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PREFACE.

This volume contains the history of the early
Rashtrakitas (Rathodas) and their well-known branch,
the Gahadavialas of Kanauj up to the third-quarter
of the 13th century of Vikrama era, that is, up to the
migration of Rao Siha towards Marwar.

In the absence of any written account of the rulers
of this dynasty, the history is based on its copper
plates, inscriptions and coins hitherto discovered.
Sanskrit, Arabic and English’ works, which throw
some light on the history of this dynasty, however
meagre, have also been referred to. Though the
material thus gathered is not much, yet what is known
is sufficient to prove that some of the kings of this
dynasty were most powerful rulers of their time.
Further, some of them, besides being the patrons of
art and literature, were themselves good scholars.
The artistic and literary works of their time are held
in high esteem even to this day.

The extent of their power is sufficiently vouchsafed
by the writings of the early Arab travellers and the
levying of “Turushkadanda” a tax like ‘“Jaeid” on
the Mohammedans, by Govindachandra.

Nor was their generosity less defined. Out of
numerous copper grants recovered, no less than 42

-— —— -

| Specially 8ir R, G, Bhandarkar's article in the Bombay Gazetteer.



n
trace their source of munificence to a single donor,
Govindachandra. Another magnificent example of
their generosity is brought to light by a couplet from
the copper grant' of Dantivarman (Dantidurga) II,
dated Shaka Samvat 675 (V.S. 810=A.D. 753). The
couplet runs a- follows:--

maqfn: glams, amagagrag |
zgeqn IRl gegarE gsifaar no9g

i.e., His (Dantivarman’s) mother by granting lands
in charity in almost all the 400,000 villages of his
kingdom proved Lis reverence for her.

Many historians hesitate to believe the Gahadavalas
of Kanauj to be @ hranch of Rashtrakatas. But in
view of the reasons given to meet the various objec-
tions regarding this theory, which has been discussed
in the first few chapters of this volume, it is evident
that in fact the Gahadavalas belonged to a branch of
the Rashtrakiitas and came to be so called because of
their conquest of Gadhipur (Kanauj).

The history of the Rashtrakiitas was first published
in Hindi in my book named ‘‘Bharata-ké-Prachina-
Raja Vamsha,” Vol. III. A synopsis of the first few
chapters of this book, under the heading of “The
Rashtrakatas and the Gahadavilas” as well as its last
chapter named “The Gahadavalas of Kanauj’ appear-
ed in the Journal of the Royal Asiatic Seciety of Great
Britain and Ireland, January 1930 and January 1932
respectively. The matter given in the appendix of this
book was published in The “Indian Antiguary,”’

— e —— fop— -

1 1ndian Antiquary, Vol, XI, page 111,
2 Published in A. D. 1925.

’
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January 1930. Hence, this volume is an attempt
to bring out the history of the Rashtrakitas (Rathodas)
in a revised and enlarged form.

It will not be out of place here to express the grati-
tude to all those scholars whose efforts have been
helpful in the preparation of this volume.

As the special letters “m’”, and “n”, were not
available, simple “m’’, and “n’> have been used in
their places and ‘‘sh’ has been used for both ot and w,
In some places simple “‘r”’ is used instead of ‘1"

Archeological Department, Bisursuwir Namnt Reu,
Jodhpur.
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THE RASHTRAKUTAS.

In 269 B. C. (i.e, 212 years before the Vikrama Era)
there flourished a very powerful and religious king
in India named Asadka. He got his edicts inscribed
on pillars set up in various provinces of his kingdom.
In those found at Minsarz, Shihbazgarhi (North-West
Frontier Province), Girnar (Saurishatra) and Dhavali
(Kalinga) the words “Rathika,” “Ristika’ (Rashtrika)
or “Lathika’ appear just after the mention of the
Kambojas and the Gandharas.

Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar, reading both the words
“Rashtika” (or Ristika) and *‘Pé&ténika” thus occurring
as one, takes it to have been used to denote the here-
ditary governing familles of Maharashtra'. But, as
the edict of Shahbazgarhi contains “=24a =a1% awa fasa
fafafasd” it appears that the words ‘“Rathika” and
“Pitinika’” are used to denote two different tribes.?

Mr C V. Vaidya holds the word Rashtrika to denote
the Rashtrakatas or the Mahuariashtva® province, whom
he considers to be the Maharacia Kshatriyas®, different
from the Rashtrakutas of the north. But in the ancient
books “Dipavamsha’ and “Mahavamsha’ of the Pali
language the word Maharaita’, and not Rashtrika,
stands for the inhabitants of Maharashtra provinece.

——— — —w— B S —

1 Asdka by Bhandarkar, pase 33. 2. In the “Anguttarnikiya’” the words

Urren” and - fq..4"" are also separately stated.

3 History of Mediaeval Hindu India, part iT, page 323,

4 History of Mediaeval Hindu Ind'a, part II, pages 152-153.

5 From the cave inscrintions of Bhidji, B3Jlsi. Kirll and Nandghit of the ond
century of the Christ:an Era it appears that this Mah&ratta tribe Was very gererous.



2 HISTORY OF RASHTRAKUTAS.

Dr. Hultzsch holds the words ’Rathika’ or ‘“ Ra-
trika’’ (Rashtrika) as pertaining to Arattas of the
Punjab. But if, in regard to the derivation of the
word Aratta,’ we were to apply the ‘Bahuvrihi Samasa,’
( = ageq smAr @ afend @ mng: ) then the difference of
opinion would be squared up to some extent. In the
inseriptions of the Rashtrakiitas a second name of
their tribe is also found as ‘“‘Ratta”. There should
be no hesitation, therefore, in supposing that the
Rashtrakiitas were formerly the settlers of the Punjab,
whence they migrated to the south and in the course of
time carved out a kingdom in the Deccan.

