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The stone pillar, 8—4” in height, that bears this short in-
scription in three lines, embodying a single stanza in Sardula-
bikridita metre, now standsin the garden infront of the palace of
the Maharaja of Dindjpur. The pillar was brought to Dinajpur
by Maharaja Ramnathin the eighteenth century. Theinscription
was published by Westmacott with Dr. Rajendra Lala Mitra’s
translation and comments, and a crude lithograph in the Ind.
Ant., Vol. I, pp. 127-128. Dr. Mitra’s translation was criticised
by Dr. R. G. Bhandarkar in a letter published along with
Westmacott’s paper, which drew forth a reply from Dr. Mitra,
and a rejoinder from Dr. Bhandarkar. The controversy rested
there, and the inscription slipped out of the memory of the
scholars, for it finds no place in Dr. Kielhorn’s list of Inscrip-
tions. It is briefly noticed by the late Dr. Bloch in the Annual
Report of the Archaeological Survey, Bengal Circle, for the
year 1900-1901, where he wrongly reads Gaudapali as Sidapati.
Drs. Mitra and Bhandarkar failed to come to any agreement as
to the meaning of the compound Kuiijaraghatavarsena, the
former taking it in the sense of ‘‘in the year 888 °’, and the
latter as an adjunct of the subject Gaudapati and meaning ¢ he
who pours forth an array of elephants.’” But whatever the
real meaning of Ku#jaraghalavarsena may be, there can be no
doubt about the purport of the inseription. It records the
erection of a temple of Siva by a Lord of Gauda, belonging to
the Kamboja family; and it is possible, with the help of the
letters and historical data furnished by other documents, to
approximately ascertain the date of this unknown GQauda king,
and thereby recover a forgotten chapter of the early history of
Bengal. _ .

The letters are very carefully and beautifully incised.
While discussing the peculiarities of the letters of the Khalim-
pur grant of Dharmapala,’ Dr. Kielhorn notices the following
peculiarities :—letters like pa, ma and sa are mostly open at
the top, and the lower part of ma throughout is formed by a
straight arm, pointing in a forward direction to the left, and
shows nowhere a loop or round knob. He then observes in a
note :—*“In the Ghosrawd: inscription of the time of Dévapala
(Ind. Ant., Vol. XVII, p. 309, plate) the m with the loop is still

1 Ep. Ind., vol. iv, p. 243.
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the exception, but in the Badal pillar inscription and in the
Bhagalpur plate of Narayanapala it is used throughout.”’ In
the Dinajpur pillar inscription ma, pe and sa are not open ab
the top, and it shares these peculiarities, as well as the loop or
knob of ma, with the Badal pillar inscription.! Narayanapala is
the great-great-grandson of Dharmapala. Therefore the Dinaj-
pur inscription cannot be assigned to an age much earlier than
that of the Badal pillar inscription. The other limit may be
roughly fixed by comparing the letters of our inscription wish
those of the Devapada inscription of Vijayasena.”? Speaking of
the development of the Eastern varieties of the Nagari alphabet,
Biihler writes in his Indian Paleography:—*¢ Towards the end
of the eleventh century the Nagari inscriptions of Eastern India
show such distinct traces of changes leading up to the modern
Bengali writing, and these changes become s0o numerous in the
twelfth century, that it is possible to class their alphabets as
Proto-Bengali. An approximate idea of the Proto-Bengali
may be obtained by comparing the characters of the following
documents, represented in our plates:—(L) of the Deopara
Prasasti of about a.pn. 1080-90 [pl. v., col. xviii], which
includes Bengali e, kka, na, ta, tha, ma, ra, la, sa.’’ 3

Of these letters ta, tha, ma, ra, la and sa occur in the
Dinajpur inseription ; and a comparison of these with those of
the Devapada inscription forces upon us the conclusion that the
Dinajpur inscription belongs to an earlier epoch. The use
of the superseript » indicates that it cannot be placed later
than the tenth century. It shares with the Badal Pillar inscrip-
tion, the superscript 7 in all cases where 7 forms conjuncts with
letters that follow it. Thus we have rbb in line 1, ryg in line 2,
and 79 in line 3. The superseript » is also used in the Nalanda
inscription?® of the eleventh year of Mahipila and the Sarnath
inscription ® of Samvat 1083 (A.D. 1026) of the same king. But
in the Dindjpur grant of Mahipila, the Gaya inscription of
the fifteenth year of his son Nayapdla, and in the Amgachi grant
of Nayapala’s son Vigrahapala III—in fact in all inscriptions
executed in Bengal in the eleventh century, ¢ », preceding
another consonant, is often written by a short line, sideways
attached to the right side of the aksara of which it forms part,
not by the superseript sign.’’ 6.

