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ARCHAEOLOGICAL REPORT.

Report of the Archsological Surveyor to the Government of India during
Season 1863-64.

IN describing the ancient state of the Panjib, the most
interesting subject of enquiry is the identification of those
famous peoples and cities, whose names have become familiar
to the whole world through the expedition of Alexander the
Great. To find the descendants of those peoples and the
sites of those cities amongst the scattered inhabitants and
ruined mounds of the present day, I propose, like Pliny, to
follow the track of Alexander himself. This plan has a
double advantage, for as the Chinese pilgrims, as well as the
Macedonian invaders, entered India from the West, the routes
of the conquerors and the pilgrims will mutually illustrate
each other. As the subject is naturally divided into two
parts, one relating to the people themselves, and the other to
their works, I will discuss them separately under the heads
of Ethnology and Antiquities. Under the first head will be
described the various races which have settled in the Panjib
from the earliest times down to the Muhammadan conquest,
and an attempt will be made to trace the downward course
of each separate tribe, until it joins the great stream of
modern history. Under the second head will be described
the ruined cities and ancient buildings, which still exist in
many parts of the Panjib; and these descriptions will be
compared first with the medizeval accounts of the Chinese
pilgrims, and afterwards with the more ancient records of
the companions of Alexander. The account of the anti-
quities will be illustrated by numerous plates, which are
necessary to make the subject intelligible.

ETHNOLOGY.

TuxE population of the Panjib Proper, excluding Peshé-
wur and the Trans-Indus Districts attached to the Leia and
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Multin Divisions, amounts to upwards of ten millions, who
are distributed as follows :

Population.

In Jélandhar Division... ... 2,464,019
,, Lahor R ... 4,084,122
,» Multén s e eee 1,474,574
,, Réwal Pindi ,, ... .. 2,197,401
Total ... 10,220,116

Of the whole number seven-twelfths are Musalméins,
four-twelfths or one-third Hindus, and only one-twelfth
Sikhs.* The Hindus, perhaps, predominate in most of the
provinces to the east of the Chenib, but to the west of that
river the whole mass of the population is Muhammadan, with
the single exception of the widely-spread tribe of Katris or
grain merchants, who are all Hindus. The greater bulk of
the population, however, is of Indian descent, being the off-
spring of Indian converts, and not of their Muhammadan,
conquerors. But though Indian by descent, they are, as
I am now prepared to show, mostly of Turanian, and not of
Arian, extraction.

Following my views, the population of the Panjib may
be divided into three distinct classes according to their pre-
sumed extraction. These are—

1. Early Turanians, or Aborigines.
2. Aryas, or Brahmanical Hindus.
3. Later Turanians, or Indo-Scythians.

The early Turanians include all those races of undeniable
antiquity who do not belong to any one of the three classes
of Aryas. Such are the Zakkas and the Megs, the Dunds
and the Satis, the Sadan, and perhaps also the Ddmaras of
Kashmirian history. I call them Turanians rather than
Moguls, because the route from Turdn to the Panjib is not
only much shorter, but also much more easy than that from
Mongolia.

® These numbers are taken from the last census. The total number of Sikhs in the

Panjdb is 787,684, and in the Districts of Ludiana, Ambala, and Sirsa to the east of the

ggt(.)laéjl 2:‘.hex‘e are 178,378, making the total numberof Sikhs in the British Provinces
£
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The Aryas include all the tribes of pure Kshatriya
descent, such as the Suraj-Vansis and Som-Vunsis of the
hills, the Janjihas of the Salt Range, and the Bhatis of the
Central and Eastern Dobs. This class also includes all the
Katris or grain-sellers, and all the Dogras of mixed extrac-
tion, as their Aryan descent, though not pure, is generally
acknowledged. The classification of the Awéns is doubtful ;
but as they would appear to be the J#d tribe of the Emperor
Baber, who were derived from the same ancestor as the
Janjtihas, and as their name may perhaps be traced in that of
Amanda, the ancient Province of Taxila, I think that the pro-
babilities are in favour of their Aryan descent.

The later Turanians include the Gakars, the Kdthis, and
the Bdlas of the first immigration (which took place either
before or during the reign of Darius Hystaspes); the Jafs
and Meds (Sus and Abdrs) of the second immigration (towards
the end of the second century before Christ), and the Gujars
(Tochdri) of the third immigration, about the middle of the
following century. I am aware that the Jits, Meds, and
Gujars are generally considered to belong to the earliest
inhabitants of the Panjib; but as I have failed to find any
trace of their names in the historians of Alexander, I con-
clude that their entrance into the Panjib is of later date
than the period of the Macedonian ipvasion. The Jits and
Meds have, I believe, been identified by Professor Lassen
with the Jdrttikas and Madras of the Mahidbhirata; but for
the reason above given, as well as for others which I will
adduce hereafter, I think that this identification cannot be
maintained.

Before proceeding to discuss the history and ethnic
affinities of the various tribes who now inhabit the Panjib,
it will be useful to compare their relative numbers as a guide
to our estimation of the relative importance of the different
ancient races with whom I propose to identify them.

The most numerous race in the Panjib is undoubtedly
that of the Jats, who form nearly one-half of the popula-
tion of the various Dofibs from the foot of the hills down to
Multin. In the upper part of the Sindh-Sagar Doib they
are scarcely known, excepting perhaps about Minikyala,
where the people called Pakhridl are said to be Jats. I
think, therefore, that my brother’s estimate of the number
of Jats as forming about four-tenths of the entire population
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is most probably correct. The next most numerous race
is that of the Gujars, who are found scattered over all the
Dohbs, but in greatest number to the westward of the Ravi.
They form the bulk of the population in Hazira, and are found
in considerable numbers about Hasan Abdil, Shih-dheri,
RAwal Pindi, and Gujar Khan, in the Sindh-Sigar Dolb.
They are also very numerous about Gujart and Gujarinwéila
in the Chaj and Rechna Dofbs. I estimate their numbers at
one-half that of the Jats, or about two-tenths of the entire
Eopulation. The remaining four-tenths may be divided

etween the several different races of Aryan and Turanian
extraction, the former, however, being considerably more
numerous than the other.

The following table exhibits the relative approximate
numbers of all the different races now inhabiting the Panjib.
It shows also what portion of each race has adopted Muham-
madanism. The Sikhs are entered as Hindus under the
heads of Hindu Jats and Gujars, from which tribes they
have almost wholly been derived. According to the census
they form one-twelfth of the populatien, or rather less than
1,000,000:

Hindus. Musalmdns. Total.
Indo-Scythians.

Jats ‘10 *30 *40
Gujars 5 16 20

‘16 45 ‘60 Indo-Scythians.

Hindus.

Hill Rajputs ... 12
Takkas, Megs ... ‘03
Katris 01
Dogras 04
Bhatis ‘05
Janjuhas ‘03
Awéns oo 02

*20 *10 -30 Hindus.
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Hindus. |Musalmins.| Total.
Musalméns.
Gakars 0 ‘04
Kathis ... 0 ‘03
Ghebis, Katras 0 ‘03
00 10 ‘10  [Musalméns.
Total ... 36 65 100

By changing these nawmes for those of the ancient tribes,
with whom I have proposed to identify them, we obtain the -
relative approximate numbers of the descendants of the
three great classes into which I have divided the present
population of the Panjib. Much accuracy cannot be ex-
pected in an estimate of this kind, but I believe that the
numbers give very fair approximations to the truth.

. Total.
Early Turanians.
Takkas ‘01
Megs ... o ‘01
Dunds, Satis, &c.® ... . ‘01
Aryas. 03
Hill Rajputs 12
Kntrisng.).lt . .8;.‘
Dogras ...
Janjuhas e ‘03
Awgns ‘02
Bhatis ... 05
Later Turanians. 27
Gakars ... 05
Kathis ... 05
‘10
Jats ... 40
Gujars ... +20
70
Total ... o] e 1:00

# Major G. C. Smith, Reigning Family of Lakor, p, 205, estimates theee as follows :

Dunds
Sudan,,,

Total

... 50,000
.. 20,000
.. 40,000

... 110,000

——
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1. EARLY TURANIANS,
1. Taxkkas.

Of the early Turanmians, I have but little to say, but
even that little is of considerable interest, as there can be
no reasonable doubt that the famous city of Takkasila, or
Tuzila, derived its name from the Takkas. Now, when
Tazila was founded, the Takkas must have been in posses-
sion of at least the Sindh-SAgar DoAb. But as, when first
mentioned in history, about the beginning of the Christian
era, we find them coupled with the Bdhtkas or Madras of
the Central Panjib, it is certain that they had already been
ejected from their original seats, that is, from the Western
Panjab, beyond the Jhelam. In the utter absence of all in-
formation, we can only make guesses, more or less probable,
regarding either the date or the cause of this event. Now, in
the first century of our era, the District of Taxila was already
called Amanda,* or Amandra, a name which at once recals
the Awdns of the present day, and their country Awdnkdri.
As the letters m and v are interchangeable, the two names are
so precisely the same that I feel little hesitation in proposing
the identification of the Awdns with the people of the ancient
Amanda. TUnfortunately, it is impossible to say whether
Pliny derived his information from a new source, or from the
old historians of Alexander. As the latter is by far the
more likely source, we may conclude with some probability
that the Takkas had already been ejected previous to the
expedition of Alexander. The cause of their ejectment may,
therefore, be assigned, with much probability, to the immi-
gration of the Turanian Colony of Gakars, whose settlement
must have taken place either during the reign of Darius-
Hystaspes, or at some not much earlier period of Turanian
supremacy under the long lived Afrdsiydb. -

There is, however, one trait of the customs of the
peoplg of Taxila, recorded by Q. Curtins, which is so
peculiar that, when we find it afterwards mentioned not only
by Philostratus but by the Chinese Pilgrim Fa-Hian in
A. D. 400, we can scarcely come to any other conclusion
than that the people of Taxila were of the same race at

® Plinii Hist. Nat., VL. 23, Taxill - ) -
universo nomen Amm&w_ @ cum urbe celebri, jam in plana demisso tractu cul
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these two distant periods. Curtius relates that Taxiles
entertained  Alexander splendidly for “three days.”*
According to Philostratus, the King of Taxila was addressed
by Appollonious in these words: “I have been now three
days your guest, and on the morrow I mean to take my
departure in compliance with your lmo.’t The statement
of the pilgrim refers to the neighbouring district of Udydna,
and not to Taxila itself, but the two districts were only
separated by the Indus, and the people were most probably
of the same race. Indeed the provinces immediately ad-
joining Udyina on the south are still called 74%-Banu
or Banu-Tak. It is certain at least that those of Udy4na
were Indians and not Afghans, as the pilgrim mentions that
they spoke the language of Central India. The peculiar
custom of the country is thus described by Fa-Hian: ¢If
any foreign ecclesiastic arrives, they are all ready to entertain
him for ¢three days;’ after which they bid him seek for
himself another resting place.”{ The continued observance
of this peculiar custom would seem to show that the same .
people had occupied the country from the time of Alexander
down to A. D. 400. I conclude, therefore, with some cer-
tainty, that the Zakkas had been ejected from the Sindh-
Sigar Doib previous to the time of Alexander.

But there is another town of little less celebrity than
that of Taxila, which in all probability still preserves the
name of the Tuk or Tukka tribe. This town is Attak on
the Indus, a name which is not older than the time of
Akbar. The old name is preserved by Rashid-uddin, who
says that the Kabul River joins the Indus ‘‘near the fort
of Tankur,” or Et-Tankur, as it is written with the Arabic
article.§ This form of the name no doubt suggested to
Akbar the word A¢fak, meaning “hindrance or obstacle,”
just as Parshdwar suggested to him Peshdwur, the * frontier
town.” Tankur or Takor is most probably the Tukora of
the Peutingerian Tables, which is placed to the westward of
Spatura (Kaspaturos) and Alexandria Bucefalos.

* Vita Alexandri, VIIL 12. Per triduum hospitaliter Alexander r

+ Vita Apollonii, IL 40. See also II. 23, where the King invites Apollonius to be “his
guest for three days, as the laws of the country did not allow strangors to remain longer
than that time in ‘the city.”

1 Beale’s Fa Hian, c. VIIL, p. 27.
§ Sir 1L, M. Elliot’s Muhammadan Historians, p. 30.
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In A. D. 900 we find the district of ZTa%ka-desa forming
part of the kingdom of Gurjjara, or Gujdrdfin the Chaj
Doib, when Raja Sankara Varmma of Kashmir, who
reigned from A. D. 883 to 901, annexed it to his own domi-
nions.* At that time Takka-desa must have been situated
to the north or north-east of Gujarit towards Kashmir.
Now, this is the very position in which we find the Takkas
of the present day, namely, in the hilly country on both
banks of the Chenib within the Jammu territory. But it
seems probable that Takkades must at one time have com-
prised a considerable portion of the plains, as the annals of
Jesalmer record that the Yddavas dispossessed the Z'dks
before the foundation of Sédlivihanpur, which is generally
identified with Sy4lkot.

Up to this point I have dealt only with the Zd%s or
Takkas of the Northern Paujib, but as the Tdks or Tauks
of Sindh are mentioned by several writers as one of the
three aboriginal races of the province, it would seem that
on their first ejection from Taxila some portion of the tribe
must have sought refuge towards the south.t Nothing
further is recorded of the Tiks of Sindh; but as towards

the end of the 12th century we find a Z4% Chief in posses-
" sion of the strong fortress of Aser, we may conclude that
the tribe had extended itself towards the east some time
before the Muhammadans appear in India. According to
Chand, this Chief, named Chdia Tdk, with the title of
Rdwat, played a conspicuous part in the wars of Prithi Raj,
- and was wounded at Kanoj. Just two centuries later, one

Sédrang Tik became the first Muhammadan king of Gujarat,
under the title of Mugzafar Shah.}

The former importance of this race is perhaps best
shown by the fact that the old Ndgari character, which is
still in use throughout the whole country from Bamiyan
to the banks of the Jumna is named Z'kars, most probably
because this particular form was first brought into use,
either by them or by the race who succeeded them in
Taxila. Ihave found this character in common use under

* Troyer's Raja Tarangini, V. 150, and 155, Calcutta edition.

+ Postans in Journal of Bengal Asiatic Society, 1844, p. 185 ; ’s editi
of Sit Honry Elliot 11 228, gal ociety, , P. 185 ; see also Dowaon’s editivn

1 Briggs, IV. 2, Note, saa that Muzafar was born a Hindu Prince.
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the same name amongst the grain dealers to the west
of the Indus and to the east of the Satlaj, as well as amongst
the Brihmans of Kashmir and Kangra. It is used in the
inscriptions as well as upon the coins of Kashmir and
Kangra; it is seen on the Sati monuments of Mandi, and
in the inscriptions of Pinjor; and lastly the only copy of the
Raja Tarangini of Kashmir was preserved in this character.
I have obtained copies of the alphabet from twenty-six
different places between the Yuzufzai country and Simla.
In several of these places the Tiikari is also called Munde and
Lunde, which means simply  short,” that is a cursive form
of writing. 'I'he chief peculiarity of this alphabet is, that the
vowels are never attached to the consonants, but are always
written separately with, of course, the single exception of
the short a, which is inherent. It is remarkable also that in
this alphabet the initial letters of the cardinal numbers
have almost exactly the same forms as the nine unit figures
at present in use.

According to Colonel Tod, the Tak tribe were descended
from Takshaka, the founder of the Ndgavansis, or serpent
race, who, according to Hindu belief, had the power of
assuming the human form at pleasure. It seems probable
that the Ndgas, who throughout the Vedas appear as the
enemies of the primitive Aryas, were really a race of dragon
worshippers, akin to the Scytho-Median Zokdk. That the
Takkas or Takshakas, were also dragon worshippers, we have
a convincing proof in the fact that the king of Taxila kept
two large serpents at so late a period as the time of Alex-
ander. We know also that the famous spring at Hasan
AbdAl was called the fount of Eldpatra, the dragon brother
of Takshaka. Admitting, therefore, that these ophiolatrous
Takkas were actually the same as the Takshakas of the
Hindus, we may extract a meaning from the Puranic story
of the death of Parikshita by the bite of the serpent
Takshaka. Parikshita was the grandson of Arjuna Pindava,
and is said to have succeeded Yudhisthira on the throne
of Indraprastha, or ancient Delhi. His death by the bite
of Takshaka may, therefore, be interpreted as showing a
conflict between the Pdndavas of ancient Delhi, .and_ the
Talkkas of the Panjib, in which the latter were victorious.
This event may be dated about 1400 B. C.

