltious and powerful Kamboja chief# perhaps a dignitary 
or high official under the Palas# had taken advantage of the 
weakness of the Pala kingdom to set up an independent 
principality which ultimately comprised Western and Northern 
Bengal*"(Ibid** p. 127)

104* Mhikari# I.(Ed#)# op»cit** pp# 122-123# Haiti# p.# 
op.cit** p# 510'

105* Epigraph!ca Indiea* Vol# IX* pp. 229-233
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Bengal after the Paias,- appears from their official records
to have originally belonged to Karnata in South India* This..
f atnily might also have come in-the waKe of foreign invasions
and established their power in some parts of Radha. subsequently
one of the members of this family named vij ayasena (c. 1095-

1158 a*£>.) who must have begun his career as a chief, laid’ "the
foundation of the greatness of his family by conquering nearly
the whole of Bengal"* The supremacy of the Senas in Bengal
continued during the reigns of Vallalasena (c« il58-1179) and
BaKshmsnasena (C* 1179-1207) • Tims it may safely foe concluded
that during the reigns of three Sena Kings — Vij ayasena,
Vallalasena and Bakshmanasena —* Timralipta along with other
ancient political divisions of Bengal came under their rule*
After BaKshmanasena practically the consoiidation of the Sena
power throughout Bengal was lost and the successors of Babshmana-
sena ruled for some time in Eastern and southern Bengal as Known

107from their records* During the last years of BsKshmanasena 

two independent Kingdoms grow tip in Bengal and some time about 
12G2 Bengal was invaded by Muslims under the leadership of Muhammad 
BaKhtyir Khllji as recorded in Tabagat-i-Masirlu Thus ended the 
ancient period of Bengal history.

Besides the references cited above in course of our 
discussion about the political history of ancient Timralipta 
in particular and Bengal in general# many Pur an as viz*,

104* Majumdar, R.C, op*cit», p. 224 
107. Ibid., p« 236



35

Markandeya Parana# Matsya Parana# Vishnu-Puraha# Vayu~Puraha#
;■ ........... *'■■ --------a- ■— : x1' ....... .. ......... "S*""

Padma-Purahe and Vaman a~Pu rah a which had been written in different
T~r:""" r"r"'.'"5T"'T' i; a '• " • •' 11" ^
times of the ancient period# refer to Tamrallpta as a distinct 
territory of janapada of Eastern India* Most or these PurShas 

mention the people of Tamrallpta in course of mentioning the 
people of eastern countries*'*’0® . .. .,

Thus from our survey it is clear that in ancient period 
Tamralipta was either ruled independently or included within 
the kingdoms of others* As there is no mention of the name of 
any king who ruled in that janapada# it may thus he conjectured 

that the j anapada or kingdom of tfamralipta never rose into 
prominence in Bengal politics* It was a small kingdom*

108* For details see the research paper of Samanta# S*# in 
Panskara Banamali College# Patrika# 1964*65# pp* 10*11*