A copper grant’ of Rashtrakita king Abhimanyu
has been found from the Undikavatika. As it bears no
date, it is supposed to be of the beginning of the 7th cen-
tury of V.S. Itcontains the words:-‘e»&3fta wasguaurgsigaai

3
wszg(3) a1 (at) flasya wais 3fa ust sy i, e., king Mananka,
the greatest of the Rashtrakiita race, was adorned
with virtue and fame.

1 Corpus Inscriptionum Indicarum, Vol. 1, page 56. In the “Mahabharata”
the “Aratta’ province is thus described:—
SR gEecaAT 93 DgIAEgI o 39 0
wezra fqg 2 galea ) Aar
> -
gezarm faaes 7 faegaw afefiz: 0 320

ﬂ!liiﬂm%‘?{ﬂ’: ...... R
. Karna Parva, Adhyéaya-4,

i. e, the province irrigated by the waters of the futlej,'the Bias, the Révi, the Chendb,
the Jhélum, and the Indus and lying outside the mountains is called Aratta. At the
time of the Mahabharata th s province wasunder the sway of king Shalya.

In the Dharma and ShraGta Sutrds of Baudhdyana, this province is stated as a
non-Aryan province (vide first prashna,first chapter and 18—12—13 respectively.)

In 326 B C. (269 years before Vikrama Era) the Arattas had opposed Alexander
near Baluchistan as appears from the works of the contemporary writers,

2. Journal of the Bombay Asiatic Society, Vol X VI, page 80,
3. Some people read Jgagrai in place of uszgraf, but it is incorrect.
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The stone inscription' of Raja Dantidurga, fixed
in the Dashavatara temple of the Ellora caves, contains
the line:- ‘@ 3% =g + faat ssuszz2r+ad’ 1. e., who is not
aware of the world-famous Rashtrakuta race.

In a copper grant’ of this very king dated Shaka
Samvat 675 (V. S. 810=A. D.753) and also in that’ of
Nandaraja of Shaka S. 631 (V.S.766=A.D.709) found at
the village of Multai in the Central Provinces, the
name of the dynasty is given as ‘“Réashtrakiita”. A
similar name is found in inscriptions and grants of
various other kings. But there are also some old writ-
ings, in which this clan is named as “Ratta?’ such as
the inscription of Amoghavarsha I found at Sirdr, in
which he is spoken of as” wimzw’

In a copper grant® of Indra III dated Shaka S. 836
(V.S.971=A.D.914) found at Nausari Amodghavarsha
is described as the promoter of prosperity of the
“Ratta’ race.

In the copper grant of Déoli’ it is stated that “Ratta’
was the originator of this dynasty and ‘‘Rashtrakiata”
was his son from whom the dynasty took its name®.

In an inscription of Ghostindi in Mewar the dynasty

is named as “Rashtravarya’” and in a copper grant of
Nadol’ as “Rashtrauda.”

1 Cave templés inscriptions, page 92. and Avch, Survey, Western India, Vol. V,
page 87.

2 Indian Antignary, Vol, XI, page 111,

3 Indian Antiguary, Vol. XVIILpage 234,

4 As “Mata”, “Vaddiga” and “Chapa’ are the corrupt forms of “Manyakhéta’”
Yadava Vishnu Vardhna and “Chapotkata” respectively, similarly “Ratta” might
algo be a corrupt form of “Rashtrakita’. .

5 Indian Antiquary, Vol. XTI, page 213,

6 Journal Bombay Branch Royal Asiatic Society, Vol. X VIII, page 257,

7 Journal Bombay Branch Royal Asiatic Society, Vol. XVIII, pages 249.251,
And Epigraphia Indica, Vol. V, page 192,

-

8 The birth of Réshtrakiita in the family of Ratta is only a poetic conjecture,
9 Copper grant of Chauhéna Kirtipala of V. S. 1218, °
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In the word ‘‘Rashtrakuta’” ‘“Rashtra’” means
“kingdom” and ‘“Kiuta’’ denotes collection, ‘“‘lofty”
or “excellent”. Thus, the word ‘Réashtrakata”
means‘‘ a great or excellent kingdom”. The country
ruled over by this dynasty might have been named
“Maharashtra'”, which word is similarly formed by
prefixing the syllable “Maha’” to the word “Rashtra’’.

In modern times, owing to the divergence of dialects,
we come across many corrupt forms of the word
“Rashtrakuta’”, such as, “Rathavara, Rathavada,
‘Rathaura, Rathauda?,Rathada’, Rathada‘and Rathoda”.

Dr. Burnely finding the word ‘‘Ratta’” used in the
later writings of the Réshtrakiitas® connects them with
‘the Telugu-speaking ‘Réddi’ tribe. But the latter wasa
primitive tribe, while the Rashtrakiitas migrated to
the south from the north. (This fact will be dealt
with hereafter in a separate chapter). Therefore this
theory is untenable.

In the court of Raja Narayana Shaha of Mayiiragiri
there flourished a poet named Rudra. By the order of
the said king he compiled a poem named ‘“Réashtraudha
Vamsha Mahakavya” in Shaka Semvat 1518 (V. S. 1653
=A. D. 1596), the first chapter of which contains the

1 Just as the country ruled over by the “Malava’ race was named Malwa, and
that ruled over by the Gurjaras, Gujrat, similarly the country roled over by the
Rashtrakiitas in Southern Kathiawar was named Saurdshira (Soraih) and the
country between Narbada and Mahi named Rat and “Lat might be a corrupt form
of it. (;The country including the states of Aliraipur, Jhabua ete, is probably called
Rath.) In the inscription of Skandagupta on the Girnar hill, there is a mention
of the “Sérath” province. Thus, the names Réashtra (Rath), Saurdshtra (Sorth)
and Maharashtra as applied to tracts bear testimony to the greatness of the
Rashtrakiitas.

