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DATES OF THE VOTIVE. INSCRIPTIONS
ON THE STUPAS AT SANCHI.

FOR awertaining the age of the stdpas, milings, and gateways at S3icil that
have been aptly described as ** the noblest of all the mopuments which
early Buddbism has bequeathed to India,’ one of our main guides is the chroro-
logical indications of the forms of letters employed in the votive wmsenptions
This fact was fully recognied by Cunningham who dicerned an earher and
o later variety of Brihmi alphabet in these epigrsphs. He wntes sbout tle
inscriptions on the miling, “The date of the colonrade or ralng mght Le
determined approximately to belong to the age of Afola, by the alphabetical
characters of the inscriptions, which are exactly similar to thow of the pilln
edicts.”"*  About the inscriptions on the pateways of stdp1r 1 Comningham wntes
““The fact that the gateways are of later date than the colonmade or pulng,
is confirmed Ly the more recent charaster of the inscnptions, slich appraches
that of the Sib coins of Gujrat.”* Cunninghaw identifien King B 8italam
mentioned in an inwription on the south gateway with the thind Ling of te
Andhra dynasty whom he plices between 19 and 37 AD  Bubler aprees with
Cunningh in distinguisking an earhier and a later variety of alphalet i the
votive inscriptions, in awigning the estlier jnscnptions to s« ently a pernad oo
the edicts of Adoka, and in identifying Siri-Sitakagi of the 83icki gatewar wthy
the third king of the Andhm dynasty, YBut Bubler asime the suenptics on
the gatewnys to the second century BC. and climifies them mith the snmrpe
tion on the gatenay of Bhathut and the Ninighlt inscriptivas whih Leplicesin 120
B.C. in his Table I1%./ While the older an the later groups of the Bealimd simtiptactoe ot
the monunents at 8iiichi are eanly distinguishable, the former evurnegeatle 1l
of stipas [l and II, on the pavement alabs of stlpa 1, on the st e nledua el
stips 11, and on the pillis uncanthed from  the aise of Temp'e ob anl th-
latter on the four magnificent pateways of stipa ), on the adbitueal rale
attached to the south, east and nurth patemaps, and v the ntwacte et tie

CThe PAde Tepen Leobu 184, 1 T3

S hdop B2

§An bt Vel B pp 862055 £ud Lar, Al ANMHL dppemi p 321 Feldy Todi i1 edeas
M ant XXITLXXIV.



2 DATES OF THE VOTIVE INSCRIFTIONS ON THE sTOPAS AT siscul.

eround railing of stiipa JII,—the views of both Curmingham and Biihler regard-
ing the da.te; of these groups seem to be open to objections.
=

I

To begin with the older group, they appear to be lfzter in (?ate .no.t only
than the edicts of Adoka, but also than the Nigirjuni hill cave ioscriptions of
Adoka’s grandson Dasaratha (Pl I, Nes.1-3), and, perhaps somewhat ‘Ia_ter -also thun
the Besmagar pillar inscription of Heliodoros, Ambassador of Antl.alkldas (P.I.
I.! A comparisun of the four test letters a, bka, ra and %ka points to this
sonclusion.

1. According to Biihler and other authorities Brabmi ¢ is but the oldest
Phoenician Aleph (¥) turned from right to left with transposition of the
vertical to the end of the angle (). This angle formed by the two arms
of a meeting at a point on the vertical line is the characteristic of almost sll
the ¢s and ds in the edicts of Adoka, and as and ds with arms that do mot
meet, but leave a little intervening space on the vertical line {as in line 5 of the
Safichi pillar edict, Ep. Ind., Vol. II, Plate facing p. 369) are exceptional. As aor a
with an ‘angle occurs side by side with @ or @ with a space between the arms
on the vertical line in the Aéoka edicts, neither type can be considered a local
variety, but the latter may be recognised as an irregular form of the former.
In the Nagarjuni hill cave inscriptions of Aéfoka’s grandson Dasaratha (Dashalaths)
the arms of all the as () and ds make a sharp angle on the vertical line.
All the as in the Besnagar pillar inccriptions have considerable space between
the arms (4). In the older votive inscriptions of Safichi a with space between
the arms is the rule and @ with an angle made by the arms is the exception.
[f the theory that the Brihmi a is but the old Phoenician Aleph turned from
right to left with the vertical line removed to the end of the angle is right, a
with angle should be recognised as earlier in form, 2nd epigraphs in which a
with space between the arms predominates should be considered later in date
than those like the edicts of Adoke and the inscriptions of Dasaratha in which
the earlier form predominates

2. Most of the bhas (?) of the Adoka edicts comsist of -two lower verticals
with a horizontal line above them extending a little beyond the top of the right
vertical, and with an upper vertical line attached to its right end. But here
and there we meet with bkas of two other types in which the horizontal line is
not extended bevond the right lower vertical, and the right lower and upper
vertical lines meet and ecither make an angle or form one straight line. In the
edicts of Adoka these last two types of bka (rf2) are so rtare and often occur
so near bkas of the first type with extended horizontal line, that they appear
to be but irregular forms due to the negligence of the engraver. In the Nagir-
juni hill cave inscriptions of Daderatha all three types of bhka are met with.
In the bhas (<) of the Besnagar pillar inscription of Heliodoros the right lower
and upper verticals meet and make an angle. In the older Brahmi votive

P48 R, MNS09, P 1T, pp 128-29, and PL XLVL
? Bihler, Infian Palecsraply (Eeg. tr), p 12
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1‘nmi'plions g{ Sxiichi the regular Alokan Bha () with extended Loneenta)
hne'u p.ncnca!ly absent, and almost all the bhas have ore single bep peht
vertical 1"3" As s regular monumental form this lagser type of Mo, whick
f?und alo in all decidedly later inscriptions, indicates that the older vouve nsnp.
tions of S3fichl are somewhat later in date than the Bewapar pillsr inecriptiors
3. Ra occurs only in the Gimar, Euldapur, and other South Indisn verssons
o{ the yock edicts of Adoka. In the North Indian edicts, whether on tock of
pillar, engraved in the Brahmi script, and in the inectiptions of Dafarths, I3
is aubstituted for re. As the Bribmi ra is traced to the oldest Phoemessn Itmb
(4} with the triangular head opened and the wertieal attached to the haes
of the triangle, the primary form of m is a strught line with & book st the
top a3 in mord (¥S) in the Girnar Edict I, ine 31 (Ep Jnd, Vol ), Plute faming
p- 445),  But other types of ra are alse miet with in the Adoka edicty, tuch ae the
ornamental cork-screw type (1), and an irregular type approaching a strarght Line (1)
The cork-screw type is the most common one in the ehets of Girnar and Siddapur  In
the Besnagar pillar inseriptions mot of the ras are cotkoscrew Lle(g) Dat in
the older votive inscriptions of Bafichl ra is represented Ly a straght vertical lue
(1). This straight-lined ra is alws met wth i Al decidedly later Rribral
inscriptions including those of the Khatrapas and the Kudbane 8o the aragha.
fined ra of the older votive inscriptions of Siichi alwn pomntd to the coneluson that
these are later in date than the Besnapar pullir aneenption of Helodorma
4. Two types of ha are met with in the elicts of Adoka, often sude by wnle.
The more common type has the small horzontal hine attacked tn the nzhe
(shorter} arm o hittle below its top (Lr) In the second type this shert lon.
gontal line is attached to the top of the shorter arm (Lr). As this svond type
is also found almost exclusively in some of the pillar edicts, wuch av thewe of
Radbia, Mathia, and Rimpures (Ep. Ind, Vol 11, p 248 1), both the types
of ks may be recognised as regular monumental forms, But af ka e demed
from the Aramaic He (%) turned up-ide dewn snd from nght to bli, the £
type of ha (L) should be considered as the more arckaie, In the Nipirunl
Bill eave inscriptions of Dadaratha all the Aas are of this archaie type. S0 the tatal
absence of this form of Aa in the older votive inwenptionsy of Fifelf, av =
other decidedly post-Msuryan inscriptions, is not withaut chronolomeal wfizanee
A comparison of the typiesl jnwriptions on the milmay of si8pa 1 wib
those on the milings of stdpa IT reproduced in Tlates'I11 and 1V sows ttat
the latter may be somewhat later than the former. Round er mundal g3 (N),
{nvarisbly met with, as we shall presently see, in the later inwcziptions, 3 10ep
tiomal in the inscriptions of the ruilinzs of stopas 1 and JL Bat a glave at
the plates (111 and IV) will show that rouaduh ga it met with mors freqoe-thy
in the inscriptions of stdpa II than in the insenptions on the mulizg ot nipal
Advanced forms ‘of two other letters are sl met with 10 the pnwnptione of
Tl 454 Flaboagt save Wity (Pomgerh Hil, Xrgeie S2ate> wo row s ey poy3ler Monmpa biy vomve
Lhers, aed ardae Memerin do mleby side Tot 00 of WS egufugh sr wrtete o Lo datiaand o ten