2
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under the title of Muzafar Shah.}

The former importance of this race is perhaps best
shown by the fact that the old Ndgari character, which is
still in use throughout the whole country from Bamiyan
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either by them or by the race who succeeded them in
Taxila. Ihave found this character in common use under

# Troyer's Raja Tarangini, V. 150, and 165, Calcutta edition.

*+ Postans in Journal of Bengal Asiatic Society, 1844, p. 185 : 's editi
of Sir Henry Elliot, 1. 128, gal Y , P. 185 ; see also Dowson’s edition

1 Briggs, IV. 2, Note, says that, Muzafar was born a Hindu Prince.
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Kangra; it is seen on the Sati monuments of Mandi, and
in the inscriptions of Pinjor; and lastly the only copy of the
Raja Tarangini of Kashmir was preserved in this character.
I have obtained copies of the alphabet from twenty-six
different places between the Yuzufzai country and Simla.
In several of these places the Tiikari is also called Munde and
Lunde, which means simply ¢ short,” that is a cursive form
of writing. 'T'he chief peculiarity of this alphabet is, that the
vowels are never attached to the consonants, but are always
written separately with, of course, the single exception of
the short a, which is inherent. It is remarkable also that in
this alphabet the initial letters of the cardinal numbers
have almost exactly the same forms as the nine unit figures
at present in use.

According to Colonel Tod, the TAk tribe were descended
from Takskaka, the founder of the Ndgavansis, or serpent
race, who, according to Hindu belief, had the power of
assuming the human form at pleasure. It seems probable
that the Ndgas, who throughout the Vedas appear as the
enemies of the primitive Aryas, were really a race of dragon
worshippers, akin to the Scytho-Median Zokdk. That the
Takkas or Takshakas, were also dragon worshippers, we have
a convincing proof in the fact that the king of Taxila kept
two large serpents at so late a period as the time of Alex-
ander. We know also that the famous spring at Hasan
AbdAl was called the fount of Eldpatra, the dragon brother
of Takshaka. Admitting, therefore, that these ophiolatrous
Takkas were actually the same as the Takshakas of the
Hindus, we may extract a meaning from the Puranic story
of the death of Parikshita by the bite of the serpent
Takshaka. Parikshita was the grandson of Arjuna Pandava,
and is said to have succeeded Yudhisthira on the thrqne
of Indraprastha, or ancient Delhi. His death by thp bite
of Takshaka may, therefore, be interpreted as showing a
conflict between the Pdndavas of ancient Delhi, and the
Takkas of the PanjAb, in which the latter were victorious.
This event may be dated about 1400 B. C.

2
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According to the Makdbhdrata and the Purdnas, the
Takshakas were the descendants of Takshaka, one of the
many sons of Kasyapa by his serpent wife Kadru. Other
sons were called Ndga, Karkota, Vasuki, Sesha, Maha-
padma, &c., all of whom were equally regarded as kings
of the serpents, while their names are used quite
indiscriminately to designate the ophite race. Thus Ndgas,
Kairkotakas, and Takshakas are all names of but one and the
same people. As descendants of Kadru, they are also called
Kiddravas or Kddraveyas. This name 1 find upon three
very old cast coins in my own possession, given in its Pali
form as Kddasa. The coins are of two different types, but
in all the specimens the name is accompanied by the
figure of a snake. This pictorial illustration of the name
seems to me quite sufficient to prove that these coins must
belong to the ophiolatrous race of Kddravas, and as the coins
were obtained in the Western Panjib, while the characters
are similar to those of Asoka’s inscriptions, I think that
they may be attributed with much confidence to the early
Takkas of Takka-desa.

I cannot close this brief notice of the Zakkas without
stating my belief that the valley of Kashmir was originally
peopled by this ophiolatrous race. In the Raja Tarangini
the whole country is said to be under the protection of Nila,
the king of the serpents, whose dwelling was in the Vitasta,
or Hydaspes, and so deeply rooted in the hearts of the people
was this serpent worship, that even to this day every spring
and river-source in the valley is dedicated to some particular
Ndga. The serpent worship was abolished by the Buddhist
King Kanishka about the beginning of the Christian era;
but shortly after his death the Ndga sacrifices, processions,
and other ceremonies were all restored by Gonarda III.
according to the ritual of the Nila Purdna. At a late date,
in the beginning of the 7th century, a certain Niga named
Durlabha established the Karkota dynasty, which ruled
Kashmir with great splendour for nearly two centuries and
a half.

It now only remains to notice the social position of
the Takkas who are found in the hill states of Jammu,
Rdmnagar, and Kashtwar. 1 have called them Zwuranians
because they certainly are not Aryas. According to my
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authoritics, Mahéiraji Gulidb Singh of Jammu and the ex-
Raja of Kashtwlr, both of whom knew them well, the
Takkas are inferior to Rajputs and equal to Jats. The
very same position is assigned to them by Mr. Gardner,
who calls them “a Hindu Jat gemindar race.”®* The
same grade may also be assigned to the Takkas on the
authority of a story told by Colonel Tod, who relates that
the children of the Bhdti Chief Mangal Rao became Jafs
by eating with Satidis Z7dk. From all these instances, it is
clear that the Zukkas or Tk cannot possibly belong to the
Aryan family, and as the name of Takkasila is much older
than the time of Alexander, it is equally certain that they
do not belong to the later Turanians or Indo-Scythians.
For these reasons I have assigned them to the class of early
Turanians, who were in all probability the aborigines of the

country.
2, M=xos.

Connected with the Takkas by & similar inferiority of
social position is the tribe of Megs, who form a large part
of the population of RiyAsi, Jammu, and Aknur. According
to the annals of the Jammu Rajas, the ancestors of Gulab
Singh were two Rajput brothers, who, after the defeat of
Prithi Raj, settled on the bank of the Toki or Tokvi River
amongst the poor race of cultivators called Megs. Mr.
Gardner calls them ‘“a poor race of low caste,” but more
numerous than the Takkas.t In another place he ranges
them amongst the lowest class of outcasts; but thisis
quite contrary to my information, and is besides inconsis-
tent with his own description of them as * cultivators.”
They are but little inferior, if not equal, to Takkas. I have
failed in tracing their name in the middle ages, but I believe
that we safely identify them with the Mekei of Aryan,
who inhabited the banks of the River Saeranges near its

‘confluence with the Hydraotes.} This river has not yet been

identified with certainty, but as it is mentioned immediately
after the Hyphasis or Bids, it should be the same as the

® Smith’s Reigning Family of Lakor, p. 282, and Appendix p. xxix. In the text he

* makes the “ Tukkers” Hindus, but in the Appendix he calls the “Tuk” a * Brahman

caste.” The two names are, however, most probably not the same.
+ Ibid, pp. 232, 234, and Appendix p. Xxxix.
1 Indica, c. 4.
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Satlaj. In Sanskrit the Satlaj is called Safadru, or the
“hundred channeled,” a name which is fairly represented
by Ptolemy’s Zaradrus, and also by Pliny’s Hesidrus, as the
~ Sanskrit Sata becomes Hafa in many of the W. Dialects.
In its upper course the commonest name is Sairudr or
Satudr, a spoken form of Satudra, which is only a corrup-
tion of the Sanskrit Safadru. By many Brahmans, how-
ever, Safudra is considered to be the proper name, although
from the meaning which they give to it of ¢ hundred-
bellied,” the correct form would be Safodra. Now Arrian’s
Saranges is evidently connected with these various readings,
as Saldnga means the ‘¢ hundred divisions,” or  hundred
parts,” in allusion to the namerous channels which the
Satlaj takes just as it leaves the hills. According to this
identification the Mekei, or ancient Megs, must have in-
habited the banks of the Satlaj at the time of Alexander’s
invasion. -

In confirmation of this position, I can cite the name of
Megarsus, which Dionysius Periegetes gives to the Satlaj,
along with the epithets of great and rapid.* This name is.
changed to Cymander by Avienus, but as Priscian preserves
it unaltered, it seems probable that we ought to read
Mycander, which would assimilate it with the original name
of Dionysius. But whatever may be the true reading of
Avienus, it is most probable that we have the name of the
Meg tribe preserved in the Megarsus River of Dionysius.
On comparing the two names together, I think it possible
that the original reading may have been Megandros, which
would be equivalent to the Sanskrit Megadru, or river of
the Megs. Now in this very part of the Satlaj, where the
river leaves the hills, we find the important town of
Makhowdl, the town of the Makh or Magh tribe, an inferior
class of cultivators, who claim descent from Raja Mukh-
tesar, a Sarsuti Brahman and King of Mecca!/ “ From
him sprang Sahariya, who with his son Sal was turned out
of Azabia, and migrated to the Island of Pundri; even-
tually they reached Mahmudsar, in Barara, to the west of
Bhatinda, where they colonised seventeen villages. Thence
they were driven forth, and, after sundry migrations, are now
settled in the districts of Patiala, Shahabad, Thanesar,

® Orbis Descriptio, V. 1145.
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Ambéla, Mustafabad, S8adhaora, and Muzafarnagar.”* From
this account we learn that the earliest location of the
Maghs was to the westward of Bhatinda, that is, on the
banks of the Satlaj. At what period they were driven from
this locality they know not; but if, as seems highly pro-
bable, the Magians whom Timur encountered on the banks
of the Jumna and Ganges were only Maghs, their eject-
ment from the banks of the Satlaj must have occurred at
a comparatively early period. The Megs of the Chenab
have a tradition that they were driven from the plains by
the early Muhammadans, a statement which we may refer
cither to the first inroads of Mahmud, in the beginning of
the eleventh century, or to the final occupation of Lahor
by his immediate successors.

3. Orner Trises.

Of the other hill tribes called Sati, Dund, and Sadan, 1
know very little. The Dunds and Satis occupy the hills on
the west bank of the Jhelam above Gakars; and the Sadan
tribe holds the district of Punach on the east of the Jhelam.
According to Mr. Gardner, all three are Rajputst ; but this
differs from the information which I received from the
people of the plains, according to whom they have no claim
whatever to be considered as Rajputs, and as they were long
ago converted to Muhammadanism, I think that their claim
to a Rajput origin is a very doubtful one. The gallant
resistance which Skams Khan, Chief of the Sadan tribe of
Punach, offered for a long time to all the power of Gulib
Singh, was however quite worthy of a Rajput. His memory
is still fondly cherished by all these wild people, who glory
in telling how nobly he opposed Gul4b Singh, until he was
betrayed by a dastard follower. Every attempt to take him
alive was unsuccessful, and he was at last killed in his sleep
by a traitor. In 1839, I saw his skull suspended in a cage
on the top of the Adi-Dak Pass above Bhimbar.

II. ARYAS.

TaE earliest notices that we possess of the ancient Aryas
are the traditionary accounts of the people themselves as

* Journal, Asiatic Society, Bengal, VIL, 754, by M. P, Edgeworth, Esq.
+ Swith's Reigning Family of Lakor, Appendix, p. xxvii.
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The whole valley of the Ganges above the Delta was ap-
propriated by the Pauravas or descendants of Puru a third
son of Yaydti. Thus at the time of the Mahédbhfrata we
find Magadha occupied by Jarasandha, Panchéla by Drupada,
Hastinapura by Duryodkana, and Indraprastha by Yudhish-
thira and his brothers. Of these four, however, Drupada was
the only one who kept the old family name of Paurava, the
tribes of Jarasandha and Duryodhana having adopted the
new patronymic of Kawurava, from their common ancestor
Kuru, while Yudhishthira and his brothers, the sons of
Pandu, were called the Pancha Pdndava or five Pdndus, a
name which has since become famous all over India. The
occupation of the Delta of the Ganges is attributed to three
brothers, descendants of 4nw, called 4nga, Banga, and
Kalinga, who gave their names to the districts which they
held.* A fourth brother named Pundra is said to have been
the founder of the Paundras, a tribe which is coupled with the
Ddrvdbhisdras and Ddradas in the Raja Tarangini, and whose
name perhaps may be still preserved in the modern Putawdr,
which would be an easy and natural corruption of Paundra-
wdra, through the Pali form of Paudawdr, or Poddawdr.

On the extreme west, the country of Gandhira, which
corresponds with the modern districts of Peshidwar, is said to
have been named after its occupant, who was descended from
Druhya, a fourth son of Yaydti.

The above is a rapid sketch of the earliest distribution
of territory amongst the Chandravansi Aryas down to the
time of the great war, or about B. C. 1426, as recorded in
the sacred writings of the Hindus themselves. At the same
period the country occupied by the Surajvansi Aryas would
appear to have been confined to the districts on the north of
Ganges called Ayodhya, Mithila, and VaisAli. But this dis-
tribution of territory was soon disturbed by the expulsion of
Krishna and his followers from the lower Indus, and by a
general immigration of the Yddavas into the Panjib.

At this point of their history we lose the guidance of
the Purfnas, and are obliged to consult the meagre chronicles

® Wilson's Vishnu Purana B. IV., c. 18, Usinara, the eighth descendant from Anu, had
five sons—1, Sivi, founder of the Saivas;2, Trina, founder of the Yaudheyas; 3, Nava,
founder of the N htras ; 4, Krimi, founder of the city of Krimila; and 5, Ddrvan,
founder of the Ambasht The eldest Sivi had four sons—1, Vrishadarbha ; 2, Suvirs,
i‘:“:lgaer of the Sauviras ; 3, Kaikeya, founder of the Kaikeyas ; and 4, Madra, the founder
of Madras, :

——— .
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of the modern bards. According to the Yadava annals of
Jesalmer, Ndba, the fourth or fifth in descent from Krishna,
established himself as king of Marusthala. The position of
. this district is doubtful, but, judging from its name, we may
guess that it refers to the desert country between the Indus
and the Jhelam. This position "is almost confirmed by the
subsequent acquisition of Bhera on the Jhelam by Judhbhdn,
the nephew of Ndba, and his followers, in consequence of
which the Salt Range is said to have received its name of
Jddu-ka-ddng or the © Jadun Mountains.” About this time
also, according to the chronicles of the Rajas of Kéngra,
the North-East Panjdb was occupied by another branch of
the Chandravansi race, which had previously held Multin.
Susarma Chandra, the leader of this branch, is said to have
taken part in the great war on the side of Duryodhana
against the PAndavas, and afterwards to have been expelled
from this country, when he retired to the hills of the Kd‘ock,
and established himself firmly by building the strong Fort of
Kangra. This account of the early settlement of the Lunar
race in the North-East Panjib is supported by the fact that
the Traigarttas, or people of the Jdlandhara Dodb, are men-
tioned in the Mah&bharata as having taken part in the great
war. From that time down to the present day, the descen-
dants of Susarma Chandra have continued to hold the
greater portion of the hill states between the Satlaj and the
Ravi. Beyond these limits the only tribes whom they claim
as brethren are the Chibks or Chibhdn of Bhimbar, between
the Jhelam and the R4vi, and the Janj#has to the west of the
Jhelam. Both of these races are now Musalmins, but they
still assert their descent from the heroes of the Mah4dbhirata.

From the close of the great war to the invasion of Alex-
ander the Great, a period of just eleven centuries, the only
clue which we have to guide us in discovering the changes
that may have taken place in the Panjib, consists of an
imperfect comparison between the names of tribes and
districts in the heroic ages just described and those
which we find in the historians of Alexander. But this
comparison, in spite of the very few names that have been
handed down to us, at once reveals the fact that a large and
successful immigration of the Pawravas must have taken
place into the very heart of the Panjab. Thus between the
ITydaspes and the Akesines, Alexander encountered a king,

A
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whom the Greeks called Porus, and in the next Doib he
found another Porus, the ncphew of the former. That
this was not the real name of these kings, but simply that of
their tribe, the Pouravas, or descendants of Puru, was first
pointed out by Professor Lassen, who further quoted the .
authority of Ptolemy to show that in his time the country
on the upper Hydaspes was in the possession of the Pindavas
the most powerful branch of the family of Puru. Just ten
years ago I drew attention to another fact, preserved by
Plutarch, that th great ancestor of Alexander’s antagonist

2 i i e cannot fail fo re-

aame are quite sufficient to show that the upper portions of
the Ckaj and Rechna Doibs had already been occupied by
the Pauravas at some period prior to the Macedonian invs.
sion. These districts they must have wrested from the Tatkkas
or Bdhikas, who are the earliest inhabitants of Madra-desa,
of whom we have any record.

JANIUHAS AND Awans.