2 This form ig found in the ifseription dated V. &, 1208, of Jasadbavala, found at
Koyalvava (Godwar).

3 This form is mentioned in the inseription of Rithora Salkhi, dated V.S,1213,
found at ‘Vrihaspati Tank’, 8 miles north-west of Jodhpur,

4 This forrm is found 'n the irseription of Ra6 Siha of V. 8, 1320, found at Bithi
(Dist, Pali).

5 In the imscription of Rathoda Hammira of V. 8, 1573, found at Phalodi, the
word Rashtrakiita is ysed,
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lines:- waza¥s aad=rqr uSAnITEg adeEE: | BRA 05 T @ AN Usd)
(s ) gami afgg wala: v =2 u i.e., (the Goddess Latna) thus
addressed {Raja-Nariayana) through the heavens, “He
will be thy son and as he has maintaired thy kingdom
and family, his name will be “Rashtrédha”,



EMIGRATION OF THE RASHTRAKUTAS
FROM THE NORTH TO THE SOUTH.

It has already been stated that Dr. Hultzsch holds!
the Rashtrikas, mentioned in the edicts of Ashoka, and
the Arattas, residing in the Punjab at the time of
the Mahabharata, to be of one and the same tribe.
The Arattas existed in the Punjab up to the time of
Alexander’s invasion. Similarly, in the edicts of
Ashoka of Manséra, Shahbazgarhi (N.W.F. Province),
Girnar (Junagadh) and Dhavali (Kalinga), mention
of the Rashtrika occurs just after the Kambojas and
the Gandharas. All these facts go to show clearly that
the Rashtrakitas at first resided in the north-western?
part of India and from there they afterwards migrated
to the south. Dr. Fleet also holds the same opinion.

1. Corpus Ingeriptionum Indicarum. Vol. I, page 56,

2. Though in some inseripticns of the Rashtrakitos they are stated to be
‘Chandra Vamshis’, vet, in fact, thev are ‘Sirva Vamshiz’. (This subject will be
treated later in a separate chapter). The present rulers of Marwar consider them-
selves to be the descendants of Kusha, con of Ramachandra of the Solar race In
the ‘Vighnu Purdna’, 61 kings are named from Ihshyikit (a descendant  of Strya),
down to Shri Ramachandra, and 60 names are enumerated from Shri Rima to the
lagt (Stirya amshi) king Sumitra.  Thus, from Tkshvak@ down to Snmitra there
are 121 names of kings in all (and 125 perhaps in the ‘Bhagavata’). Beyond this, there
isno trace of the Solar kinss in the Puranas. (According to the Puidinas the time
of Sumitra comes to about 3000 (?) vears before this day.)

In the ‘Uttar Kanda’ of the ‘Vilmikiva Ramayana,” Bharat, brother of Shri
Ramachandra, is stated to have conqfiered the Gandharvas (the people of Nandhar).
It also inforn's us that Bharata had two song, Taksha and Pushkala, Taksha fonnded
the city of Takshashilda after his name, and Pushkala founded Pughkaldvata.
Takshashila ie the modein Taxila. This city was situated in a cireuit of 12 miles
to the south-cast of Hasanabdal and north west of Rawalpindi. Pushkalavata was in
the north-west rear Peshawar. Itisat pregent known as Charsada., Kusha, theson of
Shri Ramachandra, leaving Ayddhya, had founded the Kushivati city, near modern
Mirzapur, on the bank of thic Ganges, It js probable that owing to some mishap the
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THE NORTH TO THE SOUTH,

Mr. C. V. Vaidya holds the Rashtrakiitas of the
Deccan to be the Aryans of the south. But he presumes
that they had settled there, having come from the north
long before their establishing the kingdom in the
Deccan for the second time. But, at the same time, he
says that these Rashtrakiutas were present in the
Maharashtra' even at the time of the edicts of Ashoka.
The above conclusion of Mr. Vaidya is merely based
on the situation of the edicts of Ashoka, which
mention this clan. It has no sound basis, as two of
such edicts were found in the North-West, one in
Saurashtra and the other in Kalinga.

Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar, connecting the Rashtrakiitas
with the western provinces, holds them to be the resi-
dents of Maharashtra.! But in the fifth edict of Ashoka,
found at Shahbazgarhi it is thus stated :—

N 4aq aid dzea fafaza Aaf qoa?

“Therefore it would be incorrect to connect the words
“fsea fofafass with 4ft ww@” The residents of the
western provinces, mentioned here, might be some
people different from the Rashtrakatas.

The family title of these Rashtrakitas was ¢ Lata-
larapuradhishvara.” Mr. Rajvade and others hold this
Latalarapura to be the modern Ratnapur in Bilaspur
District (C.P.). If this supposition be correct, then
the migration of the Rathoras from the north to the
south is proved.

descendants of Kusha might have gone up to their cousins, the descendants of Bharata,
and in the course of time having acquired the name “Rahstrika or Aratta’” on their
return had gone some to the north and others to the south ¢ia Girndr. But this is
only imaginary.

We learn from the ‘Rambhamanjari Natika' of NayachandraSiiri that
Jayachchandra was borr in the Ikshvaki family (refer page 7.)

1. History of Mediaeval Hindu India, Part 11, page 323.
2. Ashdka by D. R. Bhandarkar, page 33,
3. Corpus Inscriptionum Indicarum, Vol. I, page 55, *
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From the copper grant, dated Shaka S.972(V.S. 1107=
A.D. 1051), of the Solanki king Trilochanapala of Lata
we learn that Chalukya, the prime ancestor of the
Solankis had married the daughter of the Rashtrakita
king of Kanauj.! From this it is quite evident that the
Rashtrakatas had also ruled over Kanauj® in the early
period and about the sixth century of the Vikrama era
they took possession of the kingdom of the Solankis

of the Deccan.