2.8 RIS 4, Tade XU 6) Ossualy of W 1orw Lt dedters, Pha secnny tires \m-n\lr-":u\vl
(l!d!\.hml—.w-. AN them Wrve Blae e of 1he popitar Mowr s toge U R 3 LIV p 3TE il
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stipa 11, —chha tending towards the later butterfly type with two loops in
place of a circle bisected by a vertical line (Pl IV, Nos. 2 and 4), and bha
with the right vertical line clongated (Pl IV, Nos. 7 and 9) below the level
of the lower end of the left vertical line. Biihler’s inscription No. 18 of stiipa I,
recording the gift of the monk Arahaguta, o Sasidaka, and No. 27 of stiipa II
recording the gift of Balaka, a pupil of evidently the same Arahaguta Sasidaka,
may point to the conclusion that there is a distance of o generation between
the erection of the railing of the two stiipas, for neither is Arahaguta Sasidaka
named in any of the inscriptions of stiipa II as a donor, nor does his pupil
Balake find mention in any of the inscriptions of stiipa I. Besides the supposed
full resemblance between the letters of the inscriptions of stéipa II and those of
Aéoka’s edicts, another argument adduced by Cunningham and Biihler for con-
cluding “ that portions of, or perhaps the whole, railing were crected somewhat
later than Afoka’s time,” is that stiipa II contained the relics of two contem-
_poraries of Afoka, of Moggaliputta who presided over the third Buddhist council,
and of Majjhima, “the teacher of the whole Himavata.” We are not in pos-
session of mechanical copies of the inscriptions on the four steatite boxes found
inside the stone relic-box unearthed by Cunningham and Maisey from stiipa II.
But an impression of the inscription on the stone relic-box has been lately pub-
lished by Mr. Pargiter in Ep. Ind., Vol. XII. Two out of our four test letters, «
and ra, occur (each twice) in this record. Both the as have considerable space
between the arms, and both the ras are represented by straight lines. The
relics of Moggaliputta and Majjhima might as well have been deposited in stiipa
II seven or eight decades after their demise as immediately after, and the ten
saints whose relics were enshrined in the stiipa could not have died simulta-
neously. Biihler could not agree with Cunningham in believing that the ten
saints were all contemporaries of Afoka. The railing of Bharhut, the inscriptions
(Pl V., Nos. 1-19) on which, though mainly resembling those on the railings of
Safichi stiipas I and II, show a considerable number of advanced forms of ga
and bha, was probably erected at about the same time as the railine of Safichi
stipa II or somewhat later. The inscriptions on the remmants of theD old railing
of. Bodh-Gaya (Cunningham, Maha-Bodhi Pl. X, Nos. 2-10), assigned to the
I}:};d(?: S;Jrfe ‘:lllfk ::T:lld century B.C. by .Bloch,”-’ ofier. a complicated problem.
the vertical Prolongedga ailsd afngamar archaic. But{ M ls.advanced In form with
; ) , pa, .and. va with their nearly angular forms
g;}:er:;lrutslzlgannlofe afiv?nced. .The.se inscriptions are probably older than the
Gaya ' remnants once formede. Sicrc;n fciituryﬂg& Sook's Tiew th.at these Bodh-
represonted in a Weil-kno\m Prelit;: e railing round the Bodhi tree which is
o of Bharhut, is not supported by paleo-

graphy, as these relievo epigraphs show forms older than those on the railing of
Bodh-Gaya. Probably these inscribed bars, pillars, and coping stones at Bodh-Gava
were added somewhat later than the erection of the Bharhut rail, by K o
wife of Indragnimitra, e

who caused the original railing to be repaired
tEp. Ind.. Vol. II, p. S9. :

* 4. 8. R, 1908-00, p. 147,
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1.

The inscription on the top architrave of the South Gate of atdpa 1 (PL VI,
WNo. 1) recording the gift of Anaihda, the foreman of the artiuns (dresrmin) of king
iri-Sitakani, may be taken as typical of the later votive inscriptions of 8iRehL
The main characteristics that differentiate the<e epigraphs fmm the older votive
inscriptions are, (a} partial or plete equalisation of the I of pa (U), ya
(1), m (L) ha (L) and fa (~J): (1) invariably younded ga () and Jower
part of ta (X); (¢) chha of the Lutterfly type with two loops (o) in place of
o circle bisected by a vertical line (&); () the thickening nf the tops of upper
verticals {the use of the sc-callel serif); () prolongation of the lower part of
he verticalc of o (M) Ba (4) and of the lower part of the right vertical of
bha ().

The votive inscriptions on the east, south and west gates of stipa I indicate
that they were all erected within the same generation. The southern pillar of
the west gate and the middle architrave of the south gate are the pite evidently
of the aame donor, Balamitra, puml of Aya Chuda, The southern pillar of the
east gate is the gift of the Achhivade Sethi Nigmpiya of Korara (or Kuram)
and the northern pillar of the west gate is the mft of the same person together
with his son Sagha (Samgha), The inscription on the esstern pilar of the north
gate (PL. V1. Nu. 3) is mutilated, and that on the western pillar bay prelad off,
but the part of the imprecatary inseription still visble above the capital of
the eastern pillar shows that the [pamchinapalriys Ldraldna, **the artizans
of the five cities,” named also in the imprecatory insenption which  bemaa
on the southemn panel below the capital of the northern pillar of the west pate
and ends on the analogous panel of the pillar opposite, were the caretakers of
the railings and the gateat

The votive and imprecatory inscriptions on these four pates show what grest
caution i necesary in attempting to determine dates from paleographie cone-
derations. Three different types of alphabet are used in thes epimaphe,—
archaic, regular contemporary monumental, and irregular sdvanced forms, eslint
“cursive” by DBtibler. The inscription on the middle pillar of the additinnal
ail attached to the east gate is engraved in archaic seript. But the prolorge.
tion of the lower part of the right kand vertical of b3 and round gu 1 e ),
and partly round fa in hne 2, show that the band that enpraved 1t wae pot
quite used to the old form of writing. The imprecatory tnseription oa the east
gatet, also engraved in archaic characters, contairs cozsdersbls sdmiztore of