The Janjihas, who occupy the eastern portion of the
salt range, claim to be descended from Raja Mall, the
founder of the old fort of Mallot, who is variously said to
have been either a contemporary or a descendant of the
heroes of the Mah4bh4rata. According to the Emperor
Babar the Jid and the Janjiiha were “two races descended
from the same father,”+ who from old times had been rulers
of the hills between Nildb and Bhera, that is, of the salt
range. “On one-half of the hill lived the J#4d, and on the
other half the Janjdha.” The Awdns now occupy the
western half of these hills towards Nildb, and, from all I
could learn, they would appear to have been settled there f?r
many centuries. They must therefore be the Jid of Baber’s
memoirs, for Jd was not the true name of the people, but
Wwas applied to them ag the inhabitants of 2¢¢. Sakeswar,
Which was called J7g by the Muhammadans on account of
its fancied resemblance to Mt. Jad, or Ararat in Armenia.
According to their own accounts the Janjihas once occupied

# Plutarch de Fluviis—in voce Hydaspes,
t Autubiograply translated by Erskine, p. 254.



18 ARCHZEOLOGICAL REPORT, 1863-64.

the whole of Putawdr from which they were ejected by the
Gakars. This is partly confirmed by Baber’s statement that
the Janjfhas were ¢ old enemies of the Gakars,” and partly
by the traditions of the Gakars themselves, who affirm that
on their arrival from the west they drove out the Janjlhas.
But as the Janjlthas now occupy Makhyila and other places
in the Salt Range, which are known to have been Gakar
possessions in former days, we may infer either that they
have recovered some of their original holdings, or that they
have wrested new places from their old enemies.*

According to my view the Janjtthas, who claim to be
Aryas, are most probably Anavas, or descendants of Anw.
In the spoken dialects they would be called Anu and
Anuwdn, and the latter form indeed would seem to be the
original name of the present Awdn tribe. In the total
absence of all written records, I have almost nothing to offer
in favour of this identification, except its great probability.
The two names are absolutely the same; the district which
the Awins now occupy was colonized by the Anwwdn, or
descendants of Anu; and the neighbouring district of
Taxila was called Amanda in the time of Pliny. On these
rather light foundations I venture to raise the conjecture,
that at the period of Alexander’s expedition the Awéns were
probably in possession of Taxila, and the Janjlhas of Pindi
Gheb, while the Gakars, or people of Abissares, held the
greater part of Putawdr. Just two centuries later the first
invasion of Indo-Scythians must have caused a very general
displacement of the ruling races. Their coins alone, which are
found in such numbers in the 8indh Sigar Do&b, show most
decisively that the principal cities, such as Taxila, Miniky-
Ala and Pdta (Jhelam), were at once occupied by the con-
querors. The vanquished would npaturally have sought
refuge in the less accessible districts around, and to this
period, therefore, I would refer the settlement of the Awdns
and Janmjikas in the salt range to the south, and of the
Gakars in the hilly tracts of Pharwila and Dingali to the
north-east.

Of their subsequent history but little is recorded ; we
know only that they were divided into several branches,

® According to Abul Fael, Ain Akbari, I, 377, the Januhas, Jhareyas, and Bhatis were
all branches of the Jddan or Yddavas.
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and had all become Muhammadans. In the time of Baber,
the ruling tribe, called the Karluki Hazdras, held the
districts on both banks of the lower Suhin River, under
their Chiefs Sangar Khan Karluki, and Mirza Malvi Karluki.
At a still earlier period the Chiefs of this tribe, Hasan Kar-
luk and his son Muhammad had asserted their independence
by striking coins in their own names. The coins of the
father are of the well known “Bull and Horseman" type,
with the legend in NAagari letters, *“Sri Hasan Karluk.”
The coins of the son are of three different kinds, two with
Persian characters only, and the third with Persian on one
side and Nédgari on the other. On the last coin there is a
rude figure of a horse surrounded by the Chief’s title,
Ndser-ud-dunya-wa-ud-din in Persian letters, and on the
reverse his name in three lines of Nigari letters, Sr Mu-
hammad Karluk. On one of the Persian coins this Chief
calls himself Muhammad bin Hasen Karluk, and on the
other he takes the titles of Ul-Malik-ul- Mudzam Muhammad
bin Hasan. From the types and general appearance of these
coins their date may be fixed with certainty as coéval with
those of Altamsh and his sons, or from A. D. 1210 to 1265.

The old mound near Dirdpur on the west bank of the

Jhelam, now occupied by the village of Dilawar, would

appear to have been the principal seat of this family, as the
people affirm that most of their coins are found there. My
own experience shows that the belief of the people is well
founded, as out of 48 coins which I obtained at DilAwar
and DArfpur, 26, or rather more than one-half, belonged to
the Karluki family.*

BHaTIs.
The Bhatis, who are found chiefly in the central and

~ eastern districts of the Panjab, are Yddavas of acknow-

ledged descent through the far famed Krishna. The

* Early last year (1870) I discovered six large silver coins of Saif-uddin IHasan
Karlugh in the Masson collection of the East India Museum, with the dates of A. H.
633, 634 ; and early in the present year I obtained at Delhi a large silver coin of his son
Ndser-uddin Muhammad with the unit date of 7, the tems and hundreds being gone. I
read the name of the mint as Kakrur, an old city to the south-east of Multin, where,
according to Abu Rihdn, Vikramaditya defeated the Sakas in A. D. 78. Mr. Thomas, in his
coins of the Pathins Kings, p. 92, has assigned the true place to these two Princes. The
father, Saif-uddin, was one of the leading generals of Jaldl-uddin of Khwarazm, and was put
in charge of Ghor and Ghagni when that monarch left India in A. H. 620, or A. D.
1223. There he continued to rule until A. H. 636, when the Mogul advance in force
drove him towards Sindh and Multin. He was killed during the same year at the sicge
of Multin. His son Ndser-uddin Muhammad appeared to have succeeded to his father's
dominions in Sindh, and to have been held in consideration as a powerful monarch, He
was still reigning on the arrival of Huldgu Khan’s ambassadors in A. H. 658.
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original name of the tribe was Bhdti, and this name is still
held by the Hindu Y&davas of Jesalmer, but their bret!u'en
of the Panjib, who have become Muhammadans, are univer-
sally known as Bhatis, According to the generally accepted
tradition of the race, their Yddava ancestors occupied Gajni,
or Gajnipur, which is said to have been fortified by Raja
Gaj or Gajpat, who reigned fourteen generations before
Salivahan. The actual foundation of the city is placed
twelve generations before Raja Gaj. At four generations
to a century, which is the average rate in India, the date
of Raja Gaj may be fixed at about B. C. 300, and the
foundation of the city somewhere about B. C. 600. Colonel
Tod has identified this Gajnipur with the Ghazni of Afgha-
nistan; but the true position would appear to be at Riwal
Pindi, where tradition places an ancient city named Géjipur.
The British cantonment now occupies the site of this city,
which would appear to have been of considerable size, as
ancient coins and broken bricks are still found over an
extent of two square miles. Greek silver coins of Apollo-
dotus, Hippostratus, Azas, and Azilises, now in my posses-
sion, have been dug up near the Sadar Bazar, and several
figures, together with an inscribed lamp and a steatile box,
were found to the east of the jail. Near this spot there
was formerly a tope, which is mentioned by General Court,
but the stones were removed some years ago to build the
jail, and nothing now remains of the monument save its
name, which is preserved in the neighbouring village
of Topi.

Here then at Riwal Pindi, the ancient Gdjipur, it
seems probable that the descendants of Krishna may have
reigned for several generations prior to the invasion of the
Indo-Scythians. During the same period, as I have already
pointed out, their Yddava brethren, the Awdns and Janjihas,
most probably held the neighbouring districts of Taxila and
-Pindi Gheb. TUnfortunately, there exist no genealogies of
these two races, in which we might search for the name of
Mophis, King of Taxila, the munificent host of Alexander,
and there is no name in the Bhdéi genealogy of Jesalmer
that can possibly be identified with it. But another name
has been preserved in these chronicles, which seems to me
to confirm beyond all reasonable doubt the identification of
Réwal Pindi with the Gajnipur of the ancient Yédavas.
On the invasion of India by Farid 8hah of Khorasan, Raja
Rijh marched to oppose him as far as Haryo, which I take

&
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to be the same ag Haro, the old name of Hasan AbdAl.
What makes this identification almost sure is the fact that
Hasan Abdél is the one great strategical position on the
high road between RAwal Pindi and the Indus, where an
invading army could be successfully opposed.

On the settlement of the Indo-Scythians in the Sindh
Sigar Do&b towards the end of the second century before
Christ, I conclude that the Yéadavas must certainly have
been expelled from Gajipur, and most probably from all
their possessions to the west of the Jhelam. This conclu-
sion is in perfect accordance with the traditions of the
people themselves, both in the Panjéb and in Jesalmer.
According to these traditions, the father of SAlivAhan lost
his life in battle against the invaders, while the young
prince established g new capital at Sélbdhanpur, which is
generally identified with Sydikot, to the east of the Chenab.
Afterwards he defeated the Indo-Scythians in a great and
decisive battle near Kakror, within 60 miles of Multin, So
great was the fame of this victory that the conqueror
assumed the title of Sdkéri, or “foe of the Sakas,” and
received from his subjects the auspicious title of Sr. At
the same time, to commemorate the event, he established
the Saka era from the date of the battle, an epoch which
Is still in general use throughout India. But in spite of
fame of this great victory, it seems clear to me from the
position of the battle field that the Indo-Scythians were
simply checked in their career of conquest, and that none of
the old Yadava territory to the west of the Jhelam was
recovered by SAlivAhan. In proof of this, I can adduce
the fact that Résilu, the son of Salivihan, and the one
great hero of al] Panjab tradition, is said to have been Raja
of Bydlkot. As the curious story of Résilu’s fabulous
cxploits will be considered separately, I need only mention
here that, although the YAdava dominion in the Panjib
may have been extended during his life-time, it is certain
(tlhat hil; dwindled and soon disappeared altogether after his
eath.

According to the Panjéb traditions Rasilu left no
children, and was succeeded in Syilkot itself by his great
enemy Raja Hudi, who, as he is specially stated not to have
been a Hindu, must certainly have been an 1ndo-Scythian.
The connexion between Raja Hudi of SyAlkot and Raja
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Hudi of the Réisilu legends is proved by the fact that the
Sy4l tribe are said to be the descendants of the latter. In
the Jesalmer annals it is related that, shortly after the
death of Silivihan, the Turks began to increase, and that
his numerous sons and grandsons dispersed and founded
places in their own names, such as Bijnot, Kallarkot, Sirsa,
&c., where they made themselves independent. As all the
Places that are named in two different copies of the annals*
are to the east of the Satlaj, I conclude that the Yidava
kingdom of SyAlkot must have been broken up by Raja
Hudi, and that the mass of the people was driven to the
eastern - borders of the Panjiab. There they have since
- maintained themselves poor but safe, in the uninviting wilds
of the Indian desert or Jangal-des. The head of the Hindu
portion of the tribe is the Bhdli Raja of Jesalmer, but the
Musalmin Bhatis, who perhaps out-number their Hindu
brethren, are the subjects of the border states of Bikaner
and BabAwalpur, and of the Lahor and Multdn divisions
of the Panjib Government. To the west they are bounded
by the Chendb, their head-quarters being Pindi Bhatidn.
To the south they are found in considerable numbers in
' North Sindh, and also in Jodhpur, where they again meet
with their brethren the Hindu Bhatis. -

It is certain, however, that one portion of the tribe
must have remained in the Panjib, as we find in the middle
ages that the Chiefs of Saki or Lokara, a petty hill state
in the neighbourhood of Abhisira, traced their descent from
Salivihan. The genealogy of eight princes is given in the
Raja Tarangini, from Bharadhwéja to Sinha Raja, the father
of Didda, the notorious queen of Kashmir.t At her death,
in A. D. 1005, the son of her brother Udaya, Raja of
Lohara, ascended the throme, and from that time until the
close of the Hindu monarchy in A. D. 1339, the descendants
of Sélivihan retained undisputed possession of the fertile
vale of Kashmir.

III. LATER TURANIANS.
GAKARS.

Although the evidence which I am able to bring forward
in favour of the next important change in the population

@ I quote from copies in my own possession.
+ Raja Tarangini, VL, 867 and VII., 1288,
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of the Panjab is less decidedly conclusive than that just
given for the intrusion of the Pauravas, yet it seems to
me sufficiently strong to warrant the deduction which I am
about to derive from it. This change is the settlement of
the Gakars in the upper part of the Sindh S84gar Doab, be-
tween the Indus and Jhelam Rivers, an event which
I think may be referred with very great probability to the
reign of Darius Hystaspes, if not to some date even earlier.
The grounds on which I rest this opinion are the following :

In the hilly country-above the territories of Taxiles and
Porus, the historians of Alexander place the dominions of
Abisares. A still more precise account is given by Arrian,
who states that the Soamus, the present Subin River, rises
in the ¢ mountainous parts of Sabissa,” that is, in the hills
between Murri. and the Mérgala Pass. Now this is the
exact position of the district of 4bkisdra, according to the
Raja Tarangini and other Hindu authorities ; and as it is
also the country which the Gakars have occupied from the
carliest times of which we have any record, it seems
probable that the Gakars may be the descendants of
the people ' who were the subjects of King Abisares in the
time of Alexander. This probability is strengthened when
we find that the ancient inhabitants of Abhisira as well as
the Gakars themselves, were not of Indian origin. This
point is, I think, proved beyond all reasonable doubt by the
name of Abisares’s brother, whom Arrian calls Arsakes. The
name alone would refer the people to a Parthian or
Scythian origin, but when coupled with the fact that
King Abisares himself kept two monstrous serpents, we can
hardly refuse our assent to the conclusion that Arsakes and
his brother were connected with the dragon-worshipping
Scyths of Media and Parthia.

The presumed Scythian origin of the Gakars rests
partly on the evidence of their .own statements, and partly
on that of the early Mubhammadan writers. According to
their own account, the ancestors of the Gakars were trans-
planted by Afrdsiydd from Kaydn into the N. W. Panjib,
under aleader named Kid or Kaid. The present Gakars
are a fine tall manly race, with at least one peculiar custom,
which is quite repugnant to Hinduism. <A Gakar will

give his daughter to none but a Gakar,” whilst a Rajput

18 positively debarred from giving his daughter to one of his
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own class. Nothing could well be more striking than this
marked difference between_the customs of the two races.
Again in A. D. 1180, when Muhammad Ghori was preparing
to invade India, we learn from the bard Chand that amongst
the many Chiefs who came to the aid of Prithi Raj was  the
Gakhar named Malik Hath.* Now we know from the
Emperor Baber that Malik Hath, or more correctly, Ased,
as he says it should be, was only the title of the chief of
the clan. But Malik is not a Hindu title. It may perhaps
have been adopted by the Gakars in the time of the Sassa-
pians, for it was almost. certainly mot copied from the
Mubammadans, as the Gakar Chief  is said not to have been
converted until towards the end of , Muhammad Ghori’s
reign. He had therefore borne the foreign title of Malik
before he became a Muhammadan. At a still earlier date,
in A.D. 1079, Ibrahim Ghaznavi captured a fort in the
J4d hills, named Dera or Derapur, of which the inhabitants
arc said to have been the descendants of KhorasAnis, who
had been banished from their country by Afrisiyab.t This
fact alone is sufficient to prove that the defenders of
Derapur were Gakars; but when Ferishta adds that
they did not intermarry with any other races, the proof of
their identity with the Gakars is complete, Derapur is, in
all probability, the same place as Dérapur, a well known
ancient site on the west bank of the Jhelam, a few miles
above Jaldlpur.

Just sixty years earlier, in A. D. 1008, the Gakars are
represented by Ferishta as joining the great array of Hindu
chiefs against Mahmud of Ghazni. A desperate battle was
fought near Peshiwar, when *no less than thirty thousand
Gakars, with bare heads and feet, and variously armed, pene-
trated into the Muhammadan lines, where a dreadful car-
nage en_sued, and 5,000 Muhammadans in a few minutes
were slain.’t ¢ Such,” says Price, “was the impression of
this desperate effort that Mahmud was actually about to
draw. aside from his encampment, and to discontinue the
conflict until the day following,” when an accident gave

# T quote my own copy of the Prithi R4j Réyasa.
+ Brigge’ Ferishta, I, 189, and Tarikh<-Alfi in Sir H It tham
. . . . 0 . " © Em t’ i
t(m]-lmns. p.dl;:'f. 1 am inclined to identify this tradition with ntlilye sta:en:::: of sz o
ollowers that the Sibe were a colony left in India by Herakles, Arrian Indica, c. V. e
4 Brigge' Ferishta, I, 46, 47. T
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him the vietory.  Price reduces the number of Gakars to

1,000, which seemg quite incredible, ag he admits not only

the slaughter, byt also the panie which it createq in the
uhammadan Army *

At a still earlier date in A. H., 63, or A. D, 682-83, the
Gakars, according to Ferishta, formed g treaty of alliance
with the Afghans, and with their assistance compelled the
Raja of Lahor to submit to ther terms, and to cede to them
a portion of territory.+  Just fifty years prior to this time

e Chinese pilgrim, Hwen Thsang, had twice Passed through
axila, but on both occasions he avoided the country now
occupied by the Gakars, As nearly two centurjeg and a
earlier, or in A. D. 400, another Chinese traveller,
a-Hian, had galso avoided their country, I conclude that the
akars of thoge early days had already earned the reputation,
which they have since 80 successfully maintained, of being
the greatest plunderers in N. orthern India, This charactey

Avienus, according to whom the Gargars, or Gargaridee,
were cultivators of the vine, or simple worshippers of
-4

In identifying the Gargaride of Dionysius .and his
translators with the Gakars of the present day, it is neces.
sary that I shoulq state in detail the grounds on which I

ase 80 important g conclusion. These grounds are two,
bamely, the positive identity of locality combineq with the
similarity of name. In the geographical poem of Dionysius
the country of the Gargaride is coupled with those of the
Peukalei and the Taxili, whose Positions on the banks of the

ndus are we]] known. But ag he has just previously
mentioned the Hydaspes and Akesines, and ig therefore des.
cribing the Panjib, the Gargaride must evidently be Placed
to the eastward of the Taxili, or in the exact position on the
banks of the J helam, which wag then occupied by the Gakars,

That the district of the Gargaride was g hilly country we
® Price’s Muhammadan History, IL, 284, ‘
t Brigge’s Ferishta, L8

¥ Dionysius Orbig Descriptio, v, 1143 ; Priscianus, v, 1050 ; Avienus, v. 1348,
4
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that the Scytho-Parthian name of Arsakes, which was borne
by the brother of Abisares, points to a Parthian or Scythian
origin of the people of Abhisara, and consequently to their
probable identity with the Gakars, who claim for themselves
the same origin. The Gakars, indeed, are mentioned under
their own name by Ferishta during the reign of Gushtasp,
or Darius Hystaspes of Persia. But; although the statement
is circumstantial, and even probable, it is impossible to place
any confidence in it, as we know of mno source from which
Ferishta could have obtained any trustworthy information
regarding so remote a period. ~According to this author,
Kedar, of the Kachwdha tribe, Raja of Bhera and Jammu ih
the Panjib, was expelled by his relative Durga of the
Bulbds tribe with the aid of the ¢ Gakars and Chobia, the
ancient Zamindars of the Panjib.” The historian adds that
the tribe of Bulbds * has inhabited that country ever since.’’*
But no Indian tribe of this name is now known, and the
Turki tribe of Bulbis, even if it had been in India at so
early a period, could not possibly have been connected with
the Indian Kshatriya tribe of Kachwéha. It seems therefore
almost certain that there must be some mistake in the name,
which I would propose to read either as Balnd!, the name
of the well known motintain on the west bank of the Jhelam,
or preferably as Bugidl, the name of a branch of the
Janjuha tribe, who occupy the batik of the Jhelam under
Mount Balnith. The district itself is called Bugidd, and also
Bdisgrdm, or the 22 villages. As there is also a branch
of the Gakar tribe which bears the same name, it seems
nearly certain that the appellation must be derived from the
1ocality, and not from the inhabitants. I think it probable
therefore that Bugidl may have been derived from Bukephala
by the simple elision of the ph. It must be remembered
that the accent in the name of the town is on the penulti-
mate syllable instead of on the ante-penultimate, as in the
name of the famous horse. The Chobia of Ferishta I would
identify with the Sob#i of Quintus Curtius, the Sibe of
Strabo, and the Sobe of Dionysius.