This fact is further proved by the copper grant of
SolankiRajaraja of the Deccan, issued in his 32nd regnal
year (Shaka S.975=V.S. 1110=A.D. 1053), found at
Yévar, which informs that after king Udayana,’ 59 kings
of his dynasty ruled over Ayodhya. The last of these
was Vijayaditya who founded the Solanki kingdom in
the south His 16 descendants ruled in the Deccan

! qumq ofadr a2 asisaqid ag Ik
iblfllirﬁf azs | (53T2EY FeqRIH )
qeeql AT qedt & AgFNCEE dafim o &
(Indian Antiquary, Vol. XII, page 201 )

2. Mr. J. W. Watson, Political Superintendent, Palanpur, writes that on
Thursday Mangasira Sudi 5, Samvta 936 king Shripata Rathora of Kanauj, on
accession to the Gaddi, had made a grant of 16 villages in the north of Gujrat to
Chibadia Brabmanas, out of which village Lta is still in the possession of their
deszendants.

Further, he wr'tes that the ancient Arab Geographers have stated the boundary
of Kanauj as be.ng adjacent to Sindh.  Almasudi has mentioned Sindh to be under
the government ot the king of Kanauj and the Mohmedan h sworiaus of Gujrat have
algo stated the king of Kanauj to be the master of Gujrat.

(Indian Antiquary, Vol. 111, page 41.)

In quoting the writing of Mr. Watson here, we mean only to say that the
Rashtrakiitas were even formerly the kings of Kanaujand their kingdom extended
far and wide. Asregards Shripata we can only say that he perhaps beinga member
of the Kanauj royal family was called Kanaujéshvara. When king Dhruvaraja of
Lata had defeated the Ihatihaia king Bhojadéva of Kanauj he might have arranged
for the grant of scme districts of Kanauj to Shripata's father, who was a
Riashtrakiita by caste. And afterwards Shripata on ascending the throne (on his
father's death), might have made the aforceiid grant. The village Eta isalgo
described as having been granted by the Rathoras of Kanauj in the Bombay

Gazetteer, Vol. V, page 320.
8, 1n this grant Udayana is mentioned as 47th in descent from Brahm3,
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THIE NORTIH TO T SOUTH.

after which their kingdom passed on to another dynasty.
Here another dynasty means the Rishtrakiita dynasty,
because it is stated in the copper grants of the Solankis
of Shaka S. 946 of Miraj and that of Shaka S. 999 of
Yeévar that Jayasimha, having defeated Rashtrakiita
Indraraja, again obtained the kingdom of the Chalukya
dynasty.!

Kirtivaraman, the great grandson of this Jayasimha,
ascended the thronein V. S. 624. So his great grand-
father Jayasimha may have lived about the second-
half of the 6th century of the Vikrama era. Thus, it
proves that the Rashtrakfitas ruled here in the 6th
century. Besides, itis also presumed that the marriage
of the ancestor of the Solankis with the daughter
of the king of Kanauj might have taken place, when
the former ruled at Ayodhya.

1. 6eceesenssooesosss o I

YIIIFRTATRNFITHG, |
(Indian Antiquary, Vol, V111, Page 13)
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THE ORIGIN OF THE RASHTRAKUTAS.

About 75 inscriptions and copper grants of the time
of the Rashtrakiita kings of the Deccan and Gujarat
‘have up to this time been found, in only 8' of which
the Rashtrakiitas are mentioned as belonging to the
Yadava line.

The earliest of these containing the lineage of the
Rashtrakitas, is of Shaka S. 782 (V. S. 917 = A:D. 860),
while all the other inseriptions and copper plates of the
earlier dates are silent on the point as to whether they
are Surya Vamshls or Chandra Vamshls. Out of the

1 The8 mecrxptlonﬂ and copper pl‘ites are as follows —
The first of Shaka S, 782 (V. 8. 917=4.D.860) of king Amodghavarsha I,
contains:—
afaag qgaea,
(Epigraphia Indica, Vol. VI, page 29.)
The second of Shaka S.836 (V.S 971=\.D. 914) of Inchardja 111, contains:—
aeaEar ggar safa g 379,
(Journal Bombay Asiatic Society, Vol. XVIIT, page 261.)
The third of Shaka S. 852 (V. S. Y$7=A.D 930) and the fourth of Shaka 8. 85
(V.8,990=A.D, 933) of Gdovindaraja IV, mention the lineage of the king as under:—
g ayg Yy fegfady agam
(Epigraphia Tndica, Vol. VII, page 36 and
Indian Antiquary, Vol. X1I. page 249.)
The fifth of Shaka 8. 862 (V. S. 997=A.D. 940) and th» «ixth of Shaka S. 880
(V. 8.1015=A.D. 958) of Krishnaraja IT1, statc:i—
3g3Y grafgegqemrs
(Epigraphia Indica, Vol. V, page 192 and Vol 1V, page 281.)
The seventh of Shaka S. 804 (V. 8. 1029=A.D. 972) i¢ of Karkardja 1I, which too

containg :—
TMIGFA AR
(Indian Antiquary, Vol. XII, page 264.)
The eighth of Shaka 8. 930 (V. S. 1065—=A.D. 1008) is of Kakkala, which also bears:-

S Dspiiediy am aggafiaw usgprana
(Epigraphia Indica, Vol. III, page 300.)
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above 8, the copper grant of Shaka S. 836 goes a step
further as follows:—

e RaaacafFagsear
Nafragagaf: gEaRISgE 0

i.e., Rashtrakiita Dantidurga was born in the line
of Yadava Satyaki.'