With the help of the historical data furnished by other
inscriptions it is possible to fix the date of the Gaudapati of
the foreign Kamboja family with greater precision. In the

1 Epi. Ind., vol. ii, p. 160,

2 Epi. Ind., vol. i, p. 305.

8 Ind. Paleography, Ind. Ant., vol. xxxiii, app., p. 58.

4+ J. and P. A.S.B. of 1908, plate vi.

6 Arch. Surv. Ind. Rep. 1903 4, p. 222, and plate Ixiv, 4, .

6 J.A.S.B. of 1892, Part I, p. 78; Cunningham’s Report, vol. iii,
plate xxxvii; Ind. Ant., vol. xxi (1892), p. 97.
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Dindjpur grant of Mahipala I, whose Sarnath inscription is
dated in Sam. 1083 (a.p. 1026), it is said of the donor :—

“ ggageflqaw: aFe TFIWT-

zafuma-fagh wsw e famq |
fafeq-avansn el 9y awr-

srggafror: SwetaERa: ) (verse 11).”

‘“From him (Vigrahapala II) has sprung the protector of
the earth, the illustrious Mahipaladeva. In the pride of his
arm having slain in battle all opponents, and having obtained
his father's kingdom which had been snatched away by people
having no claim to it, he has put down his lotus foot on the
heads of princes.’’

The *¢ people having no claim ’’ who deprived Mahipala’s
father or grandfather of his kingdom, was no other than the
Lord of Gauda of the Kamboja. family mentioned in the
Dinajpur pillar inscription. In the Pala period of the history
of Bengal, from about A.p. 800 to 1100, there is only one
epoch, that between the reigns of Narayanapala and Mahipala I,
of which we have not as yet foun® any memorial in Varendra
(North Bengal). Before this epoch, reigned in succession the
first five Pala Kings—Gopala I, Dharmapala, Dévapala, Vigra-
hapala I (alias Surapala) and Narayanapala. Of Bengal, before
Gopila I and of that king himself, Taranath writes (quoted by
Cunningham, Arch. Sur. Ind., Vol. XV, p. 148):—

“In Orissa, Bengal, and five other provinces of the East,
every Ksatriya, Brahmana and merchant (Vai$ya) made him-
self the chief of the districts; but there was-no king ruling
the whole country.

‘“The widow of one of these departed chiefs used to kill
every night the person who had been chosen as king, until
after several years Gopala, who had been elected king, ma-n&ged
to free himself and obtained the kingdom. He began to reign
in Bengal and afterwards conquered Magadha.’’

A line in Dharmapala’s Khalimpur grant (verse 4) con-
firms Taranath’s version of the way in which Gopala obtained
the kingdom. The line runs:—

“ ArEgATERITte g gatathe e o aiea:

< He was elected king by the people to put an end to
anarchy (the condition of the fishes).”’. This confirmation of
Taranath’s account of the rise of the Pala dynasty by an
almost contemporary record warrants us to hold that the
uncorroborated portion of his narrative, that Gopala ‘* began to
reign in Bengal and afterwards conquered Magadha,’’ may not
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be baseless, and that Gopala was a native of Bengal. Mr. V. A.
Smith in his well-known Early History of India (Second Edition,
p. 367) accepts this part of Taranath’s account as genuine
history, and the only possible objection to it based on the
Nilanda and Bodb Gaya inscriptions of Gopala is untenable,
for it has been shown! that on palxographical grounds these
inscriptions cannot be pushed back to the time of Gopala I, but
must be assigned to the time of Gopala II, grandson of
Narayanapala and the grandfather of Mahipala I.