TEp TaL VoL 11, p 378, Na 310 eod Tlate, Fabler appearsto be wreg #o faling dbubds o
Mefors be ovasile symbol whh thia lsemirton P teavss petererllipe afher dlaldes mavmadiot The
corroet reading ln frobatly peperlicye (T VL Na 31 The tnpvecstoos yroper tipme wid go s 82 b
b Imprecatory naription oa thecam tethp Jad, Vel 1T, ~IMXe 31 Sepemrhinepempe Sbmlies

pubhye shoull be esedived 84 3 eremte clasm Gullye b ridady deemd fows peths
:To':hu T edargs of =, ** b salrest b0 the eure o % 1] ereman’y wend 3 e Plowli lrgrap. aed 1he
atence may be thes trawlated (< Toew paies and the redlacs oy retrveted (o dhe fure o v anasm o e
Bre ritie} ™ The manky of Kilaeive protally arrsegel sl Lo arizem of U4 31 gl oPbe
1iat 1he Tattor shoull makiiaia the Pilngs and e trwsis b gl Frpes

3 2y lal, VoL IL p 39 Xa 377, esd plae
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in i in li . Al the
advanced ff)rn.ls such as fz and ka In lm?[ 1, ;I('r unjmti{é ;i: ‘l‘fll::b?;mc;cbe cormod
votive inscriptions on the south gate arc unilormly eng loved
ntal characters. But two forms of characters are employe
the regu]ar'm'onume i ’ te. In front of the southern
in the inscriptions of the two pillars of the west gate. In St
pillar of this gate, above the first panel, the name o-f th.e fionor B:a ami rathe
engraved in regular monumental clmmcte.rs, while the m.s’scrxptlons con mmgt
names of the donors of the northern pxllz}r, and, p.nmculnrly, f;he l(xinI;rcca ory
epigraph that follows, contain a large admixture of irregular ad\n.ncc orm]s.
Bithler in his Indian Palaography, ss already stath: c.lnsmf:les. the later
votive inscriptions of the stfipas at Safichi with Dhunubhutl? inscription on the
torana of Bharhut and the Pabhosa cave inscriptions, and designates th.e’ al'phal.)ct
“ the Sunga type of the ancient Brihmi.”* Biihler assigns Dlmna'bhutl.s inserip-
tion to about 160 B.C. (Tafel II, XVIII). Butin the Besnagar pillar inscription
of Heliodoros, Ambassador from King Antialkidas, we have now an epigraph that
may be assigned to about the middle of thesecond century BC on surer grounds
than mere paleographic evidence. So Biihler's views regarding the da.te of the
Bharhut térane inscription must be reconsidered in the light of this record.
A comparison of the alphabet of the Besnagar pillar inscription with that of the
Bharhut térana inscription reveals in the latter rounded ga (M) in place of
angular ga (A), bha with a long straight vertical line on the right (d)
in place of a bha with the right vertical line making an angle with the line
above (), mostly straight-lined ra (J) in place of screw-like ra (/),
and some of the letters with upper verticals having serif or somewhat
thickened tops—all advanced forms indicating that Dhanabhuti erected the
torana of the Bharhut stiipa some decades after Heliodoros set up the Garuda
pillar at Vidi8a. Some of these characteristics, again, such as invariably rounded
ga, pa with the verticals nearly equalised, and letters with upper verticals having
thickened tops, indicate that Dhanabhuti’s inscription is later in date than the
inscriptions on the gréat railings at Sifichi and Bharhut.- Now a comparison
of the alphabet of the Bharhut térapa inscription with that mostly employed
in the inscriptions of the foranas at Safichi shows that the toranas at Sajichi
must be assigned to a later period than the tsrana of the Bharhut stiipa. All
the tas (10 in number) of the Bharhut térana inseription, like the fas in the
" Besnagar pillar and Maurya inscriptions, have an angular lower part (A)s
whereas ‘the fas of the Safichi forapa inscriptions havé a-rounded lower part
(&) Th_e solitary chha (dgo) of the Bharhut térana inscription seems to be older
in form than the chhas (b) of the Safichi térana inscriptions. The use of
the serif and the equalisation of the verticals are commoner in the latter than in the
former. The Bharhut torana inseription may be assigned to about the same time as-
the Besnagar Garuda pillar inscription of * the twelfth year after the installation of
Maharajo Bhagavata (dvadasa-vasibhsiite Bhigavate mahdrdje.) ”* In'this record we
come across both rounded and angular ga, ta with angular lower part, and some pas

' The Ind. Ant, Vol XXXIIL, App, pp. 92 and 39.
* Journsl K. B. R. 4. 8., Vol. XXI1I, p. 144; A
discussed and a facsimile of it published in AMemoi

- & R. 1013.14, Part I, p. 100. This inseription is-
rs 4. 8. L., No. 5.



DATES OF TIF VOTIVE IN<CRIPTIONS ON THE s10ras ar siScnl. 7

and i with ﬂ.:?top of the vertical thickened  Profecsor Bhandatkar nphtly identis
fies thm.Mahdm)a Blizgavata, with Budgavats, the ninth king of the Sups drrasty,
“'lxo. lelgncq for 32 years sccordinz to the Purinas®, The twelfth Year alter
the mftallnhon ::l Bhigavata probably fell about 100 B C. o it appears reasnrsble
to anign the S3iichi tsranas to the first rather than to the second century B C.

. Elsewhere (F:'p. Ind., Vol, II, pp. £5-89) Bubler gives other reatans for asdgn.
ing the inswriptions or the toranas of Safichl stdpa I to the first kall of the
second century B.C, While recogniring that his No«. &5 and 201 of stips I
(PL VI, Nos. 2 and 4) *are in the later characters,” and his No. 7of staps 11
(PL IV, No. 2) *“shows the same characlers as Aloka's inscriplions,” Bokler
identifies 52th Nagapiya of the Istter inscription with S:th NEgapiya of the
two former records, and endeavours to exphin away the difference in the cbs-
racters by stating, ' Buch & vacillation is easily explicable, 3 Nigapiys lived 1
the second century B.C” In all these theee epigrapha NEgapiya is called  Accla-
vade Sethi,” and this has evidently fod Bubler to identify the three komonymous
donors. But in the inscription on the western gateway (PI VI, No 9). tke
donor  Nagapiyais called Kurardgs, * of Kurarn,” and in the mseription on the
castern gateway (Pl. VI, No.4), he is called Korarasa, “of Kérars,” wnleress
no such epithet isused with the name of 53tk Nigapiva of the ratlicg of sthpa
11 (Pl IV, No.2), though five otber donors of the aame gmling kave mumtar
epithets attached to their names (Bohler's Nos. 8,0, 96, 39 and 57) We pay
therefore conclude that S3th Nagapiys of stipa II was very probably not a nun
of Kurara or Korara and not identical with the Achhfvadd S&h Nigapiya
whose nanie it engraved on two of the firanas of stdpa {.