But some time ago about 1800 silver coins of
Rashtrakuta king Krishnaraja I, were found at Dhamori
(Amraoti). On the obverse of these, the head of the
king is represented, while on the reverse there is a
phrase as stated below:—

¢ qaarga azIfemEigaaa? o s

This Krishnarija was ruling in V. S. 829 (A.D. 772)
and it bears testimony to the fact that at that time the
Rashtrakitas were considered to be of the Solar
origin, and the followers of the ‘Shaiva’ religion.

A copper grant of Rashtrakita GovindarajaIIl,dated
Shaka S. 730 (V. S. 865=A. D. 808) found at Radhanpur
contains:—

“afera ey Rafiaat duszgzead-
Y FRFATIeRgRTFIAREST: 9 |

i.e., by the birth of this virtuous king, the Rashtrakuta
dynasty became is invincible as the Yadava dynasty
by the birth of Shri Krishna.

[
&

1 Halayudha in his ‘Kavirahasya’ has also mentioned the Rashirakiitas as
being the descendants of Yadava Satyaki, Further, in the copper grant of Krishna 1II,

dated Shaka S. 862 thers is a similar deseription (FEXISI anfy arcafEmRme:).

2 In the copper grant of Govindachandra &f V.S 1174, the Gihadavéla kings
are also mentioned as ‘Paramamihéshvara’ or staunch Shaivites,

3 The word ‘TIITEAA g generally preceded by the name of the father of
the person mentioned after it. Here the ‘az1fzen’ alludes to the king's solar lineage,
because in the documents hitherto discovered ‘Mahdditya’ appears neither as a title
nor as a name of Krishnardja's father. Thus, it doubtlessly refers to his prime
ancestor, the Sun,
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From this it is quite evident that upto V.S. 865
(A.D. 808) the Rashtrakiita dynasty was considered
as quite distinet from the Yadava family'. But later
on, in the copper grant of Amoghavarsha I, dated
Shaka S. 872, the Rashtrakutas are mentioned as the
Yadavas. This is due to mistaking for identity the
similitude of the Yadavas with the Rashtrakiitas in the
foregoing grant; and the authors of the subsequent 7
documents, without thinking over the matter, followed
suit.

It may be objected why the Rashtrakaitas did not
care to rectify the mistake if, in fact, they did not
belong to the Lunar stock. But instances of adnerence
to a mistaken theory adopted by the ancestors are not
rare. The Sisodiya family of the Maharanas of Méwar
is considered, beyond any doubt, to be of the Solar
origin, yet Rand Kumbha, one of the most talented
rulers of this dynasty, following the opinions of his
predecessors, describes in the ‘Rasikapriya,’a rendering
by him on the ‘Gitagovinda’ his prime ancestor Bapa
Ravala, as the son of a Brahmana:—

A=At Al Nacgamr Fagmsg

In the ‘Rashtraudha Vamsha Mahakavya’ of V. S.

1 In the inseription of V. S 1442 of the Yadava king Bhima, found at
Prabhasapitan, it is thus stated:—

A (at) sfad) () fe aar e ()
UDIWEG qur gt
EEERteEINSEER

eaeaif=gd ar (@) qgar sung 1y o

i.e, just as the two dynasties known ag the Solar and the Lunar are famous, in the
like manuer, the third dynasty known as the Rathora is also famous.

! ¢ b K King Dharma
of this dynasty married Yamuna, the daughter of king Bhima.

(‘Sabitya’, Vol. I, part I, pages 279-281 ; and

Bombay Gazetteer, Vol. 1, part I, pages 208-209,)
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1653 (already mentioned), it is stated' that Goddess
Latana brought the son, born of the Chandra (Moon),
and handed him over to the Surya Vamshl king
Narayana of Kanauj, who had been observing penance
for the birth of a son. And, as the child took upon
himself the burden of the kingdom and the protection
of the dynasty of the said Strya Vamshi king, he was
named Rashtrodha. Thisshows thattheRathoras, even
at that time too, were considered to b2 Strya Vamshis.

Similarly, in the inscriptions of the Gahadavila
kings of Kanauj they have been mentioned as Surya
Vamshis :—

“ardiziagfaaand: aw@A@g fa nang
argifgaeaifa feaear am anfamg g 0

i.e., on the expiry of a line of kings, ‘Strya Vamshi’
Yashovigraha, as powerful as the Sun himself, came
to the throne.

These Gahadvala Rathoras were also Rashtrakitas,
(this fact w111 be proved in the next chapuel) therefore,

Lgu #fEAGY &RGA, IHATACT TgE S: |
eawqma‘mq‘zmgﬂfa maraw mm bl

PEEE RIRER)

w"aﬁrq zﬁrmmmm, aanrai aaqﬂ'uar eﬁ llwu

wma'iwrﬁnaﬁaﬁu-ﬁa‘cfaaIa‘aﬁzaz@rif: |
matfaasruainsEyamEtafia: Fa 1M

ae a¢ awaf@arg:,  HEFsRtamuaia 1
W FEA @raaredr, adcy g Mgy |
ﬁa‘tazm'iqf‘a%a@—vr—dcmﬁrﬂm ngx Cois SICIVR
aﬂmm‘r arq 39: ganff, a3t wmfét IET: ||

] TR ARG, FIFRE@Iq Ul

WATIRG ANV, YAAAITEG dA6GT: |

A USE T 39 TN, TS (s Jezar afkg sefta: el
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the fact of the Rashtrakitas being ‘Stirya Vamshis’ is
unquestionable.!