Shortly after the beginning of the Christian era, Abhi.
sira is mentioned inthe Raja Tarangini as belonging to the
kingdom of Kashmir, but I can find no trace of the name

® Brigge' Ferishta, L., 72.
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of the west bank left their elephants im the pastures near
the river, and fled to Barisades for security.* Barisades was
therefore on the east bank, and the name has always been
considered as only a variant reading of Abisares. Again,
Arsakes, the brother of Abisares, is described as the gover-
nor of the adjacent province, and as hefirst waited upon
Alexander at Taxila, I conclude that his province was not
very far distant from that city. It probably included the two
Districts on the river Dor, called Dhanidwar and Hazdra
Proper, of which the present Haripur, under various names,
has always been the chief city. M. Troyer would seem to
have arrived at the same conclusion regarding the extent of
Abisares’s dominions, as he calls his brother- Arsakes ¢ Gov-
ernor of the District of Urasa,” the Varsa Regio of Ptolemy,
and the Rask of the present day, which lies immediately to
the north of Dhantiwar.

These accounts of Alexander’s historians are the earli-
est notices that we possess of the district of Abhisdra.
The name indeed occurs both in the Makdbkidrata and in the
Purdnas, but it is only the name. Any further information
that we require must therefore be deduced by our own saga-
city from a comparison of the accounts already before us
with the traditions of the people themselves. According to

- general belief, the Gakars are the descendants of a colony

established in the Panjib by Afrdsiyib, and their earliest
capital was Abriydn on the Jhelam, opposite Mangala.
Now in these two names I believe that we have the original
appellation of that once powerful race, the 4bdr or Afdr, of
whom the Gakars were the most easterly branch. The
famous city of Abdr-shakar or Nishapur in Khorasin, was
their ancient capital, and the same name is preserved in the
Adparni of Strabo, who were a branch of the Turanian
Dakee. But the name is variously written by classical
authors: thus we have Apelwi, Spartani, Zapaortene, Apa-
vortene, and Apaveritica, of which the last is almost iden-
tical with Abiverd, the modern name of the province.
Some of these readings at once remind us of the names
of the Scytho-Parthian Kings—Spalakora, Spalirisha, and
Spalagadama, who, as we learn from Chinese authorities,
actually came from the country of the Dahse. The root

# Anabasis, IV., 30.
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Indian sabar consists usually of four, or eight, or even more,
blades, radiating from the pole; but it is sometimes also
made with two large blades, and might then be called a
double-headed axe,

The conclusion which I have come to regarding the Gakars
is, that they werea colony of 4bdrs from Hyrkania, who were
first settled at A4brydn, on the Jhelam, either by Darius
Hystaspes for the purpose of holding his Indian Satrapy, or at
some even earlier period by one of the Scytho-Parthian Kings,
whose whole dynasty is represented in tradition by the long
lived Afrdsiydb of TurAn. The Indianized name of 4bkisira,
which means ¢ strength’” would appear to be either a trans-
lation of the original name of the colonists, or perhaps only
a slight a]teration of it to obtain a similar meaning in Sanskrit.
The original name I take to have been 4bdrisdra or Abdrisdda,
which agrees with the Barisades of Arrian, and which is
found in exactly the same form amongst the Pontic and
Thracian Scyths, as Bwerisades and Parisades. The latter
half of the name, written either sdra or sada, is most
probably the same as Shdr in Turkskdr. It is found also in
other names, as Thamima-sades, Okiama-sades, and Mee-
sades. Now by comparing Thamima-sades, which, according
to Herodotus, meant ‘king of the.sea” with Temer-inda,
which, according to Pliny, meant “mother of the sea,” we
get the word tkamim, or temar, for the ‘“sea” and sades
for ““king.” The former is evidently connected with the
Turanian dengiz or tengi, a ““lake,”* and the latter with the
word sdr, which is known to have been the title of the
Kings of Ghurjistan in the time of Mahmnd of Ghazni.
Abdriséra would therefore mean the ¢ Royal Abirs,” an
appellation which at once recalls the Paralaiee, or ¢ Royal
Scythians” of Herodotus, whose name I take to have pre-
cisely the same meaning as A4bdrisdra, or Parisida. I have
already noticed the common change of ¢ to ¢, and the pecu-
liar change of ¢ and d to /, which fakes place in Pushtu and
other dialects. By this rule sdra and sdda would be equi-
valent to ldra and ldde, both of which forms are found in
the Etruscan lar, the Lycian lade, and the English lord and
lady, all words of the same meaning as that which I have
given above to the Scythian sdr. The wide-spread ramifica-
tions of this word are found also in the Kashmiri lari, a

# Compare also Tanais, Danube, Don, Dnieper ; and our own Thames and Tam.
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house, and in the Hindi lara, ldiri, “husband and wife,”
with their diminutives larka, larki, or * boy and girl.”

In corroboration of the connexion which has just been
suggested between the Adparni, or Abirs of Hyrkania,
and the Paralaie of Herodotus, I may cite the statement
of Strabo that the Dahe Aparni of the Caspian were * an
emigrant tribe from the Dahe® above the Mseotis,” ¢ who,
were called Xandii and Parii”’* These Parii I take to be
, the same as the Paralalee of Herodotus, the Pali or Palusii
of Diodorus, and the Palwi or Apeliei of Pliny. In
another passage Strabo calls the same tribes Xanthii and
Pissuri, of which the latter may perhaps be a corrupt
reading for Perisara or Parisada.

But the name of Adbisares itself is variously written by
the classical authors. In Diodorus we have Sabasarnes and
Sabasarnes, both of which agree with Arrian’s Sabissa. In
Aelian we find Aposeisares, which also agrees with Sabissa
by the simple elision of the initial letter. But the true
name, following my etymology, is best preserved in that of
the Saparnus River, which, according to Arrian, was one
of the western tributaries of the Indus. The same name
is most probably indicated in Ptolemy’s Sabanna, a town
near the west bank of the Indus, which I would indentify
with the modern town of Zhobi, at the junction of the
Zhobi and Gomal Rivers. The Saparnus would therefore
be the Zhobi River, or perhaps the Gomal itself. This is
rendered almost certain by the close vicinity of another
town named Kodrana, which must be the modern Kundor,
situated on another feeder of the Gomal, about 50 or 60
miles from Zhobi. I do not, however, connect this name-
with the first colony of Abfirs or Gakars, which seftled in the
Panjib not later than the time of Darius, but with the second
and much more extensive immigration of the same people,
who, under the name of Sus and Sazkas, occupied Southern
Ariana and the valley of the Indus and its western tributaries,
towards the end of the second century before Christ.

It now only remains to show that the name Gakar is
most probably only a simple variation of the ethnic title of
Sabar or Abdr. The frequent interchange of the letters »
and g being too well known to require discussion, I need
only refer to it to show how the word sabar or savar would

® Geograph, XI,, 9., 3.
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become Sagar. Now, according to Herodotus, sagaris was
the Scythian name of the “iron mace,” or double-edged

~ axe, which at once connects it with the Indian term of

sabar. 1 conclude also that the people who specially made
use of this iron mace were the Sagar-auke or Sakar-auli,
just as those who carried the akinake, or *° scymitar,” were
called Akinake. If, now, we change the initial sibilant to
a soft guttural, a change which is well known to take place
in other words, such as Gopdl and Kapdl for Sabal, we shall
have the name of Gagar or Gakar, as the exact equivalent
of the Scythian Segar or Sakar, as well as of the Indian
Sabar aud the Persian Zabar. Admitting the correctness
of this etymology, we learn at once that the Gakars must
have belonged to that branch of the ancient Scythians who
were called (8) Aparni and Sagar-euke, because their usual
weapon was a club.

KaATHI AND Barnas:

Connected with the Gakars by the common ties of
physical appearance and peculiar customs are the Kdthi of
the Central Panjib, who are, beyond all reasonable doubt,
the descendants of the Kafhei, who, in their stronghold of
Sangala, so stoutly resisted the victorious arms of Alexander.
The KAithi are found chiefly along the banks of the Révi,
from Gugera to Tulamba, where they form the bulk of the
population, and along the banks of the Jheldm below Jhang.
They are found also in some number in the district of
Kdthidwdr, in the peninsula of Gujardt, to which they have
given their own name. Like the Gakars, they are a tall
handsome race, of warlike and predatory habits, who do not
intermarry with any other tribe. This last peculiarity
shows decisively that they are not Arian Kshatriyas, and
this, indeed, is admitted by Colonel Tod, who says that the
“ Kdthi and Bdla cannot be regarded as Rajputs.””* Abul
Fazl even says that they are of the 4hir caste; but this
statement, which is quite erroneous as to their extraction,
may be taken as showing his estimate of their social posi-
tion, and is therefore only another proof that the Kathi
are certainly not Aryas. Abul Fazl however adds that,
according to some, they were of Arab origin.t This name

# Rajasthan, I., 118.
+ Ain Akbari, Gladwin’s Translation, II., 70.
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I believe to have been slightly altered from 45d» by the mere
transposition of two letters, as it seems almost certain that

the Kdth: were a branch of the same race as the ancient
Gakars of Abhisara.

The Kathi themselves claim descent from the Balas,
who, if we may believe their proud boast of * Thatia-
Multdn-ka-Rao,” must once have held possession of Mul-
tin and Sindh. Colonel Ted calls them * lords of Aror,”
which ceased to be the eapital of Upper 8indh in the begin-
ning of the eighth eentury. We know also, from the Native
histories of the province, that the last two kings who
reigned from A. D. 642 to 711 were Brahmans. The Bdlas
must therefore have been prior to these Brahmans. Now,
the Chinese pilgrim Hwen Thsang, who visited S8indh in
A. D. 641, states that the king was a Sudra. If he had
been a Bdla this statement would agree exactly with Abul
Fazl’s estimate of the social position of the race as equal to
Ahirs. I think, therefore, that we may conclude with some
certainty that the dynasty of Rais, which ruled Sindh for
137 years, or from A. D. 505 to 642, was not Aryan
Kshatriya, and that in all probability it was Bila. At this
very period also, as we learn from Hwen Thsang, the capital
of Gurjjara was named Balamer, from which I infer that
the Gujars, who had given their name to the district, must
some time previously have been expelled by the Balas, who
then gave their name to the town. This may have taken
place simultaneously with their presumed accession to the
throne of Alor,in A. D. 505, which is quite compatible
with the subsequent settlement of the Kdthi in the
peninsula of Gujarit, in the eighth century, as we
may conclude that on their expulsion from Alor by
the Brahman Chach, in A. D. 642, both Bilas and Kathi
would have retired towards the south-east. Their own
traditions indeed say that the Ké&thi came from the
" valley of the Indus, and I think therefore that the
balance of evidence is decidedly in favour of their having
retired from Alor. We know also that both the Bilas and
the K4thi of the present day pay special adoration to the sun,
which was the chief deity of Muitin, from the earliest
times down to the reign of Aurangzib, by whose orders
the idol is said fo have been destroyed. It seems
probable therefore that the Bdlas may be the same tribe as
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the Malli or Malii of Alexander’s historians, as the inter-
change of the letters 4 and m, which is of frequent occurrence
in most languages, was very common in the Macedonian
dialect.

The earliest mention that we possess of the Kathei is
contained in the historians of Alexander. According to
Arrian they were a warlike race who had just before suc-
cessfully resisted the joint armies of Abisares and Porus.*
They would appear also to have been a foreign people, for
the difference between them and other Indians was so
striking that the Greeks have recorded several curious traits
of their personal appearance and manners, all of which have
been noticed by modern writers as belonging to the Kithi
of the present day. Strabo joins Kathea with the country of
Sopeithes, and attributes to the Katheei certain peculiarities
which Curtius assigns to the subjects of Sophites. It would
seem therefore that the two peoples were actually the same,
although the citizens of Sangala, from their opposition to
Alexander, have obtained a separate mention by Arrian.
Bat it is difficult to conceive how the inhabitants of a single
city could have maintained their position as a separate state.
The people of Sangala alone are named Kathei, those of the
two neighbouring cities being called *free Indians.” I
conclude, therefore, that these free Indians and Kathsans
paid at least a nominal allegiance to Sophites, and that they
were also of the same race as his subjects. Similarly, at the
present day, we have frequently seen two different tribes of
Afghans, both nominal subjects of the Afghan king, carry-
ing on war on their own account against the British Gov~
ernment, the friend of their sovereign, just as the free
Indians and Katheeans fought against Alexander, the friend
of Sophites.

The Katheei were remarked by the Greeks as being tall
and handsome in person. According to Curtius and Diodo-
rus, Sophites far exceeded all his subjects in beauty, and
was upwards of six English feet. Both of these traits are
also assigned to the Kdthi by modern writers. Thus Burnes
says that “they are a tall and handsome race,” and my
brother calls them “ tall and comely.” Their good looks were

* Anabasis, V., 22,
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also noticed nearly 300 years ago by Abul Fazl, who remarks
that ¢ many of them are exceedingly beautiful.”’*

One of the peculiar cnstoms of the Katheei was, that
the young men and maidens had the privilege of choosing
their wives and husbands.t Witha custom of this kind we
know that the brides could not have been mere girls of ten
or twelve years of age, as is usual in India, but grown-up
women of at least seventeen or eighteen years, who were able
to judge for themselves. Now, the same custom is still pre-
served amongst the Kdthi, whose females do not marry until
‘they are eighteen and even twenty years of age. I may
mention also, as & common trait of character, their * sagacity,’
‘which is attributed to the subjects of Sophites by Curtius,
-and to the KAthi by Abul Fazl.

The position and extent of the ancient Kathea must
now be discussed. According to Strabo, “ some writers
placed Kathzea and the country of the Nomarch Sopeithes in
‘the tract between the rivers (Hydaspes and Akesines), others
beyond the Akesines and Hyarotis.” These statements leave
us in doubt as to the actual position of the district, but for-
tunately these doubts are set at rest when he adds, only a
few lines afterwards, © it is said that in the territory of So-
peithes there is a mountain of fossil salt sufficient for the
whole of India.” This one fact shows decisively that the
territory of Sepeithes must have included the whole of the
galt range of hills in the Sindh S84gar Dodb. Again, Arrian
states that Alexander ordered Kraterus and Hephestion
to make long marches from Nikea on the Hydaspes to the
kingdom of Sopeithes, and that he himself, sailing down
the river with the fleet, arrived at the appointed place on the
third day.} From this statement we learn, 1sf, that the
capital of Sopeithes was on the Hydaspes; and 2nd, that
its distance from Nikea could be accomplished by a fleet
of boats in three days. If therefore we fix Nikea at Mong,
opposif.e JalAlpur, the fleet would have reached Bhere on
the third day. Now Bhera, until it was recently supplanted
by Pind-Didan Khan, has always been the principal city in

* Burnes’ Travels to Bokhara, IL, 112; J. D. Cunningham, Histo i
p.16; and Ain Akbari, I1,, 70, ’ » History of the Sikhs,

4 Strabon Geograph, XV., 1.—30.
4 Anabasis, VI,, 4.
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this part of the country. At Bhera, the Chinese pilgrim
Fa-Hian crossed the Jhelam in A. D. 400, and against
Bhera eleven centuries later the enterprising Baber con-
ducted his first Indian expedition. Opposite to Bhera stands
the modern town of Ahmadibid, close to which there is an
old ruined mound called Bardri, which is said to have been
the capital of Raja Jobndth or Chobndth. Here then, at the
point where the two great salt roads to Multdn and
Lahor diverge, must have been the most frequented passage
of the Jhelam from the earliest times, and here, therefore,
I would fixed the capital of Sopeithes, the lord of the salt
hills.