If Gopala began to reign in Northern Bengal, it goes
without saying that his mighty successor Dharmapala, who
could unmake and make kings in far-off Kanyakubja, retained
possession of this province. The memary of Dharmapéla’s son,
and successor Devapala, and his daughter Bimala, is tradi-
tionally connected with Yogigopha and a neighbouring village,
within the jurisdiction of thana Patnitala, District Dinajpur,
and not far from Bannagar, the place where our inscribed stone
pillar was originally found. A few miles to the east of Yogi-
gopha, in a village called Haragauri after a temple of Haragauri
situated on a mound in it, stands the so-called Badal pillar of
Bhatta Gurava, minister of Narayanapala. The vast ruins still
called Dewanbart and the numerous big tanks in the vicinity of
the pillar indicate that the hereditary ministers of the early Pila
Kings had their home there. Of the three succeeding kings,
Rajyapala, Gopala II, and Vigrahapala II, son, grandson and
great-grandson respectively of Narayanapala, no memorial has
as yet been discovered in Dinajpur ; but of the later Pala Kings,
Mahipala I and his successors, memorials abound in the district.
No less than three copper-plates, viz. of Mahipala I, Vigraha-
pala III and Madanapala, have been discovered in Dinajpur,
donating lands in the Kotivarsa Vigaya, which, according to
Sanskrit lexicons, is synonymous with Devikote and Banapura
(Bannagar). These and other records, such as the Sarnath
inscription of Kumaradevi, wife of King Gobindacandra of
Kanauj (A.D. 1114-1154), whose maternal grandfather Mahana
was king Rampala’s viceroy in Anga,* Sandhyankara Nandi’s
Rampilagarita, and the grant of Vaidyadeva of Kamrupa,
prove that the later Pila Kings retained possession of Varendra
with only a short intermission owing to the rebellion of the
Kaivarta chief Divyoka till the rise of the Sena Kings. It may,
therefore, be safely concluded that the Kambojas conquered
Varendra in the interval between the time of Narayanapala and
Mahipala I, very probably in the reign of Vigrahapala II, and
that their power was overthrown by Mahipala I early in the
eleventh century or a little earlier. If we take Kufijaraghata-

1 Journal and Proceedings of A.S.B., 1908.
2 Ep. Ind., vol. ix, p. 311.
8 Ep. Ind., vol, ii, p. 350
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vargena of thé inscription in the sense of Saka 888 (=a.Dp.
966) it fits in well with the data of history and pal®ography.

One other question that suggests itself in connection with
this inscription is, who were the Kamboja conquerors of
Gauda? What country was then known as the land of the
Kambojas? According to Foucher, Nepalese tradition applied
the name Kamboja-desa to Tibet.! The Gaudapati of the Kam-
boja family probably came from Tibet, Bhutan or some other
Himalayan country at the head of a Mongolian horde, who are
now represented by the Koch and the Paliyas of Northern
Bengal, also known as Rajbansis. These Koch-Rajbansis of
Varendra must be distinguished from the Rajbansis living on
the eastern side of the Karatoya, who form a caste quite
distinct from the Koch caste of that region. That these Koch
are not late comers to Varendra, but were settled here even in
the beginning of the thirteenth century a.p., is evident from
Minhajuddin’s account of Muhammad Bakhtiyar’s journey to
and back from Tibet and Kamarupa.? ; ol

The inscription is very skilfully engraved at the, base of
the pillar and covers a space 1’ 1 by 2”; the letters, on an
average, are a little over } an'inch in length.

Teat.

(L. 1) =%t ‘
gatfe-afaft-mwmad e w faau:
T fzfs-

(L. 2) TY FWW-FU-THRAET A |
rEEtSEEST Msta- |

(L. 8) a1 TS @
wrETRY fTATty FeCEe-ana SHET I

Translation.

This temple of the moon-crested [Siva], an ornament of
the earth, was built [completed] in the year 888 by that king
of Gauda of the Kamboja family, whose ability in .supdul.ng the
irresistible forces of the enemy, and whose discrimination of
the merits of the suitors in giving gifts are sung by the Vidya-
dharas in heaven with delight.

1 Smith’s Early History of India, 2nd Ed., p. 173.
2 Tabakat-i-Nasiri, Raverty’s Translation, Bib. In
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