1 Though the earliest-known copper grant of the Rashtrakiita Abhimanyu
containsg no date, yet from its character it appearsto be of about the beginning of
the seventh century of the Vikrama era. 'The scal on it containe an image of a
lion, the vehicle of Goddess Ambika. Similarly, in the coins of Krishiparaja I, he
is described as ‘Parama Mahéshvara’ or a staunch Shaivite. But in the subsequent
grants of the Rashtraklitas a ‘Garuda’ has beeu substituted for the lion. This
shows that in the later period they might have been influenced by Vaishnavism.
(In view of the seals of these copper grants Bhagwan Lal Indraji has also formed
a similar opinion—Journal of Bombay Asiatic Society, Vol. X VI, page 9.)

Therefore, like the Gohila rulers of Bhaonagar, these kings also were
considered to be ‘Chandra Vamshis’ instead of ‘Sirya Vawmshle’. Formerly,
when Gohilas ruled over Kher ( Marwar), they were considered ‘Siirya Vamshis.
But after their migration to Kathiawar they came to be considered as ‘Chandra
Vamshis’' due to their being influenced by Vaishnavism, as is evinced by the

following stanza:—

‘gegafa G@ AT qan A

Fr@r /i X FE ST

wiiRg Sgl &3 =gl B

qieq $T WRIT W Nz@ T8 Tt
fraEaEERgT wifaaga 2% 9q

A ) A% W@k Qi A5E @0

In the fifth edict of Aehdka, inscribed on the Girnér hill, there is a mention of the
Rashtraklitas, and it shows that the latter had aleo some connection with that

province,
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THE RASHTRAKUTAS
AND
THE GAHADAVALAS.

As stated in a previous chapter, the Rashtra-
kitas originally migrated from the north to the south.

From the aforesaid copper grant, dated Shaka S.
972, of Solanki Trilochanapala, we learn that Chalukya,
the prime ancestor of the Solankis, had married the
daughter of the Rashtrakiata king of Kanauj. Similarly,
from the ‘Rashtraudha Vamsha Mahakavya’ it is
evident that the Rashtrakiitas ruled at Kanauj at an
earlier period.

An inscription' of Riashtrakata king Lakhanapala,
who flourished? about V. S. 1258 (A .D. 1201), found
at Badatn, contains the following:—

yeardifaauszggaszAaas): afaar
qtmalif‘mﬁmmmﬁ"t aﬁ?mq\algz“r |

aarf‘?a‘tsnaaavagm‘t a‘w-
wex: eq@zaAWifEaReea: |
, the city of Badatn, which is protected by the
famous Rashtrakiita kings, is an ornament to the
kingdom of Kanauj. Having overpowered the enemies
with his strength, Chandra became 1ts fust klng

1 E pxgmphn Tne hcw, \ ol I paog 64.
2 Mr. Sanyal considers this inseription to be of a date prior to V., 8, 1259 (A.D,
1202). This will be considered later on.
3 In the copper plate, dated V. S, 1150, of Chandradéva found at Badatn the
same Word ‘Panchala’ is used for Kanauj:—
FIAGA AT -FFIT-TY-F+EETE, )
(Epigraphia Indica, Vol XIV, phge 193.)
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A copper grant', dated V. S. 1148 (A.D. 1091), of
Gahadavala Chandradéva found at Chandravati
(Benares District) contains:—

frezemzaiielafifie Nawagar 3u
AR Ay agsezd
agrfagufarsras DfFERTfHag o

i.e., Chandradéva, the son of Yashovigraha, became
a very powerful king in this dynasty. Having defeated
his enemies by forece of arms, he took the kingdom
of Kanauj.

The dynasty of Chandradéva is not mentioned in
this copper plate.

It is evident from both these documents that Chand-
radéva at first conquered BadZin and afterwards
took possession of Kanauj. The first of these docu-
ments belongs to those who designated themselves as
‘Rashtrakiatas,” and the second to those who later on
assumed the title of ‘Gahadavala.” But by taking into
consideration the period of Chandradéva of the ins-
cription and of the copper plate, it is found that
Chandradéva, who had established his kingdom at
Kanauj and Chandradéva, from whom the Badain
line took its origin, was one and the same person.
His eldest son Madanapala became king of Kanauj,
and the younger son Vigrahapila? got Badatn as
‘Jagir.” The members of the Badain family continued
to be called ‘Rashtrakiitas’ but those of the Kanauj
family, in the couvse of time, came to be known as
Gahadavalas’ after Gadhipura{(Kanauj). This changed

1 Epigraphia Indica, Vol. 1IN, pazes 302-305.

2 Perhaps Chanda BardaT, the author of the ‘R@s6,” has also mentioned Lak hanapila,
the descendant of thiz Vigrahapila of Baddtn, as a nephew of Jayachandra.

3 The word “Gahada’” in the “Dingala” language means “firmness” and
“power.” Therelore, when the kings of thic dynasty became powerful and strong,
it is probable that, they might have assumed this title, or just as the Rashtrakiitas
of the village Rainka (in U.P.) have come to be called Rainkvals; in the
like manner the Rashirakifitas of this branch, being the residents or rulers
of Gadhipura (Kanauj), wers styled as Gahadavalas. For in the corrupt “Prakrita”



THE RASHTRAKUTAS AND THE GAHADAVALASN. 17

name of the dynasty appears in only the copper grants
of V. S. 1161,1162 and 1166 of the prince regent
Govindachandra' as well as in the inscription of his
queen Kumaradevi.?

By taking these facts into consideration we conclude
that at first the Rashtrakiitas held sway over Kanauj,
after whom the Guptas, the Baisas, the Maukbaris and
the Pratihdras’ ruled there one after another. But
from the copper grant! of Shaka Samvat 836 (V. S. 971),
issued by the Rashtrakita king Indraraja III, it
appears that he in his invasion of the North, having
conquered Upéndra, had laid waste Mérd (Kanauj).
Probably, Pratihara Mahipala was then ruling there.