With Bhera, asa capital, the territory of Sopeithes
would certainly have extended eastward as far as the Akesi-
nes or Chenib, where it would have joined the districts
of the ¢ free Indians and Kathaeans,” of whose three cities

- Sangala was the chief. As the position of this famous

city will be discussed in another place, it will be sufficient
here to state that the itinerary of the Chinese pilgrim Hwen
Thsang shows most decisively that the Sdkala of the Hindus
was situated between the Chendb and the RAvi. Here,
then, was the ancient country of the Kathei, which,
following Strabo, extended eastward * beyond the Hyarotis,”
or Rivi, and which therefore corresponds very nearly with
the district occupied by the Kithi of the present day.
To the east it was bounded by the Hyphasis or Bids River,
and to the south by the territories of the Malli.

SosrIr
According to these views, it would appear that

- nearly the whole of the central and southern Panjib, in

the time of Alexander, was held by three cognat tribes
of the Turanian descent, namely, the Sobii, or subjects
of Sophites, in the west; the Katkai, or free Indians of
Sangala, in the east; and the Malli, or people of Multéin,
in the south. As the last two have already been discussed,
I will now speak of the Sobii. According to Curtius and
Diodorus, this people occupied the banks of the Akesines below
the junctions of the Hydaspes; and Strabo assigns a similar
position to the Sibez, whom he places below Kathwa and the
country of Sopeithes. But as Dionysius couples the Sabe
with the Zozili or Tazili, who were above the country of
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old bed of the Chenab, now called the Budki Nadi,
or “old river,” is lost in the low land about midway
between the two rivers, and within a few miles of the
old bed of the Jbhelam. The former bed of the Chendb is
traceable not only by its high west bank, but also by its
decisive names of Budhi Nala and Budhi Nadi, from the
neighbourhood of Gujarit to the end of the high land of
the Doab, a distanee of not less than 90 miles. The old bed
of the Jhel4m leaves the present channel near Nun-Midni,
and passes close by Bhera to Khan Muhammad-wala, where
it is lost in the sands. But it re-appears near Dhrewa, 16
miles to the south-east of Sihiwal, below which it is trace-
able to the neighbourhood of Barana. The existence of these
old channels shews very clearly that the confluence of the
two rivers must once 'have taken place at the southern end
of the Bardna hills; and that this was the point of junction
in the time of Alexander is rendered almost certain by
Arrian’s description of the rock jutting into the river, and of
the rushing noise of the eddying waters, as the Karina Hills
offer the only rocks in the lower part of the Rechna Doib.*

Now, Alexander is said to have reached the confluence
of the Hydaspes and Akesines in five days from the capital
of Sopeithes. Curtius states that he made only XL., or 40,
stadia or five miles daily, but as this is evidently too little,
I would read XC., or 90, stadia, that is about 11 miles. His
first trip from Nikea or Mong, to the capital of Sopeithes or
Bhera, was done in three days, the distance being 36 miles,
or just 12 miles a day. If he had exceeded this average
distance, it is certain that his troops marching on shore could
not have kept up with him. We may therefore conclude
that the confluence of the two rivers was not more than 50
or 60 miles below the capital of Sopeithes, and as the direct
distance from Bhera to Barina is just 50 miles, I feel satisfied
that this must have been the point of junction in the time of
Alexander. By this rectification of the ancient hydrography
of the Hydaspes and Akesines, the Sodii of Curtius are
brought within 50 miles of the capital of Sopeithes, and the
only remaining objection to their identification with his sub-
jects is at once removed. .

The name of this people is variously written by ancient
authors as Sobii, Sabe, and Ibe. 1 have preferred the

* Ansbasis, VL, 45,
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name of Sobii for two reasons, first, because all the authors
agree in stating that their weapon was a club, from which
they would most probably have been called *club-men,” or
Chobia ; and, second because Ferishta couples the Chobia with
the Gakars as “ ancient zamindars of the Panjib.” As this
statement agrees with that of Dionysius, who couples the
Sabe with the Taxili, it seems to me clearly proved that the
territory of the Sobii or Chobia must have extended to the salt
range, otherwise it certainly could not be said to have bor-
dered on those of the Taxiliand Gakars. But as the salt mines,
according to Strabo were in the dominions of Sopeithes, it
follows that the Sobii must have been his subjects. His very
name, indeed, points to the same conclusion, for Sopeithes or
Sophites is most probably only the Greek form of Chobd-pati,
the ‘lord of the club,” or king of the club-men. This was
the actual title of the Chief of Bhera, as handed down by
tradition ; for the old ruined city of Bhadori or Bharariis
said to have been the capital of Raja Chob-ndth, a name of
exactly the same meaning as Chob-pati.

According to the concurrent testimony of Alexander’s
followers, the Sobii wore the descendants of a colony planted
by Hercules. *They wore skins like Hercules, and carried
clubs,” and ‘“branded their oxen and mules with the mark
of a club.” Justin calls them Silei, and couples them with
the Hiacensance, a name which'is probably intended for Hera-
cliange. But Strabo and Arrian discredit the story of Her-'
cules, and attribute the tale to the invention of Alexander’s
flatterers. Bub the curious fact still remains undisputed, that
the Macedonians found a people on the banks of the Hydaspas
named Sobii or Chobia, whose weapon was a ¢ club,” or ckob.
Even King Sopeithes himself is said to have carried a golden
truncheon, set with beryls, which he gave up to Alexander
as a symbol of authority.*

The general result of this investigation serves to show
that the Sobit and Kathei, or Chobia and Kdthi, were inti-
mately connected with each other, and also with the Gakars, or
subjects of Abisares. It shows also that nearly the whole of
the Panjib proper was in their possession in the time of Alex-
ander. But shortly after his death they must have lost their

* Diodorus, XVIL, 62 ; Curtius, IX., 4 ; Strabo, XV., 1—8 ; Aurrian, Indica, V. ; Justin,
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independence, as we find that Seleukus made peace with
Chandra Gupta, the founder of the Maurya dynasty of Pdta-
liputra, whose kingdom is said to have extended to the Indus.
‘We know also that his grandson Asoka was in possession of
Taxila, and that either he or another Maurya King, whom
the Greeks call Sophagasenas, made a treaty with Antiochus
the Great on the banks of the Indus. Again, after the fall
of the Maurya dynasty, in B. C. 178, we find Pushpamitra,
King of Phtaliputra, offering 100 dinars for the head of
every Buddhist Srimana in Sikala, while his son Agnimitra
encountered the Yavanas, or Greeks, on the Indus. Buf the
Greeks soon prevailed, and under Menander, about 150 B. C.
their conquests were extended to the Ganges. Justa quar-
ter of a century later the Greeks gave way to the Indo-
Scythian Sw or Sakas, who in their turn, about 57 B. C.,
succumbed to the Scythian Yuchi or Zochari, whose power
as a dominant race is said to have lasted till about the
middle of the third century of the Christian era.

At the time of Hwen Thsang’s visit, in A. D. 631, the
old city of Sikala had been deserted for many centuries, and
the new city, which he calls 7se¢-Kia, was then the capital
of a large kingdom which extended from the Indus to the
Byis, and from the foot of the hills to the junction of the
five rivers. Hwen Thsang writes the name of the new town
Tse-kia, with a peculiar “character tse, which is found only
in two other names, in both of which it is followed by the
same character kia. These names are Zo-na-kie-tse-kia and
Pu-tse-kia, which M. Julien consistently makes Dhanaka-
cheka and Pu-cheka, while that of the new Sangala he ren-
ders by Cheka. It is with much diffidence that I venture
to suggest a change in the reading of the Chinese syl-
lable which, in the above names, has been rendered by Zse;
but for the following reason I am induced to think that it
would be better represented by the cerebral ‘{z.* In no less
than four of the cave inscriptions of Kdrle and Kanher:
there occurs the name of Dkhanukakata, which Dr. Stevenson
took to be the rendering of the Greek name Xenokrates, but
which is, beyond all doubt, only the name of the country of
the donor of the recorded gifts. Thus in Karle, 10th m-
scription, the donor is Sinka Datta of Dhanukakata ;
Karle, 11th inscription, the donor is Ushabka-data’s son ; and

*The cerebral letters of Sanskrit are frequently represented by the various Chinese
character tse and thee, as in Pi-lu-tse-kia for Virudhaka, aud other names.
6
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in Karle 14th the donor is Yavana, both of the same place.
Again in the 10th Kanheri inscription the domor is an
Updsika of Dhanukakata. In all four of these ancient in-
scriptions we have the true reading of the name, which has,
been but slightly altered in its Chinese form by the simple
transposition of the last two syllables.* Instead of Tse-kia,
therefore, we should read Kia-tse, or more correctly Kata.
The same country is described by Abu Rihin as Danaka,
which he places in the plains of the Konkan. In Pu-tse-kia,
which is the name of a mountain in E. India, we may per-
haps have the Sanskrit Putaka, a * concavity or funnel,”
which might be supposed to refer to a crater-shaped summit.
It is possible, however, that the last two syllables may bave
been transposed in this name also, and that we ought there-
fore to read Pukata, but I am not aware that this word has
any meaning in Sanskrit. From these examples I conclude
that the name of the new town of Sangala may be read
either as ZTaka, or as Kafa. The former name we might
refer to the 7Takas, and the latter to the Kdthki, as both
of these tribes, at different times, had been masters of
Sangala. But as the Zakas had been displaced long before
the time of Alexander, I rather incline to read Hwen
Thsang’s name as Kata, and to refer the founding of the
new town to the Katheei, or Kathi.

From the time of Hwen Thsang’s visit down to the
beginning of the tenth century, it is probable that this Panjib
kingdom of new Sangala retained its independent power;
but the coins of Syélapati and Samanta, the early Brahman
Princes of Kabul, are found so numerously all over the
Panjab that we are forced to concede to them atleast the
paramount sovereignty of the whole country. Towards the
end of the tenth century their successors were gradually
driven to the eastward by the Muhammadans; and after
making a stand at Peshawar and Ohind, they were at last
driven across the Indus by Sabuktugin, when Jaya Pila
established his new capital at Bhera on the Jhelam, and
afterwards at Lahor. The Brahman dynasty became extinct
in A. D. 1026, and the Panjib was finally annexed to the
Mubammadan empire of Ghazni.t

* See Stevenson’s Translations in Journal, Bombay Asiatic Society, Vol V. ; Karle, 10, -

11 and 14, and Kénhari 10.
+ Briggs, Ferishta, 1., 17 and 87,
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INDO-SCYTHIANS.

The general name of Indo-Scythians was first given by
Ptolemy to the Nomad races which, shortly hefore the
Christian era, overwhelmed the Indian empire of Alexan-
der’s successors. According to the Chinese, these Nomads
were of two distinet bordes, which they name S» and
Yuchi, who must therefore be the Sarance and Asiani of
Trogus Pompeius. But, according to Strabo, the tribes who
overthrew the Greek power in Bactria were named Asit,
Pasiani, Tokhari and Sakarauli. Of these, the first two
are most probably only different readings of the name
of Asiani, from which tribe, according to Trogus, the
Tokhari received their kings.* The Asiani, therefore, must
have been a tribe of the Tokharian horde. This is confirmed
by the Chinese, who state that the Great Yuchi, after their
occupation of Bactria, were divided into five tribes, of which
one, named Kuei-shwang, conquered the other four, and in-
vaded India. On the coins of this tribe their name is written
Kushan and Khushan, and in their inscriptions Gushan, all
mere variations of one name, in which we cannot fail to
recognize the Asiani of Trogus and the 4sii or Pasiani of
Strabo. The only remaining names are the Sarance of
Trogus and the Sakarauli of Strabo, who must therefore be
the Su of the Chinese.

In my notice of the Gakars I have already pointed that
the Sakarauli or Sagarauke of Ptolemy derived their name
from the Sagaris or Sagar, an iron-headed mace, which was
their peculiar weapon. Their other name of Sarance may,
I think, be traced to the origin by shortening the first
syllable from Sagar to Sar, with the addition of a nasal.
The elision of a medial guttural is in strict accordance
which the rules of the Mongolian and E. Turki languages;
and we have a notable example of the same practice in the
name of Attila’s uncle, who was called indifferently either
Roas, Ruilas, or Rugilas. 'We have another example in the
Median Zigr, an “arrow,” which has become the Persian Zir.
Similarly the Hindi sabal is frequently pronounced saul,
of which form we have excellent examples in the Scythian
Saulius, the Parthian Sawloé, and the Bactrian Sauadii, or
Saualii. Following the rule observed in all these names

® Trogus Prolog. XLI; Strabo Geograph, XI., 8—2.
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I conclude that the Sarance of Trogus is only an abbrevi-
ated form of the Sagaraukz of Ptolemy, and the Sakarauli
of Strabo. Thus all the different names of the classical
authors are limited to two distinct hordes, the Sagarauke
and the Zokhkari, who must therefore be the Su and Yuch:
of the Chinese annals. To these annals we are indebted for
the only detailed accounts that we possess of the Indo-
Scythians, but the scattered notices of the classical writers
are of much value in checking as well as in confirming these
Chinese statements. The subject is one of very great im-
portance to early oriental history, for the successful advance
of these Scythian hordes not only extinguished the Greek
power in Bactria, but also materially weakened the Parthian
empire, and caused a permanent change in the mass of
the population of N. W, India. As this last effect is the
only one that is connected with ethnography of the Panjib,
I will confine my remarks on the early career of the Indo-
Scythias to a brief statement of their previous history, as a
necessary preparation for the more formal discussion of
their settlement in India.

Su, OR SAGARAUKE.

According to the Chinese annals, the provinces on the
Jaxartes, in the early part of the second century before
Christ, were in possession of a Scythian horde named
Su. In 163 B. C. the growing power of another horde,
named the Great Yuchi, forced them to retire towards the
south into Sogdiana where they succeeded in establishing
themselves. In B, C. 126, being again ejected by the
Yuchi, they retired still farther to the south, and occupied
Kipin or Kophene, while the Yuchi took possession of Sog-
diana and the country of the Tahia, or Dahse. Comparing
these accounts with the notices of the classical writers, and
with the inferences furnished by the coins, we conclude with
tolerable certainty that the Greeks lost possession of Sogdiana
in B. C. 163 ; that shortly afterwards they were deprived of
Bactriana by th Su or Sagarauke, and of Margiana by the
Parthians; and that from that time their dominion was
limited to the south of the Caucasus.