Another reason that has led Bibler to avign the inwenptionson the 837kl
gateways to such an eacly date is that in his opimon the claracters of tle an-
tcription on the sonth gateway wherein a elio siri Sitaloni 1 ramel (. VI
No. 1; Cunningkam, No. 190) and those of the other mectiptions * are alinwt
identical with those of the Ninighht incnptions” But a comparnon of eur
Plate VI, Nos. 1-4, with the facsimiles of the NinXghit inscnptions { A »

WL, Vol V, PIL LI, Nov. 1-5) shows ‘that this statement W srunewlt nus
Jeading. The characters of the Nanighit insenptions of the widow of the thil
Andhra king Siri SMtakaph and abo of the Nasik inscription of Kug Karls
(Krishna) of the Sidavahanslula (Senart, Ep. Ind, Vol VI, p 03, FL VI Ne
©2) differ from those of the inscriptions on the KBl gateways 10 two cacs tinl
featares :—(1) Tatters with the so-callel senif or thickheaded verlical are qu
conspicuous by their alsence in theswo reeemle. (9) In flace of 130 wnh tle
invariably round lower part of the Bafichl patewsy icwcriptivns, we Late, i
these catliest Andhra inscriptions, and in the cutne of Ning Sl Eirat e,bth
identificd with Siri Ritakani of Nindghit), t1s with ratly anguly Jewer paite
If these tao chaescteristios count for anythuig, it would be mce ramgalle Lo
identily Siri-8italani of the Rafekl matenay insctiption with ftadaci I, tle

§ Feanh's Forty Motry il dodua p ¥
¢ Mogmm's Cans of 7o ol biypmnstap L L2 )sdd
s



8 DATES OF THE VOIIVE INSCRIPTIONS ON THE STUPAS AT S.'L\CHI.

sisth Andhra king of the Paurdpik list,) whose long reign of 56 y](;aés may be
assigned to the second and the th‘ird quarters of the first century b. h .
The date of this Siri-Satakani, and consequently tha.t of the south ga (;\\ ;y
of stipa I at Safichi, may also be app%'oximated_ by. workl'ng out Stlle 1da.t.e o t] e
Udayagiri (Hathignmpha) inscription of I\.hﬁrm'e.]a in which a Satakanm 1is a ;o
mentioned. Bhagavanlal Indraji. who has published whai.: may be called the
editio princeps of the Hathigumphd inscription, read and ’111terpretec1 a sentence
in its 16th line to mean that the 13th year of Kharav@la’s reign Eorresponds to
the vear 165 current and 164 expired of the time of the Mawya Kings. Bhaga-
vanlal was inclined to believe that the era begins with the eighth year of Adoka,
the year in which Afoka conquered Kalinga, and taking 263 B.C. as the year
of Adoka’s accession, placed the accession of Kharavela in 103 B.C* While
accepting Bhagavanlal’s reading and interpretation. of the sentence, Biihler pus‘hed
back the initial year of the Maurya eca to the year of Chandragupta’s accession.
This theory held the field till Fleet questioned the reading and interpretation
of Bhagavanlal and declared, herein followed by Liiders, that “‘ there is no date
in the inscription.”® But recently Messrs. Jayaswal and R. D. Banerji have
published a revised version of the Hathigumphi inscription with facsimiles and
revived the theory of the Maurya era As the sentence has given rise to so
much controversy I shall reproduce the different versions:—
Bhagavanlal :—
Prakrit text.—Panawmiariya sathi-vasa-saté rdje-Muriya-kale wvochhing cha
chéyatha  agasatikutariyean ch=upadayati.
Sanskrit.—Paiichottarashashthivarshasate  Mauryargjyakale  vichchhinné cha
chatuhsha-shthyagrasatakottaré chotpadayati.
English.—* (He) does (this) in the one hundred and sixty-fifth year of the time of
Maurya kings after one hundred and sixty-four years had passed away.”
Fleet reads sacha for sathi and takes panatariyasache in the sense of pain-
natt-ariyasachcha, Sanskrit prajidptaryasatya, and referring to texts propounding
some Jain ariyasachchdni, ‘sublime truths.” After raja-Muriya-kale Fleet reads
and translates :—vockhine cha chéyatha a (or Yam) gasatikatariya ch=upadayati.
Vackhing  (vyavachchhinnani) — chdyattham aga-sattik-amtariyanm ch=uppadayat; :
“and he produces, causes to come forth (i.c., revives), the sixty-fourth chapter
{or other division) of the collection of seven Angas.”s
Mr. R. D. Banerji practically follows Bhagavanlal in his reading and render-
ing of the sentence. He rejects Fleet's interpretation for two reasons : (1) ¢ The
original has agasatibuturiyasi and not agasatikatariyari as supposed by Dr. Fleet
The » mark is very distinct at the right lower extremity of fa. This mark
is not so very distinct at the end of the vertical line of ke but the chisel mark
is plain enough.” But in PL IV, attached to Mr, Jayaswal’

} Yocgiter, The Purdna Text of the Dynasties of the Kali Age, p. 71,
* Actes du Sixidme congrés inlernational des orientalistes, 1lle,

s article, the «

. 147, 177,
3 8:c¢ Liiders’ Liat, No. 1345. e 7
* The Journal of the Bikar and Orissa Research Society, Vol. 111 4
: y . 11, pp. 425.605,
‘4. R A S, 1010, pp. 82827, vp 5 Plotea 1, 11 and 1v

*J. B. 0. R, 8, Vol. IiL, pp. 402.93,
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matk after ¢ is not atall distiuct, but look more hhe a detacked dot, and tle
1t mark of the lu of Lumdre in line I8 jo longer than the w el of Ay
Banerji's Luturiya. The w mark of ka and fq is not recomied by Mr. Rarerp's
colleague, Mr. Jagassal, who reads Lavitargmi, (2} Fleet ohjects ta Bhara.
vanlal's rendering of wielhine as vichehhonz (eredeldinnanin and reromt e 1t
as the Jain technieal term vichehhinne=. vyavackelhanndni apphiesl 20 the raered
texts which have heen “cut ofl, interrupted,” or, i other termy, whirh fave
been neglected and lost sight of. Mr. Banerji wntes, * The wonl wedellonn? reed
not he taken in that technical sense in which it 1« usel i malern Jam Dterse
ture ™ and that as rdje-Muriga-Rald *shows that a date has heen expresaatan
the same hne,” *the only posuble fransdation of the wond (ehehkinid) ss “ ex.
pired,” o meaning denved secondanly from its privary mesnmng *“revermt " or
feut™ (p. 502)  The correct Sansknt remdernm of the Prikpt evcklina (el
chhinna) is cyavackehhinna, the dictionary meamngs of which are, * (1) cut of,
rent psunder, torn off 5 (2) separated, dnided, (3) particubsrrad, spectf el (61
narked, distinguishel ; (3) interrupted. (Apte) " In a Jam text, the Kalpesite
of Bhadrabilw?, the word ix thus ueed :—

(1} Nayaz  pijjabamdhans  vochehhinng (Dinackantra, 123} Sanlnt eommen.
tary :—Jiidtay” gk Mahiviravisheye primabandlananis eyparackelhon iz, * Lavieg
cut asunder the tie of friendship which he had for the sewen of 1o Jidtn elan®

(2) Vachehhinna-dahall (Junacharitra, 95) * A preznant wonan whime deres
lave been fulfilled.”

(3) Avaszsd ganahard niravachchld eicheRhinng (Sthacindmli, 2)  The oo
of the Ganadharas died leaving no descendants.”