After this invasion, the kingdom of the Pratiharas
(Padiharas) became weak and their feudatories began
to declare independence.® From this it appears that
about V. S. 1111 (A.D. 1054) Chandra of the Rashtra-

language the form of GAdhipura might have become “Gahada” instead of “Gahl-ur "
It may also be noted that when R&ao Sihéd severed all his connections with Kanauj
and migrated to Marwar, he abandoned his surname Gahadavala and ackuowledged
himself as simple Rashtrakita.

& MggTEy a7 B 39

2 Epigraphia Tndica, Vol. IX, P. 324,

3 In V. S 924 (A.D. $87) the Réshtrakiita king Dhruvar@ja 1I of “Lata”
(Gujrat) had defeated Pratihdra king Bhojadéva of Kanauj. It was Nagabhata II,
the grandfather of this Bhojadéva, who probably established his capital at Kanauj
by defeating Réshtrakiita Chakrdyudha, the successor of Indrayudha,

History of Rajpiitana, Vol. I, page 161, footnote 1.

¢ FAMIEANEE RaegmaRE |
RNezfrzuda e I3 7 Ffaag o

Journal Bombay Asiatic Society, Vol. XVIII, page 261. This fact is also borne
out by the copper grant, dated Shaka Samvat 852, of Gdvinda 1V, in which it is
stated that Indrardja III, with his horsemen, crossed the Jamuna and laid waste

the city of Kanauji— ®

ol aegeemysgar frgafeafa

¥ e aNzafiant Rgmgenfaag )

5 Even before this, between V. S 842 and 850 (A.D. 785 and 793), the kingdom

of Dhruvaréija had extended up to Avodhva in the north. Later, between V., 8. 932
and 971 (A.D. 875 and 914), in the time of Krishnardja IT, it spread up to the banks
of the Ganges and between V. S. 997 and 1023 (A.D. 940 and 966), in the time of
Krisbpardja I11, it bad extended further north crossing%he Ganges.



18 HISTORY OF THE RASHTRAKUTAS,

kita family, taking possession of Badalin, might have
afterwards conquered Kanauj. After the death of
this Chandra his eldest son might have succeeded him
at Kanauj and Badatn might have been given in his
life-time, as a ‘Jagir’ to his second son.
- Later,when Harishchandra, the son of Jayachchandra,
Jost his kingdom of Kanauj, his descendants settled at
‘Mahui in the district of Farrukhabad. But, when the
Mohammedans took possession of these places also,
Sihaji, the grandson of Jayachchandra, (son of Bara-
daigéna) left the country for pilgrimage and reached
Marwar. Here his descendants rule even to this day
and consider themselves to be the descendants of
Rashtrakiita king Jayachchandra.

There still exist ruins at Mahui which are locally
known as ‘Siha Rio-ka-Khéda.’
. Rao Jodhi, a descendant of Rao Siha, built the fort
and founded the town of Jodhpur in V. S. 1516 (A.D.
1459). From the contents of a copper grant, issued by
him, it appears that in the time of R30 Dhiithada, grand-
son of Rao Sihd, a Sarasvata Brahmana named Lumba
rishi brought down from Kanauj the idol of ‘Chakré-
shvari’, the family deity of the Rathoras, which was
theh installed at the village of Nagana.

" In some old manuscript chronicles this idol is said to
have been brought from Kalyani.! But this Kalyani too
must be the Kalyana-Kataka (cantonment) of Kanauj.

All these facts go to prove that the Rashtrakiitas
and the Gahadavilas are one and the same.
" Dr. Hoernle considers the Gahadavala family to be
a branch of the Pala dynasty. He is of opinion that
the descendants of Nayapala, the eldest son of Mahi-
pala, ruled over the province of Gauda ( Bengal) and
t}lat Mahipala’s younger son, Chandradéva, took the

1 Some people think that it was Konkan of the Deccan, But in the fucg of
‘thé ‘proofs adduced above,the supposition does not seem to be correct.
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kingdom of Kanauj. But this does not seem to bé
correct. Because firstly, neither in the inscriptions
of the Pala kings are they mentioned as Géhadavilas;
nor is there any mention of the Pala dynasty in the
inscriptions of the Gahadavalas. Secondly, the ending
‘Pala’ occurs in the name of all the kings of the Pala
dynasty from its founder Gopala I, to its last king ;
whereas, only one, out of the 8 Gahadavala kings, has
used the suffix Pala in his name. Thirdly, the mere
fact of a word being found in the names of two persons,
should not be regarded as evidence of the two persons
being identical. The names of the kings of the two
dynasties are given below: —

Piala dynasty. Gahadavila dynasty.

Vigrahapala .. o Yash(')vligraha.

“ Mahipila .. .. Mahich|andra.
l

Nayapala .. .. Chandradéva.

The word ‘Vigraha’ is common to the names
Vigrahapala and Yashovigraha. Similarly, the word:
‘Mah?’ is found in the names Mahipala and Mahichandra..
We know that Mahipala of the Pala dynasty was a
powerful king who had regained the lost kingdom of.
his father and constructed many temples in Benares,.
through his sons ?)Sthirapala and Vasantapala, while.
Mahichandra of Gahadavala dynasty was not &ven an
independent ruler. Hence, such coincidence by itceif can
in no way be supposed to prove that Mahipala and
Mahichandra were one and the same person.!