The extent of the kingdom of Kipin is not clearly stated
in the Chinese annals, but it may be gathered, from a
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comparison of all available sources of information, that it
comprised Aria, Arachosia, and Drangiana, and perhaps also
Gedrosia. It therefore corresponded as nearly as possible
with the Ariana of classical writers. Shortly after 126 B. C.,
Kaofu, or the territory of Kabul, is said to have been divided
between the Parthians, the Indians, and S% Kings of Kipin ;
and a glance at the map will shew that this was the natural
division of the country. The hill district on the upper
Margus, or Murgib, would have belonged to the western
Parthians ; those on the Kophes, or Kabul River, to the Idno-
Greek King Hermaus ; and those on the Arius, or Hari-rud,
to the southern kingdom of Kipin. That Arachosia and
Drangiana formed part of Kipin, and belonged to the Su, we
have the testimony of several ancient authors. Thus Ste-
phanus of Byzantium states that the capital of Arachosia was
formerly called Kophes, the district Kopkene, and the people
Kophenii.t Pliny writes the name of the city Cufis, for which
we should most probably read Cuphis. Isidorus of Charax,
who lived about the beginning of the Christian era, gives
the name of Sakastene to the greater part of Drangiana,
and calls the people Saka-Scythians, their capital Sigal,
and one of their chief cities Min. I notice these last two
names more particularly, because they are found also amongst
the Scythian cities of India, the former in Sangala, or
Sdgala, of the Kathcei, as well as in Sagala (or Euthy-
media) on the Hydaspes; and the latter in Min-nagara,
the capital of Indo-Scythia. Lastly, the faithless Sakas”
(Sagam infidum) are included by Avienus amongst the
people of Ariana, along with the Oritee, the Aribee and the
Arachotee. In the original poem of Dionysius, as well as
in Priscian’s translation, we find Safraide instead of Sakas ;
but by the change of a single letter, of T for T, this would
become Sagraide, which would be only another various
reading of Sagarauke and Sakarauli—the name of that
great Scythian tribe whose weapon was the Sagaris, or iron
mace.*

From Kipin, the Su or Sakas rapidly extended their
conquests to the eastward, until they occupied the whole
valley of the Indus. Ptolemy apparently limits his district
of Indo-Scythia to the province of Sindh, {elow the junction

® Dionyzius, Orbis descriptio, v. 1097 ; Priscianus, 1004 ; Avienus, 1296,

G ]'L Herodatus, VII, 61, also states that the Perzinns were once called Kephenes by the
reel




46 ARCHZEOLOGICAL REPORT, 1863-64.

of the five rivers; but as he places the north-west angle
about midway between Arachotus and Kabura, or Kangdahar
and Kabul, it is certain that his Indo-Scythia must have
included the valley of the Gomal River to the west of the

- Indus. This is confirmed by the names of some of the
northern towns, such as Sabanna and Kodrana, which, as
1 have before pointed out, are most probably the Zkobe and
Kundar of the Gomal valley. To the north-east it is
bounded by the territory of the Kaspirzi, and to the north
by the small districts of Bukephala, Taxila and Proklais,
which correspond with the modern divisions of Jheldm,
Réwal-pindi, and Peshawur. The author of the Erythrsean
Periplus calls the countries at the mouth of the Indus the
«geaboard of Scythia,” but the capital, which he names
Minnagar, was at some distance inland. It is therefore the
same as Ptolemy’s Binagara, and may, I think, with much
probability be identified with Thatha.* Indeed the southern
position of Binagara shows that the name of Scythia in the
Periplus must be restricted to the valley of the Lower Indus
below the junction of the five rivers. ’

According to these accounts the conquests of the Su or
Sakas would be limited to Sindh and the lower part of the
Panjab; but as the coins of Moas and Azas, who certainly
belonged to this race, are found more numerously in the
north-west parts of the Panjib than elsewhere, we must
extend the original Indian dominion of the Sakas to these
provinces also. The explanation of this apparent discre-
pancy is simply that the coins and the authorities refer to
two different periods. The coins of Moas and his successors
belong to the latter end of the second and earlier half of
the first century before Christ, or B. C. 126 to 57, while
the Periplus and the geography of Ptolemy are from one
hundred and fifty to two hundred years later. During that
time the Su or Sakas were defeated by the Yuchi or Tokhari,
who shortly before the Christian era succeeded in establish-
ing their supremacy both in Ariana and in the Panjib.
From that time the power of the Sakas was limited to
Sindh and the lower Panjib, or in other words to the very
countries that are included in the Scythia of the Periplus
and the Indo-Scythia of Ptolemy.

dise . Se.e my Ancient Geography of India, pp. 289—201, where this question is fully
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Another subject that requires explanation is the state-
ment of the author of the Periplus, that in his time, or
about A. D. 160, the rulers of Indo-Scythia were Parthians.*
Now we know from a later authority, Dionysius Periegetes,
that the Scythians still held the lower valley of the Indus
in his time or towards the end of the third century. But
why then does the author of the Periplus call them
Parthians? Simply because, as I believe, the Su or Sakas
being the descendants of Scytho-Parthian Dahe, were not
distinguishable from true Parthians either in speech, in
manners, or in dress. Their names also were the same as
those of the Parthians; and accordingly we find Strabo
asserting without any reservation that Arsakes, the founder
of the Parthian monarchy, was a Scythian of the Parnian
tribe of Dahee.t We have also other true Parthian names
in Vonones, one of the founders of Indo-Scythian power in
the N. W. Panjab; in Abdagases, the nephew of Gondo-
phares; and in Pakores, one of the latest of the Indo-Scy-
thian kings of 8. Ariana and Sindh, of whom we possess
coins inscribed with Greek characters.}

As the close ethnic relation between the Parthians and
the Indo-Scythian Sakas is a point of much interest and
importance in determining the question of who are the
modern representatives of the old Scythian conquerors of
India, I propose to discuss it at some length. According
to the Chinese annals, the first Scythian tribes who occupied
Kipin, or Ariana, were the Su and Takia, or the Sacm and
Dahz, after their expulsion by the Yuchi from the provinces
on the Oxus. We here at once meet with one of the inherent
difficulties of all ethnological inquiries, in discriminating
between the Native names of the various tribes and those
which their neighbours may have succeeded in fixing upon

them. Thus the name of Seka, which is found in the in~

scriptions of Darius Hystaspes, is most probably one of the

Native terms, because the name is still preserved by the °

great tribe of Sok or Sok-po, who now live to the east of
Laddk. The name of Dahe, on the contrary, is almost
certainly a foreign one, being derived from the Zend dahyu,

* Hudson, Geographiz Veteris Scriptores Greeci minores, I., 22.
t Geograph, XI,, 9—2,

¥ To these names I may now add that of Ardagases, from a new coin in my own pos-
session,
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of Strabo and Ptolemy with these 4bdrs, and I may now,
on the authority of the inscriptions of Darius, identify
them with the Sws. Under the name of Mardi we find
them coupled by Pliny with the Jatii to the south of the
Oxus, and under that of Mardieni they are placed by Ptole-
my in Sogdiana, to the north of the Oxus. As Aparni
they lived in the deserts to the north of Hyrkania, and as
Parni they are found in Margiana. Everywhere throughout
the N. E. Provinces of the ancient Persian empire, from
Media to Sogdiana, we find sure traces of these A4bdrs or
Sus. 'We thus see that the name of Su or Swus, which the
brief notice of the Chinese annals would seem to limit
originally to the people on the north of the Jaxartes, belong-
ed equally to the mass of the population on the south of the
river. The Dake may therefore be described as the Sus
of the Oxus, and the Massagete and Sake as the Sus
Jazartes. »

To reconcile the Chinese accounts with this conclusion,
we have but to suppose that at some early period the Sus
had extended themselves from the Caspian in the west to
Ili in the east, and that the Eastern Sus only were known
to the Chinese. TUnder this supposition it is easy to see
how, when the Sus were driven back by the Yuchi from
their pastures near the Tli River amongst their brethren
on the Jaxartes and Oxus, the Chinese would naturally
attribute the exploits of the Massageter and Dahe, and of
all other Sus, to that one branch of the horde with which
they were acquainted. I think it highly probable, there-
fore, that the actual Sus of the Ili may not bave penetrated
beyond the Oxus, and that the subsequent occupation of
Ariana and the valley of the Indus was really effected by
the Dake, Massagete, and Sake, or by the Sus of the Oxus
and Jaxartes.

The Dake or Sus of the Oxus are divided by Strabo
into three tribes, the Aparni or Parni, the Xanthii or
Xandii, and the Parii or Pissuri®* The first of these names
I have already identified with the Sakarauli, or Sagarauke,
which was only another general name for the Abdrs or Sus.
The second I believe to be the same as the Jatii of Pliny
and Ptolemy ; and the third may, I think, be identified with

® Geograph, X1, 8—2, and XI., 9—38.
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This view of the great Scythian migration is supported
by several minor facts, which separately, perhaps, would not
be of much value, but, when taken together, acquire an
amount of importance that forces itself upon our considera-
tion. From Isidorus of Charax, who lived about the begin-
ning of the Christian era, we learn that the greater part of
Drangiana, together with a portion of Arachosia, was called
Sakastene, or *“land of the Sakas.” From this I would
infer that the main body of that tribe, the Sus of the
Jaxartes, had most probably settled in the country which
was thus called after them, The name of Sigal, the capital
of Sakastene, seems also to refer to this race, as it is evi-
dently the same name as the Singala of the Greeks, and the
Sdkala of the Hindus.

Following the same clue, I would infer that the Dake,
or Sus of the Oxus, under their general name of A4bdrs,
most probably settled only in detached places in Ariana,
while the bulk of the horde colonized the valley of the
Indus. In Ariana their name has been preserved only in
Ptolemy’s Obares and Orbetane of Aria, and in Isidor’s
Barda of Sakastene, while in India we find the large district
of Abiria, with the cities of Pardabathra, Parabali, and
Bardazema. Their other general name of Sus is perhaps
preserved in Susikana of Indo-Scythia, although it is more
probable that the true reading is Musikana, after the Musik-
anus of Alexander’s historians. Of the tribal names of
Mandrueni and Iatii, which are coupled together by Pliny,
I can find traces only of the former in the classical writers.
I conclude therefore that the Jatii or Xantkii, whom I take
to be the widely-spread Jafs, and Jafs of modern days, may
perhaps in early times have been best known by the generic
name of Abdrs, just in the same way as the Pdndavas of the
Central Panjib have been handed down to us by Alexander’s
historians under the name of Porus. Some supposition of
thissort is absolutely necessary to account for the com-
plete silence of all classical authors regarding the Jats, who,
with their rivals the Meds, were found by the Musalmins in
full possession of the valley of the Indus towards the end
of the seventh century.

MEep1, or MEebs.

The Meds, or Mands, as they are also called by Muham-
madan writers, are almost certainly the representatives of the
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Mandrueni who lived in the Mandrus River to the south of
the Oxus; and as their name is found in the Panjib in the
notices of several classical writers from the beginning of the
Christian era downwards, and in none before that time, 1
conclude that they must have accompanied their neighbours,
the Iatii or Jafs, on their forced migration from the Oxus to
Ariana and India. In the classical writers the name is found
as Medi and Mandueni, and in the Muhammadan writers as
Med and Mand.* To show that those two spellings are but
natural modes of pronunciation of the same name, I can
refer to the two large maps of the Shahpur and Jhelam dis-
tricts, which have been published by the Surveyor General
within the last years. In the latter the name of a village on
the Jhelam, six miles above Jalalpur, is spelt Meriala, and in
the former the name of the same village is spelt Mandiali.
The name is written with the cerebral d, and may therefore
be pronounced either as d or ». In General Court’s map it is
written Mdmridla, in Mogal Beg’s by Wilford it is Mandydla,
and in my note book it is the same, the spelling of the name
having been obtained from two different persons. In
Ferishta the place is called the Sardi of Maridia on the Jhe-
lam, and as the notice refers to the reign of Musdud of

Ghazni, the name is certainly not less than eight centuries
old. Abul Fazl calls it Merali.t

The earliest notice of the Meds is by Virgil, who calls-

the Jhelam Medus Hydaspes.} This epithet is explained by
the statement of Vibius Sequester, which makes the Hydaspes
flow « past the city of Media.”§ Now this is perhaps the
same place as Ptolemy’s FEuthy-media, or Sugala, which was
either on or near the same river, and above Bukephala.
Lastly, in the Peutingerian Tables, the country on the
Hydaspes, for some distance below Alexandria Bucefalos, is
called Media. Here, then, we have evidence that the Medi
or Meds were in the Panjib as early at least as the time of
Virgil, in B. C. 40 to 30, and as we know that they were not

X * Tbn Haukal in Gildemeister De Rebus Indicis, writes Mund, which Sir H Elli
Sindh, 161, gives as Mand ; while in Masudi (Muhsmmadsn Historians, p. 5’;)1?-1{0 ma::,s
Mind. Reinaud (Fragments Arabes, p. 20) gives the name from the Mojmal-ut-1dwarikh
as Meyd or Med, |

t Brigge’ Ferishts, 1,, 111, and Gladwin’s Ain Akbari, I1., 263,

1 Georgica, IV., 210.

§ In Fluminibug' “ Hydaspes Indiee urbis Medise defluit Indo ex Caucaso.”
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one of the five tribes of Yuchi or Tochari, whose names are
given by the Chinese writers, it may be inferred with -
tolerable certainty that they must have belonged to the great
horde of Sus or Abdrs, who entered India about B. C. 126,
and gave their name to the province of Indo-Scythia.

As the date of the Peutingerian Table is not later than
A. D. 250, we have a break of upwards of four centuries
before we reach the earliest notices of the Muhammadan
writers. In these we find the Meds or Mands firmly estab-
lished in Sindh, along wilh their ancient rivals the Jafs, both |
of whom are said to be the descendants of Ham, the son of
Noah. Rashid-ud-din furtherstates that they were in Sindh -
at the time of the MahAbbérata, but this is amply refuted by
the Native histories of the province, which omit both names
from the list of aborigines of Sindh.* Ibn Haukal describes
the Mands of his time, about A. D. 977, as occupying the
banks of the Indus from Multdn to the sea, and to the
desert between Mekran and Famhal. Masudi, who visited
India in A. D. 915-16, calls them Mind, and states that they
were a race of Sindh who were at constant war with the
people of Mansura. These notices are sufficient to show
that, at some time previous to the first appearance of the
Mubhammadans, the Méds must have been forced to migrate
from the Upper Panjib to Sindh. There they have since
remained, as there can be no reasonable doubt that they are
now represented by the Mers of the Aravali Range to the
east of the Indus, of Kdthidwar to the south, and of Bilu-
chistan to the west.

The name of Mer or Mand. is still found in many parts
of the Panjib, as in Meror of the Biri and Rechna Dofibs;
in Mera, Mandra, and Mandanpur of the Sindh Sigar Doéb,
and in Mandali of Mult4n. Mera, which is ten miles to the
west of Kalar Kahdr, is certainly as old as the beginning of
the Ohristian era, as it possesses an Arian Pali inscription

. fixed in the side of a square well. This frequent occurrence

of the name in so many parts of the Panjab, and always
attached to old places as in Mera, Mandra, and Meriali of

the Sindh SAgar Doéb, offers the strongest confirmation of

the conclusion which I have already derived from the notices
of the classical authors, that the Meds or Mers were once

* Sir Henry Elliot's Muhammadan Historians, p. 67,
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of the Muhammadan Jats generally refer o Gajni or Garh«
Gajni, which may be either the celebrated fort of Ghazni in
Afghanistan, or the old city of Gajnipur on the site of
Rawal-pindi. But if I am right in my identification of the
Jats with the Zanthii of Strabo, and the Zatii of Pliny and
Ptolemy, their parent country must have been on the banks
of the Oxus, between Bactria, Hyrkania, and Khorasmia.
Now in this very position there was a fertile district, irrigated
from the Margus River, which Pliny calls Zotale or Zothale,
and which I think may have been the original seat of the
Iatii or Jats.®* Their course from the Oxus to the Indus
may perhaps be dimly traced in the Xuthi of Dionysius of
Samos,t who are coupled with the Arieni, and in the Zufh:
of Ptolemy, who occupied the Karmanian desert on the
frontier of Drangiana. As I can find no other traces of their
name in the classical writers, I am inclined to believe, as
before suggested, that they may have been best known in
early times by the general name of their horde as 4bdrs,
instead of by their tribal name as Jats. Aecording to this
view the main body of the Jatii would bave occupied the
district of Abiria and the towns of Pardabathra and Bar-
darema in Sindh, or Southern Indo-Scythia, while the Pan-
jab or Northern Indo-Scythia was chiefly colonized by their
brethren the Meds.

When the Muhammadans first appeared in Sindh,
towards the end of thq seventh century, the Zaths and
Meds were the chief population of the country. But as
I have already shown that the original seat of the Medi
or Med colony was in the Panjib Proper, I conclude
that the original seat of the Zafii or Jat colony must have
been in Sindh. With the Meds they at first gallantly
opposed the advance of the Arabs, but afterwards they were
induced to join the foreign invaders against their rival
brethren. In the beginning of the eleventh century the Jats
were bold enough to plunder the army of Mahmud on its
return from Somnéth. According to Ferishta, they then
occupied the Jdd mountains and the plain beneath them,
which was intersected by rivers.} Comparing these two
accounts with the statement that the Jats sent their families

& Hist. Nat. VI, 18,
4 Bassarica, quoted by Stephanus of Byzantium.
¢ Briggs' Ferishta, 1., 81,
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and property to Sindh Sagar for safety, it would appear that
they had already entered the Panjib. before the reign of
Mahmud.

At the present day the Jats are found in every part of
the Panjib, where they form about two-fifths of the popu-
lation. They are chiefly Musalmins, and are divided into
not less than a hundred different tribes, of which the fol-
lowing are best known : Arain, BAgri, Chathe, Chima, Gundal,
Kalyal, Malyar, Ranja, Thirar, and Wirak. Where any
particular tribe predominates, the district is usually called
after its name. Thus in the Chaj or Janhat Doab we find
Miydni-Gundal, so called to distinguish it from Nun-Miyéni
.on the Jhelim, besides Ranja-Des, and Thdrar- Thappa ;
and in the Rechna Doab we have Chima-Des, to the south
and west of Syilkot. In the Sindh Sigar DoAb, the south-
ern plains are chiefly occupied by Jats and the northern hills
by Gujars, while the middle districts have a mixed popula-
tion of Gakars, Gujars, Awlns, Ghebis, and Jats. This dis-
tribution had already taken place before the time of Baber,
who found the central districts divided between the Janjuhas
al,:d the Gakars, with Jats and Gujars tributary to the

tter.