Such examples of the use of tochehhinna as the-e do not narrant us 10 Lot firn
that vSehhing (ryavacheAhinna) may alo be used an the sense of 8 year beirz entel
In Indian epigraphic records gata or afifa is used to denote the exprral year. fur
tyatachehhinna is nowhere elee used in thiseense,  In the early Bralimi arad KLtrmtsta
inscriptions of Northern India the date is exprecsed by samraloaré cr solevral
or briefly by sdsh or sa, and in the Bribmi meenptions of Western and &
India by tasd, mrshe, samrachchhar? or its varan .l~ut never by any ters
rdjo-Muriya-kals. The mention again of both the expirnd ard tle current gear of
the same era side by side ia both unique ard puperflunus. Evifently to ave 4o
difficulty and to provide the verb upddayats (utrdTryen) with anelpect, 3e '-"l_nv "
proposes to read and transiate the secend part of the errtroge 21 71

chhith drpan b derdariyen vptd

“The cave {bantari, kandara), of six poles, callad therarlan :

But Plate IV attacked to Mz Japawwals artele slows tlat tle ers i
Mtyathi for chdyatha is imponible. Asrrrands the rext ».ord g a Pri-

gnl soat Lick § oh alin to Pah, e SN S T
kpit inscription the larguege of wkick iy m‘mm.h it T 3': SR
phonetically impoasible, and the mark on the Jeltoele o ‘:k x'. ’.."“ e
Plate cannot e mistaken for the supersmps o Tie ‘-r‘ e R
visible in the facsimile, anl Bragavarhl and Raresyr faded ittt
T (AMhenDeepes Ho €n Kowde deo Kopradomtia VL fund 3o 2

Loardinlhurale

¥ Juetds wlibom, Laipes,
*nd oplin - (%1
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The reading ‘of the first part of the sentence is even more uncertain. The
wotd between panalariya’ and raja-Muriya-73lé is enigmatical. In the facsimile
the ‘letter after sa looks rather like cka or chi and the next letter is evidently
ta and not va, for the lower part of it consists of a semi-circle opening below
instead of a circle. The three letters that follow fa looks like satato. But what-
ever may be the correct reading or meaning of sachi (cka) ta sa ta fo, no date
can be denoted by this group of letters.?

Mr. V. A. Smith works out the date of Kharavéla in a difierent way. In
line 8 of the Hathigumphd inscription occurs this sentence.

Pamchamé cha dani vase Na(m)da-raja-tivasasata-6(gha *)titam Tanasuliyavala
panadith nagarar pavésa...... '

Dr. Liiders translates this sentence thus:—“In the fifth year he had an
aqueduct (panddi) that had not been used for 103 years since king (rdjan)
Namda (or since the Namda Kings?) conducted into the city.” Mr. V. A. Smith
vwrites, “If we assume 322 B.C. as the end of the Narida dynasty, the fifth
year of Kharavela would be 103 years later, namely 219 B.C., and his accession
should be placed about 223 B.C.”* But the wide difference in form between
the alphabet of the edicts of Afoka on the one hand and that of the Hathi-
gumphi inscription on the other, already noted by Bhagavanlal, renders this
estimate of Kbara ¢la’s date quite untenable. The most notable characteristics
of the Hathigumpha alphabet are —(1) A considerable number of letters with
thick-headed vertical or serif; (2) ka with the lower part of the vertical pro]onged;
(8) invariably rounded ga; (4) chha of the butterfly’ type with two loops ; (5)
tas having in most cases rounded lower part. These characteristics that the
Hathigumghé _inscription s.har'es, to a considerable extent, with the 'inscriptions
on the Safichi gateways, indicate that this epigraph is later jn date not only
than Aéoka’s‘ edlcts-and 1:Jhe :!3es.nagar Garuda pillar inscriptions, “but, also Inter
zlfm;lhethzn ?il::]l?inloms?? Hiscnptl'on, and the Nan_aghﬁt-mscn;.)tions-of the time

g Siri Satakani I. Therefore Satakani mentioned in the Hathi-

1 8ince the above was in type Mr. Jayaswal has published in J. B, O, . 8. "
entitled Hathigumpha Imscription revised from the Igocl: {pp- 3M403),0wlir;;;,viszmeP:;t‘hIZ; :h : 211(; -nrhcl,e'
;] Pan-amtariya-sathi-vasa-sate Raja-Muriya-Kale vackhinecha chheyathi Argasi i tarhtarigam, upadipati in‘lrﬂFd&;ﬂol
he.now proposes to read, thambhe palithapayati [, } Pdnalariya sata-sahasehi (.1 Muriya K&larﬁ rochhinay meﬁ 7
cha choyathi-agasatikamtariyar wpadayati [ 11 (p. 402). (a) The substitution of sata-sahasehi for safhi t (nesh 7)
Rdja shews that the old reading is very doubtful, But it is also difficult to accept.h ) t-rase.salc.

particularly ke instcaq of rdja, 03 against th ' essiong published by himself with his first article ang
th?. reading of B vanlal and Mr. R. D. - af whom cxamined the rock. The ¢limination of t.hug:emﬂc
rdja 1"ent_§f- of this 'soli . , Muriya-Kila as a royal era still more difficult. :b) Mr:l
-13}‘9'5“’%‘1 g expres'sxon ‘Muriya-Kala is algo open ta objection. He translates it.
He \, Muleya t » 20d being of an interval of sixty-four with a cent "
(5.2{ : :hme even more far-fetched than * expired.’ The particleurzlza
M ' t:a; g th'e substantive Muriya kalas, Even if we
nl; e i';“;]g a Cif;:e- Still more unusual jg the state.

. ow Mr, i

o wpi Jayaswal takeg 1t to be by treat.

Mr. Jay.a.swal Proposes to derive upddayats
7. of~uzx;,ddyati.as ‘ completes * i5 alzo v