Fourthly, the dates of the 1nscr1pt10ns of the klngs
of the Pala dynasty are indicated by their regnal

1 Moreover, there is an interval of 65 years between the issue of the coprer
grant of Pdla king Mahipala dated V. 8, 1083 (A.D 1026) and that of Gahaglavala
Chandradéva of V.8, 1148 (A.0. 1091), which produces doubt as to whet,her these
two kings were father and son, The last copper graut of Cha.ndradeva bitherto
discovered is of V. 8, 1166 (A.D, 1099),
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years' instead of by the Vikrama Samvat ; whereas the
grants of the Gahadavala kings bear Vikrama Samvat
and not the regnal years. Fifthly,’ kings Dharmapéla
and Rayapala of the Pala dynasty had married the
daughters of the Rashtarkiita kings Parabala and
Tunga respectively; and it has, ere this, been estab-
lished by proofs that the Rashtrakiutas and the
Gahadavalas are collaterals. Therefore, Dr. Hoernle’s
supposition is not reasonable.

Mr. Vincent Smith considers the northern Rashtra-
katas (Rathoras)to be the off-shoots of the Gahadavalas
and the Rashtrakitas of Deccan to be the descendants
of the non-Aryans.” But in the light of the above facts
this supposition also seems groundless. Moreover,
their marrying the daughters of the Solankis and the
Yadavas proves them to be pure Kshatriyas.

Kashmiri Pandit Kalhana in his well-known
history of Kashmir, named ‘Rajatarangini’, written in
the twelfth century of the Vikrama era, mentions
36 clans of the Kshatriyas*. In Vikrama S. 1422, Jaya-
simha had commenced writing the ‘Kumarapala charita’
in which he has enumerated the 36 clans mentioning
only “Ratta’ as one of them but there is no mention of
the Gahadavalas. Similarly, in the ‘Prithviraja Raso’ the
name Rathora alone occurs but not Gahadavala. Fur-
ther,Jayachandra is also stated in it as being a Rathora.

The Raja of Rampur (Farrukhabad district), the
Rao of Khimsépur (Mainpuri district) and the chau-
dharis of Surja and Sorda, allege themselves to
be Rathoras, descended from Jajpala, the son of

1 Among the in;criptions of the Pila kings, there is on.ly one of Mahipéla
that bears a Vikrama Samvat (1083).

2 This custom Was not strictly ohserved (See p. 32.)
3 Early History of India, (1924), pages 429-430.

* geagea: @fa szfiofa gag 9.
Anfead areaalfy qgea Meh: Reafdg 1 198 9
Réjatafanginl, Taranga VII,
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Jayachchandra. Similarly, the Rajas of Bijaipur and
Manda think themselves to be the descendants of
Manika Chandra, the brother of Jayachchandra,and are
called Chandravamshi Gahadavala Rathoras.! From
this, too, we conclude that the “Gahadavala’ was the
name of a branch of the Rashtrakuta dynasty.

In the face of so many strong proofs it would be
unreasonable to think that the Gahadavalas and the
Rashtrakiitas are of different origins.

Mr. N. B. Sanyal thinks? that, as the title ‘Gadhi-
puradhipa’ (master of Kanauj) is attached to the
name of Gopala in the Budhist inscription® of V. S.
1176 (A.D. 1118), found at Sét Mahéth, the Gopala and
his successor Madanpala mentioned in it are identical
with the Gopala and the Madanapala of the inscription
of Rashtrakita king Lakhanapala of Badatn. Gaopala
had taken possession of Kanauj in the last quarter of
the eleventh century A.D. i.e., some time between the
overthrow of the Pratihdra dynasty of Kanaujin V. S.
1077 (A.D. 1020) and the establishment of Gahadavala
kingdom of Kanauj by Chandradéva towards the close
of the 11th century A.D. And this Chandra had seized
the kingdom of Kanauj from the very G3pala. This is
the reason why the title Gadhipuradhipa appears with
the name of Gipala alone in tha S3t Mahéth inscription.

Further, Mr. Sanyal proceeds to quote the following
couplet from the copper grant'of Shaka S.9/2 (V. S.
1107=A.D. 1050) of Solanki Trilochanapala discovered

at Surat.
EIFGEN HGIUS USIFIET FIHH )

@Al gAY aEgi & T iz asafag

1 People of Shamsdbad say that after the fall of Kanauj some of the descend-
ants of Jayachchandra bad gone to Népal and they called themselves Rathoras.
Some fifty yeare ago on auspicious ccasions such as marriage, etc,, they used to send
for a brick from Shamsabad. This indicates their love for their motherland.

2 Journal Bengal Asiatic Society, (1925), Vol. XXI, page 103,
3 Indian Antiquary, Vol. XXIV, page 176,
4 Indian Antiquary, Vol. XII, page 201,
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This testifies the rule of the Rashtrakiitas over
Kanauj at an early period.

Mr. Sanyal then cites the aforesaid Séth Maheéth
inseription as a proof of the above.

Let us examine this theory critically.

From the copper grant' of V. S. 1084 (A.D. 1027) of
Pratihara Trilochanapala, and from the inscription? of
V.S. 1093 (A.D. 1036) of Yashahpala, we understand
that the rule of the Pratihdras’ over Kanauj had
probably continued even after this date. In the copper
grant’ of V.S. 1148 (A.D. 1091) of Gahadavala king
Chandra it is thus stated :—

datfy sifagia censigas-
carfgarfaafaraagisineyg
garcAgeanfad gar fFse-
Jarfgar agaat ragegaifa: o

This shows that long before the writing of this
copper grant, king Chandra had taken possession of
Kanauj. For, there is in the above stanza a reference
tohis several charitable grants of gold weighing as
much as his person after a mention of his conquests of
Kashi, Kushika and north Koshala.

He must have taken some years in performing such
great deeds. Therefore, the supposition that Chandra
had conquered Kanauj in the last part of the 11th
century A.D. and that before this, i.e., in the last
quarter of the same century Kanauj 