It may perhaps be objected to my proposed identifica-
tion of the Jats with the Indo-Scythians, that they are
included, as Colonel Tod says, *in all the ancient catalo-
gues of the thirty-six royal races oOf India.”* But I can
meet this objection at once by referring to Colonel Tod’s
five printed lists, of which only ore contains the name of
Jit. But the utter worthlessness of this list, which is taken
from a Gujarbti MS. of the Kumdra Pdla Charilra, is
proved by the insertion of the Kdtki, who are universally
admitted not to be Rajputs, as well as by the omission of
suc_h well known names as the Rathor, Kachwéha, and
Bais. That the Jats are not Rajputs is also acknowledged
by Colonel Tod himself, when he confesses his ignorance
¢ of any instance of a Rajput’s intermarriage with a Jit.”
But when making this confession he must have forgotten
his translation of a “Memorial of a Jit Prince of the fifth
centl’l’ry,” who is. said to have married “ two wives of Yadu
race.”t Now, if any dependence could be placed on the

® Tod’s Rajasthan, 1, 106,
t Ihig, L, 796,
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perfect accuracy of Colonel Tod’s translation, I would at
once admit that thisinscription proves the Rajput origin of
the JAts beyond all possibility of doubt. But the low posi-
tion which the Jats hold in the social scale is so well known
that, without any hesitation whatever, I conclude that the
published version must be inaccurate. Perhaps the word which
Colonel Tod has read as Jitk and Jit, should be Jin or Jina.

To the east of the Panjib the Hindu Jats are found in
considerable numbers in the frontier States of Bikaner,
Jesalmer, and Jodhpur, where, in Colonel Tod's opinion,
they are as numerous as all the Rajput races put together.*
They are found also in great numbers along the upper courses
of the Ganges and Jumna as far eastward as Bareli, Farak-
habad, and Gwalior. They are divided into two distinct
clans, called De and Hele in the Doab, and Packhade and
Deswale in Delhi and Rohilkhand. These latter names,
which may be translated as *¢late” and °*aboriginal,”
would seem to show that the Pachhade or De Jals weres.
comparatively recent colony. This is confirmed by the
known facts in the history of Bharatpur, which owes its rise
to Churdman Jdt, who, after the death of Aurangzib,
migrated with his followers from the banks of the Indus.

To the south of the Panjib, the Musalmin Jats are
said by Pottingert to form the entire population of the
fruitful district of Harand-Dijel, on the right bank of the
Indus, and the bulk of the population in the neighbouring
district of Kach-Gandidva. In Sindh, where they have
intermarried largely with Biltichis and Musalméns of Hindu
descent, it is no longer possible to estimate their numbers,
although it is certain that a very large proportion of the
population, must be of Jat descent.

I will close this discussion on the Indo-Scythians with a
few remarks on some of their coins, which appear to me to
offer further confirmation of the special views that I have
advocated. I allude more particularly to the following opi-
nions:

1st.—That the Dake Scythians were essentially the same

people as the Massagete and Sace Scythians.
2nd.—That all three belonged to the widely-spread race
of Sus or Abdrs.

* See also Elphinstone's Kabul, 1., 8 ; and Boileau’s Rajwara.
+ Biluchistan, pp. 810, 311, & 376.

L
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3rd.—That the Sace and Massagetw Scythians were the
Sus of the Chinese, who occupied Sogdiana in
- B. C. 168.

4th.—That the Dahe, and specially the two tribes of
Medi or Mandrueni, and Iatii or Zanthii, must
have accompanied the Sace and Massagetz on
their forced migration to Ariana.

5th.—That the bulk of the Sace or Sakas most probably
remained in Ariana, and gave their name to
the province of Sakastene, while the great
body of the Dake, or Medi and Iatii continued
their march to the valley of the Indus, where
they settled, and gave their name to the colony

of Indo-8cythia.

6th.—That these Medii and Tatii are the Meds and Jais
of the present day.

The coins which I would assign to the Sus or 4bdrs are
of three distinct classes:

1st.—Barbarous imitations of the coins of the Baectrian
Greek Kings,—Euthydemus, Eukratides, and
Heliokles.

2nd.—Coins of a Scythian dynasty which preceded the
Kushan tribe of Yuchi in the occupation of the
N. W. Panjhb.

3rd.—Coins of a Scythian dynasty which ruled over
South Ariana and Sindh about the beginning
of the Christian era.

The first class of coins I assign to the first period of
Scythian dominion, between 163 and 126 B. C., because the
coins, which are nearly all found to the north of the Cau-
casus, are imitations of the money of the last three Greeco-
Bactrian Princes whose dominion they overthrew. The. large
silver pieces copied from the tetradrachms of Euthydemus
bear a legend in some Native character, nearly akin to that
which Sir Henry Rawlinson calls Parthian, but which Mr.
Thomas names Chaldseo Pehlvi. The legend is always the
same, there being four letters to the right of the head and
threce to the left, which I read somewhat doubtfully as
Mashdta Kan, © King Mashit,” or Masadata Kan, “ King
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Masadates.” The copper coins, both large and small,
bear Greek legends, which, as they are only barbarous ren-
derings of the name and titles of Heliokles, are of no value.
The small silver coins, which are all copied from the Oboli
of Eukratides, also bear Greek legends ; but as they are found
in Kandahar and Sistan, as well as in Balkh and Samar-
kand, they must certainly have belonged to the first Scythians
who occupied Ariana in B. C. 126.

The coins of the second class are those of the great
Moga or Moas, and his immediate successors Azas and Azi-
lises in the N. W. Panjdb; and Vonones, Spalahores, Spali-
rises and Spalagadames, in Peshawar and the districts on
the west bank of the Indus. The Parthian name of Vonones
induces me to believe that the princes of this dynasty were
most probably Dake Scythians from the frontiers of Parthia,
and not Massagete Scythians from the more distant pro-
vinces beyond the Jaxartes. The name of Moas also would
seem to point to the same conclusion, as it is found amongst
the cognate races of Cappadocia and Pontus; in Moagetes
the tyrant of Cibyra, and in Moaphernes the father-in-law
of Strabo. It must be remembered that Strabo himself
connects the Dahae of the Euxine with the Dahee of the
Caspian, and that his testimony on this point is entitled to
special consideration on account of his birthand connexions.
‘We learn also from Strabo that the Mwdi were a Thracian
tribe, and that the Thracians and Getee were the same
people, because they spoke the same language; and as I
have myself shown that the Getce and Mussagetce worshipped
the same god called Gebeleizes or Zamolzris, I infer that
they were of the same race, and therefore that the Getic
name of Med must have been in use amongst the Massagetce
and Dahe of the Caspian. On these grounds I think that
I am justified in my conclusions, that the Medi or Meds
of the Hydaspes belonged to the horde of Dahsz Scythians,
and that the great King Moga or Moas was the leader who
established the Indo-S8cythian dominion in the Panjib.

The coins of the third class, which belong to Gondo-
phares and his successors, are found chiefly in Sistan,
Kandahlr, and Sindh, and in the South Panjib. The coins
of Gondophares are found also at Kabul, but I am not
aware that even a single specimen of any of his successors
has been found in the Kabul Valley. Guided by these
indications, I conclude that Gondophares was the founder of
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a Scythian dynasty, whose proper territories were confined
to Sistan, Kandabar, and Sindh. This is partly confirmed
by the fact that Gondophares is almost certainly the same
as Gondoforus of the early Christian legends, who is said
to have put St. Thomas to death. Now, in the Legenda
Aurea, Gundoforus is called King of India—a title which
agrees with the recorded accounts of the scene of St.
Thomas' mission in Parthia, Persia, and India. But the

place of his death is even more distinctly stated by Bishop -

Sophronius, who says ¢ dormivit in cimtate Calaminag, que
est Indice,” which is further supported by the testimony of
8t, Gaudentius and the Roman Martyrology. An. old
inscription of A. D. 1070, on the door of the Basilica of
St. Paul on the Ostian road, also testifies that he was put to
death in India. The Syriac writer, Amru, says that bis tomb
was in the *Island of Meilan in India,” but it is doubtful
whether this is intended for the *OCity Calamina,” which
was the scene of his death. I feel inclined to identify this
city with the Min-nagar of the Periplus, which may have
been called Kara-Mina, or *Black Mina,” to distinguish
it from the older city of Min in Sakastene.* Taken together,
these statements are sufficient to show that King Gundoforus
of the Christian legends was almost certainly the ruler of
Western India in the time of St. Thomas; and as King
Gondophares of the coins was the ruler of the same country
about the same time, we are, I think, fully justified in con-

cluding that the two kings were very probably the same
person.

I would assign the establishment of the dynasty of
Gondophares to about 30 A. D., and the death of the founder
to about 60 A. D. During this period the rule of Gondo-
phares must have been extended over the Eastern Panjib, as
I have found his coins in Multin and in all the old ruined
mounds to the south of Lahor. Shortly after his death, or
in A. D. 78, one of his successors must have lost the Southern
Panjib, as the great victoryof Sélivhhana over the Sakas,
which took place at Kahror near Multdn, can only apply
to the Indo-Scythians. We may also infer that Abdagases,.
the nephew, and Sasan the relative of Gondophares, must
havereigned in the Panjab, as their coins are found there only;

® Calamina may also be interpreted as Kilak-Mina, or the *“Fort of Min ;"—us

Sir Henry Rawlinson has shown that the original Semitic word for a fort was kar, which

was corrupted . very early to kal and khal, as in Khalasar, wodde.
the Fort of Wad, &.,—Rawlinson’s Herodotus, L, 590, ote g’ o Fort of Ashor, Kalwddel,

&
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and for a similar reason that Orthagnes, another relative,
must have reigned in Kandahar, Sistan, and Sindh. The
coins of Arsakes and Sanabares precede those of Gon-
dophares; but the coins of Pakores, and of at least two
other princes, the successors of Ortbagnes, show that this
dynasty must have lasted down to about 100 A. D, ; but after
that time we have no distinct information that can be appli-
ed with certainty either to the people or to the princes of
Indo-Scythia. We know only that the people of Sejistan
defended their independence for many years against the first
Sassanian Kings,* and that Dionysius Periegetes calls the
people on the Indus ¢ Southern Scythians.”’+ But these
notices belong to the third century; and, although we may
accept the translations of Avienus and Priscian as extend-
ing the Scythian occupation of the provinces on the Indus
to the beginning of the fifth century, yet there will still
remain a blank period of about three hundred years, of
which we have no information whatever. At the first ap-
pearance of the Muhammadans in Sindh, towards the end
of the seventh century, the sovereignty had already passed
into the hands of a Brahman family, while the mass of the
population consisted of the rival tribes of Zaths and Meds.
That a royal family may become extinct, or may be sup-
planted by another, while the bulk of the people still re-
mains unchanged, was most strikingly exemplified at this
very time by the Arab conquest, when the Jals and Meds,
the main body of the population, still remained in Sindh,
while the sovereignty passed to the Arabs. Partly therefore
for this reason, and partly for the want of any evidence to
the contrary, I think that there is a very strong presumption
that the Scythian Iatii and Medi of the classical writers
with the Zaths and Meds of the early Muhammadan writers,
whose descendants are the Jats and Meds of the present day.

Yucai, or TocRARI.

According to the Chinese, the Yuchi were a branch of
the ZTungnu, or Eastern Tartars, who, several centuries before
the Christian era, had passed into Western Tartary, where
they founded an extensive empire, 400 leagues in length from

* Agathias, in Gibbon, c. VIIL, Note 34.

+ I have a strong suspicion that the Notioi or Southern Scythians of Dionysius are the
people of Nodha of the early Muhammadan writers, which uppears to have included the
whole of Upper Sindh,
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Yuchi, being again pressed by the Usun, crossed the Jaxartes,
and pushing the Swus farther to the south, occupied Sog-
diana, and Takia, or the country of the Dahee. The Chinese
General Cham-kao accompanied this expedition of the Yuchi,
which is recorded to have taken place shortly before 126
B. C. The vanquished Sus and Zahkias retired to Kipin, or
Kophene, which corresponded very nearly with the ancient
Ariana, while the victorious Yuchi divided the conquered
coxla;ntry into five districts, according to the number of their
tribes.*

Before the death of the Emperor Wuti, in 86 B. C.,
the power of the Hiungnu must have considerably declined,
as the Chinese were able to carry on commercial intercourse
with Kipin during the reign of a king named U-fo-lao or
On-teu-lao. In71 B. C. the Hiungnu were signally defeated
by the Emperor Chaoti, and this defeat being followed by a
dreadful civil war, accompanied by plague and famine,
proved fatal to the power of this formidable horde, whose

.king, in B. C. 60, became a tributary of the Chinese
Empire. '

The Great Yuchi, being thus relieved from .all dread
of their ancient enemies, were now able to consolidate
their power, and accordingly, the king of the Kuei-
shwang tribe, named Khieu-tsiu-ki, uniting the five tribes
of Yuchi, had already conquered Kipin, Kaofu, and
Hantha, or Ariana, Kabul, and Gandhara. As this king
is said to have reached 84 years of age, his reign must
have been a long one, and his son, Yem-kao-ching, could
not have succeeded him until about 70 B. C. To the son
the Chinese ascribe great conquests in India, both to the
south and east. The power of the Yuchi was still undimi-
nished at the end of the first century (76 to 98 A. D.), when
they waged war with the Chinese in Kotan. But early in
the third century (A. D. 222) it was much weakened by the
attacks of other tribes, and in the beginning of the fifth
century it was finally overthrown by the Neptlm_lites, or
White Huns. The last king of the Yuchi mentioned in
history is Kitolo, who took possession of Gindhira, but was
obliged to return to the West to oppose the White Huns,

* See D’Herbelot, Bibliotheque Orientale, VI. 7 ; De Guignes, Histoire des Huns ; and
Romusat, Nouveaux Mélanges Asiatiques, L, 220.
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leaving his son in charge of the new province. The son
established his capital in Fo-la-she, or ParshAwar; and the
name of the founder of the Little Yuchi, as they were
afterwards called, still survives in the title of Shak Kator,
the Chief of Chitril.

It remains now to compare this account with the scat-
tered notices of the Tochari by classical and Muhammadan
writers, and to trace their connexion with one of the existing
races of foreign origin who still form the mass of the popu-
lation of the Panjib. In discussing the first Scythian invasion
of the provinces on the Oxus, I have already identified the
Tochari and Asiani of 8trabo and Trogus with the Yucks and
Kueishwang of the Chinese. I have also pointed out that
the Kuei-shwang are the same as the Kushdn and Khushdin
of the coins, and the G'ushdin of the Arian inscriptions; but
in the Greek legends of the coins, this name of the ruling
tribe of the Yuchi is given in a different form, as Korsou,
Korsea, Khoransu, and Korano. As the first three readings
are found exclusively on the coins of Kadaphes or Kadphizes,
the successor of Hermaus, they are the earliest attempts
that we possess of the Greek rendering of this name, while
the last reading is the only one that is used by Kanerk: and
~ his successors. I think it very probable that the name which
is intended to be given in the earlier readings may still be

preserved in that of the province of Khorasdn. If this view -

is correct, then the original name of the tribe must have
been Kors or Khorans, which was afterwards softened to Kor
and Kush, or Korano and Kushan. The original term at once
recals the Chorsari of Pliny, which, according to him, was
the Scythian name for the Persians, but which in his time
was most probably applied to the Kors or Khorans tribe,
who then occupied Khorasdn, the old frontier province of
Persia. In all these names I think that we may recognize
without much straining the original form of the Sanskrit
Gurjjara, and the Hindi Gujar or Guzar, the well known
name of a foreign race which still forms about one-fifth of
the population of the Panjib.

The statement of the Chinese writers, that the country
of the Dahze was occupied by the Yuchi, or Tochari, about
126 B. C., is confirmed by Justin, who records that Phrahates
of Parthia, being defeated and killed by the S8cythians, was
succeeded by his uucle Artabanus, who died three years
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afterwards of a wound received in battle with the Zhogaris.
At this time, therefore, or in B. C. 123, the Thogarii, or
Tochari, were the immediate neighbours of the Parthians,
to the north, in the country of the Tahis or Dahe. The
date of their southern conquests under Khiu-tsiu-hi, which
is loosely fixed by the Chinese at about 100 years after
Chamkao’s embassy, or in B. O. 89-26, may be assigned
approximately to the same period by other notices of the
classical writers. Thus we learn from them that Sanatrukes,
who had sought refuge with the Sagarauke Scythians in
B. C. 87, was ten years later placed on the throne of Parthia
by their aid. Again, a little after B. C. 37, Phrahates 4th,
who had been driven from the throne by his own subjects,
was restored by the *very powerful aid of the Scythians.”*
But these Scythians must have been the Tochari, as in the
same chapter Trogus had described the fact of the single
tribe of Asiani giving kings to the Tochari, and the down-
fall of the Sarduchee (or Sagaraukee).t This account of
Trogus agrees exactly with that of the Chinese. But as the
aggrandizement of the Yuchi is attributed to the first king
Khieu-tsiu-ki, who can only be Kujula or Kujulaka (Kad-
phices), the date of this event cannot be placed later than
70 B. C., allowing upwards of 50 years for the length of
hfi.s reign, which is very probable, as he lived to 84 years
of age.