i etes the Mgriyfs time (era) "'y Khiraveln

h , lu; Cheta princes are mentioned jn the
u completg the era of another Jing,

ay, di

»
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Ralin, On lbcmnﬂm;' ™ \!i'ﬁutllr toklin 1pe Purtiag, that gy © U0
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of the Sisuniga dynasty and their prcclocessoYS \\'erfz reigning . in Mn‘gmllhn, 32 1Ix'nlnleasiz,i
that is to say, 32 kings, reigned in Kalinga in succession syne ?I‘OI’I'OUS). g 5
not Nandivardhana but Mahipadma Nanda, son of Nnndlvn‘r‘dhmm slson} Ma u;-
nandin by a §tidra woman, who i.s said to have broug.ht,. nllf m}l(_er nqs si;ve
sway ' and “uprooted all Kshatriyas ” or the .old.rc.xgnmg" nm; ;es. -0 ) e
should identify Naidarija of the Hiathigwmphi mscription wio helc po?.scsum'x
of Kalinga either with the all-conquering Mahﬁ[?adma Nm}dn or one of his sons,
According to the Purinas Mahdpadma Nanda lived or reigned for 88 years and
his 8 sons in all reigned 12 years! A total reign of 12 years for cight sons
indicates confusion. So it appears more reasonable to identify the Nandnrﬁj'n
of the Hathigumphi inscription with Mahdpadma Nanda than with any of his
sons. The last Nanda was overthrown by Chandragupta the Maurya in nbo.ut
321 B.C. Assuming that Mahdpadma Nanda reigned for 50 years—not an m-
ordinately long period for a monarch who reduced all the ancient kingdoms ‘of
Northern India to subjection,—we have 3214-12-4-50=383 B.C. as the year of his
accession ; and, further, assuming that the author of the Hathigumphi inscription,
in putting down 300 years” as the interval between Nanda’s rule in Kalingn
and the fifth vear of Kharavéla has used a round number, we may put down the
accession of Kharavéla to about 70 B.C. and that of Satakarni II a few years earlier.
A similar conclusion regarding the date of the Safichi féropa inscriptions may
also be amived at by working backward from the alphabet of the Saiichi imnge
inscription of the year 28 of Shihi-Vasishka (Ep. Ind., Vol. II, p. 369 and Plate;
A. S. R, 1910-11, Pt. II, p. 42), and inscriptions of the time of Kanishka and
of the great satrap Sodasa. All rccords of the time of Vasishka and other
Kushan kings are evidently dated in the era of Kanishka. There is a great diver-
gence of opinion among scholars regarding the initial year of this era. Most
authorities tentatively put it down at 78 A.D. But according
“ Kanishka certainly founded the Malava-Vikrama era, commencing B.C. 58,
while Sir John Marshall places the accession of Kanishka in about 125 A.D.2
If the question of the age of Kanishka, like that of Kharavgla, admits of such
wide differences of opinion fluctuating within a range of about two centuries,
indications of pakeography must be considered valuecless for settling chronological
pm};lems. Palwography will not enable one to discriminate between suel narrow
limits as 78 and 125 A.D., but it certainly proves that IFleet’s view is based
on-un erroneous arrangement of the order and dates of the different varietics
of the Brihmi alphabet. A comparison of the alphabel of the Kushan inserip-
tions (PL. VI, Nos. 7 and '8) on the once hand

b N ‘ > » and that of the Mora and the
Mathura inscriptions of the time of Sodasy (PL VI, Nos. 5

: ' 5 and 6) on the other,
with t;he alphabet of the Girnar inscription of Rudradiman of A.D. 150,” indicates
that Sodasa’s inscriptions’ must he s i .
. ] g . s assigned to an carlier age than the inseri

tions of Kanishka. h o e

Y Porgiters Purina T'exte, p. GO,
? A Guide to Tazila, Caloutta, 1948, 22,
3 Ep. Ind., Vol VIil, Plate.

¢ Bye copics only of the Muthura (Suit
S6rman are now availablo,

to FIleet,

Mound) stonc-ulab inseripti i
h seription of tho ti imi z]
The whorenbout of tho stons iy not ka e o L hahatrops

own.  Uor reforonco soo Livdor's List, 82,
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1 Thc b;ue.—ﬁne of na is straight (1) in the meenptins of the tune of
§0dasa ay in decidedly easlier inserip In the mscriptions of Kanshdd Vawlia,
Huviskka and Viasudeva {Ep. Ind., Vol. }, Mathura Insenptions, with Plates, e2¢}
s well as in the Gimar inwription of Rudsadiman (Ep fud. Vol VIH, Plate
facing p. 44) we come scross 8 new type of na with curved baseline { X)

2. The yo of the inseriptions of the time of §odina differs from the oo vt
the oldest Brahmi inscriptions in having equalised verticals. Hut in the tmeenyr
tions of Kanishka and his successors, m the Gimar tnscriptions of Rudmdiman
and in the carly Qupta inscriptions, the ya bas a hook or o arcle on the Jeft
limb { & en) and an angular right lunb. So the Mathued wsertption of §alXer
should be nssigned to a date eatlier than the beguining of the era of Kandda
Sir John Marshall places the reign of 83d3sa between A.D. 10 and 20

Fleet, ,on the eontracy, places the dated Bralml mecnptions of the Indo
Scythian period in the following order,~Kanuhba, (Vaushha), Huvishka, Salie
and Vasudeva” His reasons for doing so may be gatherad from the fullonang
extract from his contribution to the dicusestou on the date of Kamshla —

“The fact is, palrogmphic inquines are o mther compheated buaness  They
require not only a lnowledge and e of the published tables, but alio a clege
scrutiny of tho records thenwelves, Aud the dificulties attending them, and the
necessity of not accepting appurent results too quickly, are well lnstrated by the
point that Mr. R, D. Banerji, who went into this brauck of our study sousentirt
deeply, could not secount for the Mathurd waenptum of the year 299, except
by referring ita date cither toa Mourya era nhich never existod, or ebse to the
Betucidan ern, whicl waa never uswd in India, or ol tu some other em (not
specified by him) beginning in the thed or fourth contury B.C. Dut I nimst net
be understood as deerying the value of Me. Baversi's wqunes: while there are
various points in which we cannot at all accept s results, ke Bas done soma
very useful work in this lino; eqecially in brnging ont the puint that the Jain
Brihmf inscriptions of the Kushan period, as conparal with the Puddbist and
Brahmanical inscriptions, slow deciledly advancol forms, which seem doe, a4
suggested by him, to the mereantile habits of the Jains, creating a tendency
to abandowy archaic forme of writing and adopt a more cursive style.”

The inductions crubulial in my present paper are hased not on the * pub-
fiahed tables” but on a *rerntiny of the records themeelves”™ aml the scedms
panying plates are intended to help students to deaw their own conchudiong by
tollowing the same ethod, The complicated charseter of palvographic inquiries
is due to the fact that in inriptina on metal or stone engraved by the hand
of man we are tkely to meet with both regular wonumental and frregular forma
of different Jettors, aml among the frregular Jetter-forms some may approach the
miore archaic type ami others the eumrent advanced forms tsed in the transactinne
of every day Nle. Ax Baklse writes, “In accordance with the reendte of all
palrogmphic macarch, the epignplbic alplinbets are meetly mere archiie than

V3 Cade te Pardia 2L
Siad Ast, Yol XXXUL Aps. Imrelmtwy Xote, p 3
TSR A, I e M
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those used in daily life, as the very natural desirf: to employ mon'umental"fo?ms
prevents the adoption of modern letters, and as, in the case of com’?: the imita-
tion of older specimens not rarely  makes the n}plmbct ret.r?gmde. In palwo-
graphic inquiry, therefore, the most difficult part is the selection not only of the
test letters, but of the test forms,—the regular contemporary monumental.forn.m.
For ascertaining the relative chronological position of the Safichi gateway inscrip-
tions, inscriptions of the time of the Sakn satraps, and the Kushan inscriptions,
I have chosen two test letters, ma and ya. The peculiarly Kushan forms of
such letters—na with a curved base-line and ya with a hook or a circle on the
left limb and an angular or nearly angular right limb—are met with not only
in the Mathurd Jaina inscriptions of the time of Kanishks and his successors,
but also in the Buddhist and Brahmanic inscriptions of, the time of Kanishka
and Vasishka, such as the British Museum stone inscription of the 10th year
of Kanishka (Ep. Ind., Vol. IX, p. 240 and PL), Saheth Maheth image inscription of
the year 19 of the reign of Kanishka (Ep. Ind., Vol. VIII, p. 181 and Pl), and
the I&pur sacrificial post inscription of the year 24 (A. S. R., 1910-11, Pt. II,
p. 41, and Pl XXIV), and Saiichi inscription of the year 28 of the reign of
Visishka. In the Sarnath inscription of the year 3 of Kanishka also all the
yas and some of the nas are of the regular Xushan monumental types (Ep. Ind.,
Vol. VIII, p. 176 and Plate). Judged by these tests the Mathurd inscription of
the year 209 (Ind. Ant., Vol. XXXVII, p. 33, Pl III) having nas with curved
base-line but was of the pre-Kushan.type may be assigned to the time of some
pradecessor of Kanishka who was called Mahdrdja and rdjatirdja but not déva-
putre  like Kanishka and his successors. May this mahdraja rajatiraja be
quphises 11, who, as his coin legends show, had assumed these titles ?

As the forms of ne and ya show that the Brahmi inscriptions of the time
of 8Gdisa are earlier than the inscriptions of the time of Kanishka, other test
forms, such ay the z.mgu.]nr forms of gha, pa, ma, va, la, and ka, and broadened
form of Dha, met with in hoth these classes of epigraphs, but not in the records
:’_f“ the I"_h“f)‘“ and Suhga periods, as well asin the inscriptions on the S&fichi
orayas, indicate 'that. tl.xe latter (the Safichi torana inscriptions) are considerably
older than the inscriptions of the time of Sodasa.

To sum up, the Prihmi inscriptions from the third century B.C. to the

sccend century A.D., may he chronologically arran ed i 3! :
oy AD. mey gically ged m the following order :—

2. Nagarjuni Hill cave inscriptions of - Adoka’s grandson Dasaratha
3. Besnagar Garuda pillar inscriptions.
4. («) Inseriptions on the railings of Stfipa 1 at Safichi

(b) l‘nscriptions on the failings of Stipa II at Safichi
{0) Bharhut railing inscriptions, .

, ;d)) Il;mcri[rti(m(: on the remnants of the old Bodh-Gayi railing
« te) Desnagar Garuda pillar inseription of the vear 10 installati
e Tl § 1 ¢ year 12 after the installation of

——— e

- —— e
. PN
e —— e e,

- ——————

Y Intian Peloopragghy, p. 30 (Sec, 14)



4nighse
{c) Bhy hut 45 {gatew, n5Cription,
6. Iulb:gumph Rseription f K Jmléh, Ling of I\‘ah'ngx.
7. Siiichy {oray, Rscriptioy,
Rscriptions the tim, of £aiyy,
eriptions o the gin, of Kanishyy,
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Poned by the ¥BL. From the Prin, mnage Pargpy,, (Bow 4y, the HMathyry
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origina} 82ulptypey on th 8round p,jp of & Opa 1} 8 © abont g} fame
time ; e llmg of B, Gayi o the urhcry Ars of the first cep, ury BC,; the
Sculptyrag In the fafich Durl Cayp at l’dn'rnglr. the ¢ PEr store. of whiep
¢ Inseription ! K ravels’ R s i, Bed, to a cnmiderxbly Poeterior

)

the latte, half of the firas Century .C.; angd the Bulptures of the tine of the

Saka Satraps of Mathyrg to aboye the beginning of, or o httle before, the Chriy.
era,
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PATES OF THE VOTIVE INSCRIPTIONS OX THE sTDPAS AT BARCHIL

APPENDIX.

Pratre 1.

Nagarjuni Hill Cave Inscriptions of Dasoratha. (Bithler, Ind. Ant., Vol. XX,
1891, pp. 364-365.)

W oo b W o

™ G N

Besnagar Pillar Inscription of Meliodoros. (For the
Rapson’s Ancient India, Cambridge, 1914, p. 157.)

g o U W N

1.

. Vahiak [a] Kubhi Dashalathéna' devinanmpiyenn
. anarptaliyan abhishittnd [Ajivikehi].

. bhadamtchi vashe nishidiydyé nishithe

. a-charndama-shiliyath

11

. Gopika Kubhd DashalathEna deva [pa] mpi-
. yénd anamtaliymi abhishiténi Aji-
. viké [hi bhadarh] téhi vasha ni [shi] diviye

pisithd a-chamdama-shiliyam

111

. Vadathiki Kubh# Dashalathtni dévanam

. piyéna @namtaliyarh abhishiténa

. [Ajivi] kehi bhadamtthi va [sha-ni] shidiyaye
. nishithi a-chamdama-shiiliyam

Prate 11,

latest version see

I.

. Dévadévasa Vi [sude] vasa Garudadhejé ayam
. Karite i[a] Helisdoréna bhaga-

. vaténa Diyasa putréna Takhkhasilikénal

. Yona-duténa fgaténa mahirijasa

. Amtalikitasa upa[mjta sakisam rafio

. Kasiput{r]asa Bhagabhadrasa tratirasa

. Vaséna [chatu] dasérina rijéna vadhaminasa

Prate II1.

Typical Inscriptions from the ground railing of Stipa I at Safichi.

No. 1.
(Bithler, Ep. Ind., Vol. II, p. 104, No. 60.)

L. 1. Dévagiring pachanckayikasa
L. 2. bhichuné sa atvisiks sa Khans

* The double consonant, kikka, is remarkable,

non-aspirated sound : as kkh. Inliterary Prakyits an nspirate is doubled by profixing the
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No 2.
(16id, p. 318, No. ts4)
sya-Dhanakasa bhichhund dipam
No. 3.
(1bid, p. 104, No. e0.)
Ujéniye Agisimays danam
No. ¢.
(Ibid, p.99, No. 18,
A h g ry su = 4 1. thishh dlm
No. &
(fbid, p. 385. No. 260
thérass sya-Nagnss bhichhund Ujénakasa d3nsm
No. 6.
(2d, p. 113, No. 31)

L. 1. simangrasa Abéya-
L. 2. knsa sethind danam

No. 7.
(ibid, p. 98, No. 10)
Athaxa katimiknsa dinath
No. 8.,
(Ibid, p. 109, No, 112}
L. L. Yakhilasa bhichbunt aya-Dévagiring atd-
L. 2. v3sing dinam

No. 0.
(Ibid, p. 103, No. 53)
Nodigutava dand bhichhund

No. 10.
(15id, p. 105, No. 153
Jouhakasa bhichhund ddnarh
No. it
(lbid, p. 379, No, £208)
ayailétasa blichhund daram
No. 12.
(I5id, p. 108, Fo. 103)
Pusayd bhichhaniye Nadinapatikdys dinash

17
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Prate IV.
Typical Inscriptions from the Railings of Stiipa II at Safichi.

No. 1.
(Ibid, p. 112, No. 13.)
Agilasa danam Adhaporikasa

“ No. 2.

(Ibid, p. 111, No. 7.)
L. 1. N[a]Jgapiyasa Achha[v]."

L. 2. sa setbisa danarh

‘No. 3.

(Ibid, p. 897, No. 27.)
L. 1. Balakasa ayasa Arahagutasa Sasa-
L. 2. dakasa atévasind danam

No. 4.

(Ibid, p. 398, No.. 39.)
L. 1. Sagbarakhitasa bhichhuné danam Kérara-
L. 2. sa / ’

No. 5.

(Ibid, p. 398, No. 36.) -«
Avahakasa bhichhund bbanakasa danam '

No. 6.

(Ibid, p. 112, No. 14.)

Yasdgiring danarm bhichhuns )
No. 1.

(Ibid, p. 111, No. 4.)
Isilasa bhikluné danam

No. 8.

3 ‘ (Ibid, p. 111, No. 10.)
Nagapalitaya dana thabhg

No. 9.

(Ibid, p. 400, ﬁo. 53.
L. 1. Nadinagars ) P A3 )

L. 2. Asad[e]vaya bhikhuya dana
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No. 10.

(1bid, p. 398, No. 33,
Nigarakhitasa bhichhund Pokhareynknsa danasii

Puare V.
Typical Inscriptions from the Railing of Blarhut

No. 1,
(Hultzseh, Ind. Ant., Vol. XXII, pp. 227.212, No 122}
sya-Apikinakasa ‘dinam
No. 2.
(fod, No. 25)
aya-Gorakhitase thabhd danari
No. 3..
(Ibid, No. 141.)
Avisanasa dinarit
No. 4.
({bid, No. 8L.)
L, 1, Maragirisitha Nigiliya bhikhuntya danim thabbs
L. 2. Bhagavatd Vipasind bodhi
No. 5,
. ~ (Ibd, No. 85)
‘L. 1. Védisi Anurddhiya dinam
L. 2. Chhadariatiya jatakari
No. 6.
N (1bid, No. 97.)

L. 1. Mikiarasa artevdsing aya-Sima-
L. 2. kasa thabhb danam
No.-7.
- {Ibid, No. 133)
Jéthabhadrasa danarm
No. 8.

(Ibid, No. 30.)
Bhagavats Konigamenasa bodhi

No. 0.
(Ibid, No. 135)
Budbarakhitasa rupakarakasa dinam
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No. 10.

(lbid, No. 00.)
L. 1. Erapatd Nigarija
L. 2. Bhagavatd vadate

No. 11

(Ibid, No, €9.)
' bhadata-Mohifasa thabhs dimem

No. 12.
(Zbid, No. 27.)
1. Dabhinikiya Mahamukhisn dhitn Badhika-
2. ya bhichhuniya danati

L.
L.
No. 13.

(Ibid, No. 98.)
Bhagavatd nkramti

No. 14,

(Tbid, No. 45.)
aya-Isadinasa bhanakasa danam

No. 15.

(Ibid, No. 10.)
Karahakata-nigamasa

No. 16.
(£6id, No. 88))
Jétavana Anadhapadiks dati katisamthateng ketg
No. 17,

(Ibid, No, 84.)
Bhagavats Kakusadhasa badhi

.

No. 18,
‘ (Cunningha_m, Stipa of Bhay,

o W, p. 141, No. 4.,
& Bhojakatakasa suchi danay

1

No. 19.
(Hultz'sch, Ind. Anf,,

el e Vol. XXI1, pp, 227-
Kakamdiy, Somaya bhichlmniya dana PP- 227-242, No. 101.)
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No. 20,
(1bid, No, 1)
Bharhut  Torana  Inseription.
. Suganaiit raje rafio QGagiputnsa Visadévasa
L. 2. panténa Goti-putasa Agarajusa puténa <
L. 3. Vi L-‘ Eﬂﬂ D} bl i -‘l\'nl’lfﬂﬁl t
L. 4. sily-kamathid cha upath na

No, 21.

Siatichi Stiipa I, Western Cate,
{Sukler. E. L, Yol 1I, p. 206, No. 83
aya-Cludasa at@vising Balamitraza dina thablo

No. 22,
Safichi Stdpa 1, South Gate.
{Ibid, p. 378, No. 2w.)
Védisakehi daritakarehi rupakatinmota kataiy

Prate VL
No. 1.
Sxiichi Atipa 1, South Gate
(Lidar’s List, No 310}
L 1. v3f6 siri-Sitakaniza
L. 2. Av@saniza Vasithiputras
L. 3. Anamdaxa dinarh

No. 2
sanchi Stipa 1, West Gu!:' 1)
{Bithler, Ep. Ind, Vol. 1, p. 378, No )
Kurardys Nigapiyasa Achhavade sethisa putass cha Saghasa dinah] thakts

Mo, 3.
Sanchi Stapa 1. North Gate.

L ). .. ...-kapalakariss vmalapagdi (7) M
L2..... -reya kirakana cha gati-gachhiys yo itd
No. 4.

Sifichl Staps 1, East Gste.
(Ep. Fnd.. Vol If, p 106, No. 83)
Korsrass Nigapiyass Achhivade sethina dsna thabhs

.
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No. b.

Mora stone-slab inscription.
(Vogel's Calulogue of the: Archeological Museum at Mathwra, p. 184.)
L. 1. Maha[ksha)t(rapasa Rajivulasa putra)........ cene
L. 2. Bhagavata Vri{sh)ne(na paricha Virinir pratimii éailatrivagra).
" L. 3. yastoshayd $(ai)le (¢rimadgrahamatula  muda-dhasa)....
L. 4. archi dadam ailarh pachaivala(ta iva parama vapusha)....

No. 6.

Matlwd (Kankali Tila, now Lucknow Provincial Museum.)
Inscription of the time of Sodasa of the year 72.
(Biibler, Ep. Ind., Vol. II, p. 189; Ep. Ind., Vol. IV, p. 55.)
L. 1. nama arahatd Vardhaminasa
L. 2. sv[i]misn mahakshattrapasa Sodisasa savatsaré 70 2  hémamtamisé
2 divasé 9 Haritiputrass Palasa bhaydyé samasivikaye .
L. 3. Kochhiye Amohiniye sahd putréhi Palaghoshéna Pathaghoshéna
Dhanaghoshéna Ayavati pratithipitd priaya-{bhal-
L. 4. Ayavati arahatapujivé

Ne. 7.
Mathura (Kankdli Tili, now Lucknow Provincial Museum)
Jaina image inscription of the time of Kanishka of sam 5
(Liders, Ind. dnt., Vol. XXXIII, p. 35f.)
A: L. 1. Devaputrasya Ka[nilshkasya sa[] 5 hd 1 di 1 @&tasya pirv-
v{aJvam Kottiyats ganiatd Bahmadasikito [kul-

L. 2. lata[Ujchenagarité  éakhatc Sethi(niha]..sya §if$lini  Senasye
sadhachari Khudiy® nirva[rjtafna]
B. L. 1. Palasya dhita...... ya..o G,
L. 2. Vadbamanasya pratiima]........
No. 8.

. Matburd (Kankali Tili, now Mathura Museum) Jaina image inscription of the
tima of Kar,lis.bka of sarh 7. (Biihler, Lp. Ind., Vol. 1, p. ?&91.) .
L. L [sul’fiharh([] mahardjasya rijatirijasya dévaputrasya shz‘zhi-‘KnI,lishkasya
sait 7 h& 1 di 105 3tasya purvviyam Aryyodthikiyats
L. 2. g’z-mﬁta Aryya-Nagabhutikiyato kulato ganisya Aryya-Buddhagirisya
Zs_h{:;h vichaks Aryya-Sa[ndhijkasya bhagini  Aryya-Jayi, Aryys
oshtha...., '

N )
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ERRATA.”

Page 8, Jine 10,~for e read the
n u lines 83—t from Lottow,~for (* These gates nnd the rulingsare entrudted to
the care of the artizuns of the five citiea} ", read ¥ (Thee ites
and the rajling are) entrusted to the care of the artizans of the
five cities™,
» 7, Yine 1,—~for sas read sa 5.
w10, Note 1, line 3,—~for cackkinechs read vochhinecha.
s s m s ss—for Ramlariyam read karitariyath
o s De—for choyathi read choyathf.
w oo ow w oy h—lor ke read Ai.
w w2 from bottom,—for (No. ) read (No. 617)
" 12 Inst Jine,—for Simsa read Sotmdiea
11, Jine 1%,—/for Saheth Maheth read Saheih Maketh.
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