The earliest Muhammadan account of the Tochari we
owe to the learned Abu Rib4dn, who accompanied Mahmud
Ghaznavi on his Indian expeditions. According to him, the
throne of Kabul was held by Turki princes for nearly sixty
generations, down to the accession of a Brahman dynasty in
the beginning of the tenth century. If we fix the two dates
at B. C. 60 and A. D. 900, the period of Turki rule will be
960 years, or just 16 years per reign. Abu Rihin tells a
wondrous story of the first Turki King, named Barhatukin,
or Barhtigin. According to the tradition, Barkafukin on
his arrival at Kabul shut himself up in a cave without food,
and after the lapse of some days appeared suddenly outside the
cave before a party of peasants, armed from head to foot, and
dressed as a Turk in tunic, cap, and boots. The people thence-

® Justin, XLIL., 5. Scytharum maximo auxilio,
4 Trogus Prolog: XLIL Reges Thocharorum Asiani, interitusque Sarducharum.
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forth looked upon him asa wonderful person who was destined
for empire, and so he made himself master of Kabul, which
continued in his family for nearly sixty generations. The
cave was named Bakar, and was still visited by many persons
in the time of Abu Ribhin. Amongst the successors of
Barhatukin was Kanak, who founded the Vihdr at Par-
shawar, which bore his name, and who is therefore identical
with Kanishka.*

I bave already noticed the fact that the early coins of
Kozoulo Kadphizes, of the Kors, or Khorans tribe, bear
the name of the Greek King Hermseus on the obverse. It is
certain therefore that he must have been the leader of the
Kushan Tochari, who took Kabul from the Greeks, and con-
sequently we must identify him with Khiu-tsiu-ki, the leader
of the Yuchi, to whom the Chinese ascribe the conquest of
Kipin, Kaofu, and Hantha, or Ariana, Kabul, and Gandhara.
But this identification affords no clue to the name of Barha-
takin or Barhtigin, who according to Abu Rih4n was the
first king of the Turks in Kabul.

The only way that I cansee of reconciling the difference
of name is by supposing that the kings of the Great Yuchi,
like those of the white Huns of later days, may have assum-
ed titles on their accession to the throne which were used
either alone or in conjunction with their names. Thus the
Ephthalite prince Yuchin, who ruled from A. D. 465 to 485
assumed the title of Puchin Khan, or the ¢ Beneficient
Khan,” by which he must have been generally known, as
we find it translated by the Persians into Khush Nawdz.
Similarly his successor Teulun, who took the title of Fukushun
or the * constant,” is most probably the Faganish of Firdausi.
But the practice was also common amongst the Turks, as
may be shewn by the examples of prince Skethu, who took
the title of Shapolo Khan, the Dizabulus of the Greeks, and
of his son Chuloheu, whose title of Shehu Khan is preserved
in the Saye Shak of Persian history. Judging from these
examples, I ‘think that we are justified in supposing that
Barhatugin may have been the original name of the prince
who afterwards assumed that of Khieu-tsiu-ki.

Admitting the probability of this identification, I
take Khieu-tsin-ki to have been king of the Kushan tribe

® Reinaud, Fragments Arabes, pp. 132 to148 ; Si iot" whamma
Uistoriaus by Dowsoen, IL, 9 & 10. e ; i Haury Elliot's M don

A



INDO-SCYTHTANS. G7

as early as 180 B. C.; that about 126 B. C., he united the
five tribes of the Yuchi and entered on the career of con.
quest attributed to him by the Chinese, and that he died
about 70 B. C. at 84 years of age, leaving the throne to his
son, Yen-Kao-c/n’ng. To this son the Chinese ascribe the
conquest of India, that is, of the Panjib Proper, and of all
the country to the west of the Jumna, I would therefore
identify him with Hoemo or Hima Kadphises, whose coins
are found in great numbers in these very provinces, and
who is generally admitted to have been the immediate pre-
decessor of Kanishka. Regarding the difference of name,
Iam not prepared to offer any explanation, but I believe
that Kadphises is only a title, as I find that Kieu-teu-fa,
which might casily be taken for the original form = of
Kadaphes, is translated < good charioteer and archer.”
Kozola Kadaphes and Himq Kadphises might thus mean
only Kujula and Hima, “the good charioteers;” and
as we know from a single gold coin that Hima Kadphises
was proud of his skill or invincibility as a charioteer, this
suggestion may perhaps be right. To this prince I would
assign a reign of twelve years, which would fix the accession
of Kanishka to about 58 B. (.

Woe have now come to one of the great names in ancient
Indian history, that of the Indo-Scythian prince Kanishka,
whose conversion to the faith of Sakya Muni gave a sudden
impulse to the propagation of Buddhism, which rapidly
spread its doctrines to the utmost bounds of the Tocharian
dominion. From the Raja Tarangini we leain that Kanish-
ka and his two brothers Huskka and Jushka, ruled over
Kashmir for sixty years. During this reign a great Buddhist
Synod was held in Kashmir by the holy Arya lfdrmzlca,
and under the personal superintendence of the prince. A
large Vihdr, or monastery, and stupendous tope, were erected
at ParshAwar by the monarch himself ; and the excavations
of late years have shown us that many of the finest Stupas
in the Kabul Valley and Panjab must have been built during
his reign. An inscription of Kanishka, found in a large
tope at MénikyAla by General Court, is dated in the year
18; and a second inscription of Huvishka, found by Masson
in a tope at Wardak, is dated in 51. A stoneslab, discovered
at Zeda in Yusufzaj by Mr. Loewenthal, also bears the name
of Kanishka, and appears to be dated in the year 11. Tak-
ing these three dates together, it scems clear that they can



68 ARCHZEOLOGICAL REPORT, 1863-64.

only be referred to the sixty years’ reign of the three
brothers, and therefore that the reckoning must commence
from the accession of Kanishka himself in about 58 B. C. A
much later date occurs in my Yusufzai inscription from
Panjtdr, which shows that the Guskdn Kings were still
reigning in the year 122 after the accession of Kanishka,
or about A.D. 65.* Of these later kings we have no
records whatever ; but as most of the numerous gold coins
which are found in Afghanistan and the N. W. Panjib
must certainly belong to them, we may confidently expect
that some lucky chance hereafter will reveal to us the order
of their names. '

The supremacy of the Great Yuchi is said by the Chinese
to have continued undiminished until the third century,
when it began to decline, and it would appear to have been
finally overthrown by the white Huns in the beginning of the
fifth century. We look in vain for any notices of the later
Kushdn dominion in the classical authors, although the name
was well known to Moses of Khorene, and to Firdausi.t
I think, however, that we may recognize the name of this
powerful tribe in “the Kaspeirei of Ptolemy, and in the
Kaspeiri and Kaspeiree of Dionysius and Nonnus, both of
whom couple them with the Arieni.] Dionysius also speaks
of the Kossaioi as a people of Kaspeirian race, who were
specially famous for swiftness of foot. In these Kaspeire
the Kashmiris have long ago been recognized; but as the
Kashmirian kingdom, even in its most palmy days, never
extended its influence beyond KAngra on the east and the
Salt Range on the south, we must look to some other people
as the true Kaspeirei, whose dominion in the time of Ptolemy,
about A. D. 140, embraced the whole of the Upper Panjib,
and extended on the south-east to the city of Mathura and
the Vindbhya mountains. The only people that fulfil this
one condition of extended empire are the Kushdn, whose
dominion certainly embraced the Panjib, and, if we may

® My impression is, that Kanishka waas the real founder of the era which is now known
by the name of Vikraméditya. The VikramAditya to whom tradition assigns the establish-
ment of the era is now known to have lived in the first half of the sixth century A. D. I
think it probable, therefore, that he only adopted the old era of the Indo-Bcythiang by giving
it hSI; 1own x;a.mlg. 7'é‘he earlieat inscription that I am aware of dated in the Vikrama era
is or A. D. 764.

t+ Atkinson's Shah Nama, p. 275.
+ Buasarica of Dionysius quoted by Stephanus of Byzantium ; and Nonnus, lib, 26,
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judge from the find-spots of their coins, must also have
included the country to the eastward as far as the banks of
the Jumna.

The true name of Kushdn is, perhaps, preserved in the
Kossaioi of Dionysius; and as he calls them a Kaspeirian race,
I think it very probable that there has been some confusion
between the two somewhat similar names of Kaskmira, the
country, and Kushdn, the ruling race, to whom Kashmir
belonged. That Ptolemy’s name of Kaspeir@i does not
refer to the people of Kashmir Proper, we may be quite
certain, from the position of his city of Kaspeira, which is
to the east of the Rivi and to the south of Amakatis, the
present Amba- Kipi, near Lahor. Judging from the name,
as well as from the position, I would identify Kaspeira with
the modern Multén, of which the earliest name was Kasya-
papura, or as it is usually pronounced Kasappur, which I
take to be the Kaspapuros of Hekateeus and the Kaspaturos
of Herodotus, as well as the Kaspeira of Ptolemy.

The wide-spread influence of the Kush&n race may,
perhaps, be inferred from the general acceptance of their
kingly title of Rao, which exists to the present day amongst
the Rajputs of Kackk and Jesalmer, and was once borne by
the Rahtors for many generations. The original title, as
handed down by the very imperfect medium of Chinese
symbols, would appear to have been chanyu, tsanyu, or zanyu.
On the coins of Kozola Kadaphes this Native title takes the
form of zaoou, or zavu, in QGreek, and of Yaiia, or Yavua,
in Arian letters, which is changed to yadigas on the coins of
Kozoulo Kadphizes. Now, it is a known practice of the
Turki dialects to soften » to 2, and consequently their zaou
or zaw would have been pronounced Rao by their neigh-
bours. Similarly their 4ushdn became Fkorano; their Ka-
nishka, Kanerke; and their Huvishka, Hoérke. Hence,
instead of Zavu or Zadig XKanishka, we find Rao Kanerke.
The curious title of Zogane, which the Babylonians gave to
the slave whom they dressed in royal robes at the festival
of the Sakeza, may perhaps be best explained by considering
it as only a slight variation of the same Scythian title of
king. The elision of the g in Zoga is similar to that which
I have alrcady noticed in Moa for Moga, Roas for Rugilas,
and Zir for 2%igra.
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In suggesting the probability that the Gujars of the
present day may be the descendants of the ancient Yuchs or
Tochari, 1 have been chiefly influenced by the fact that,
besides the Jats, they are the only numerous race of forelgn
origin in the Panjib and North-Western Provinces of India
who are known to have been powerful during the early cen-
turies of the Christian ere. Thus we have a record in the
Kaira copper-plate of three princes of the Gurjjara race,
of whom the last was reigning in the Sake year 880, or
A.D. 458. These princes I would refer to the Gurjjara
kingdom of Hwen Thsang, of which the capital in his
time was Pilomalo, or Balmer, half way between Amarkot
and Jodhpur. The first of the three princes who may be sup-
posed to have founded this dynasty cannot be dated later than
A. D. 400, at which time we know that the power of the
Kushan in the Panjib had very much declined. In my
account of the Kathi I have already suggested the probabi-
lity that BAlmer derived its name from their brethren the
Bdlas, whom I would identify with the Sudra dynasty, which
held Alor for 187 years, or from A. D. 505 to 642. Accord-
ing to this view the Gujars must have been driven from
their country of Gurjjara by the Balas in A. D. 505; and
as they are found not long afterwards in the countries now
called Gujardt (to the north and north-east of the Peninsula
of KathidwAr), to which they gave their name, I think it not
improbable that they may be the barbarians, or Mleckhas,
who are said to have captured Balabhi in A. D. 523.* But
if so, they did not long retain their supremacy, for at the
time of Hwen Thsang’s visit to Balabhi, in A. D. 641, the
king was a Kshatriya. In a second copper-plate inscription
found at Baroda, Indra, Raja of Saurashtra, is said to have
conquered the King of Gurjjara, just one generation before
A.D. 812, or between 775 and 800. These instances are
sufficient to show that an ancient.kingdom, named Gujjara,
had existed to the eastward of the Lower Indus for at least
four centuries, or from A. D. 400 to 800.

. The only evidence that I can bring forward to prove the
existence of a Gujar kingdom in the north is of rather lafer
date than the Baroda inscription, but it is equally conclu- '
sive, as it is supported by the weighty fact that a very

* Tod, Annals of Rajosthan, I., 217—In the year of the Balabhi era 205 +318=528 A. D,
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large proportion of the population about the old city of
Gujardt is still Gujar, and the district itself is known
as Gujar-des. Towards the end of the 9th century, or
between A. D. 883 and 901, the kingdom of Gurjjara
was attacked by Sankara Varmma, of Kashmir. The
Raja, named Alakhana, was defeated, and surrendered
the district of Twkkadesa as the price of peace.* Gurjjara -
is described as lying between T'rigartta, or Kingra, and the
country of Saki, which I have elsewhere shown to have been
in the mountains to the west of the Jhelam. Gurjjara
therefore corresponds with the modern district of Gujar-des,
which comprises the upper half of the Chaj Doab, from
Bhimbar to MiyAni and KAdirabad. The city of Gujarat is
said to have been first called Hairdt, and the district Hairdi-
des. Its original foundation is ascribed to a Surajbansi Raj-
put, named Bachan Pal, of whom nothing more is known,
and its restoration to Ali Khan, Gujar, whose name is
strangely like that of Alakhana, the old Raja of the 9th
century. Following up these traditions, Gujarat is said to
have been destroyed in A.D.1303, and to have been re-built
by the Gujars in A. H. 996, or A. D. 1588, during the reign
of Akbar.

At the present day the Gujars are found in great num-
bers in every part of the N. W. of India, from the Indus to
the Ganges, and from the HazAra mountains to the Penin-
sula of Gujarat. They are specially numerous along the
banks of the Upper Jumna, near Jaghdri and Buriya, and
in the Sahdranpur District, which during the last century
was actually called Gujardt. To the east they occupy the
petty State of Samptar in Bundelkhand, and one of the
northern districts of Gwalior, which is still called Gujar-gdr.
They are found only in small bodies and much scattered
throughout E. Rajputana and Gwalior; but they are more
numerous in the Western States, and specially towards
Gujarit, where they form a large part of the population.
The Rajas of Rewari to the South of Delhi are Gujars.
In the Southern PanjAb they are thinly scattered, but
their numbers increase rapidly towards the north, where they
have given their name to several important places, such as
Gujardn-wala in the Rechna Doab, Gujard( in the Chaj

# Raja Tarangini, V., sl 149 to 161,
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Doab, and Gujar-Khan in the Sindh Sigar Doab. They are
pumerous about Jhelam and Hasan AbdAl, and throughout
the Hazira District; and they are also found in considerable
numbers in the Dardu Districts of. Chilas, Kohli, and Pilas,
to the East of the Indus, and in the contiguous districts to
the West of the river.

The latest original notice of the Kaspirei, by any
classical author, is that which has already been quoted from
the Bassarica of Dionysius. Unfortunately the age of this
work is doubtful, but it seems to be generally admitted that
it is not older than A. D. 250 to 300, the time of Dionysius
‘Periegetes, to whom the poem has been generally attributed.
In this notice of Dionysius we find the Kaspeiri coupled
with the Arieni, which would seem to show that the Kaspeiri
were then in possession of the Lower Panjib, although in
the time of Ptolemy they were separated from the Arieni by
_ Northern Indo-Scythia. From this notice I infer that the
Kaspeiri, or Kushin tribe, had already begun to move
towards the South before the end of the 3rd century, at
which time, as we learn from Dionysius Periegetes, the Lower
Indus was still held by the Scythians.

In parting with the Kushén and taking up the Gujars,
without being able to show that the two people actually
occupied the same country at the same time, I feel that the
proof of their identity is still incomplete. But in showing
that the Kushdn had occupied the Southern Panjdb about
the end of the 8rd century, and that the Gujars were in
possession’'of Marusthala, to the South of the Panjab, before
the end of the 4th century, I think that the two events may
be best explained by connecting the sudden disappearance
of the Kushdn with the sudden appearance of the Gujars in
the same track towards the South, as successive actions of
the same people. In putting forward the suggestion that
the Gujars of the present day may be the descendants of the
ancient Tockari or Kushdn, I am chiefly influenced by the
fact that they are the only numerous race of foreign .origin
. in the PanjAb and North-Western Provinces who, besides

the Jats, are known to have been powerful during the early
centuries of the Christian era. I may also add that the
Gujars are the only race whose tribal names seem to offer
a probable clue to their descent from the ZTockari or Kushdn.
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I have already pointed out that the earliest forms of the
name of this powerful clan, as found on the coins of Kozoulo
Kadphizes and Kozola Kadaphes, are Korsou, Korsea, and
Khoransu, in Greek; and Kushdn, Khushan, and Gushan in
Arian; and that the later forms, as found on the coin
legends and inscriptions of Kanerke or Kanishka, are
uniformly confined to Korano and Gushan. Now, both of
these leading forms of the name would appear to be preserv-
¢d amongst the triba] names -of the Gujars. Thus Korso
may, I think, be identified with the Gorsi, or Gorasi, and
Kushdn with the Kusane or Kusaoni, or Kuthane, which are
two of the most widely-spread tribes of the present day.
both of them are still found in the Sindh Ségar Doab, and
on the banks of the J umna, although the great clan of
Gujars must have been divided for many centuries.

Lrrrie Yucan, or Katos,

According to the Chinese writers Kitolo, the King
of the Great Yuchi or Tochari in the begininng of the fifth
century, conquered Balkh, Gindha , and five other pro-
vinces.* He was obliged to return to the west to oppose
the white Huns and left his son in charge of GAndhara, who
established the kingdom of the Little Yuchi in Fo-lu-sha,
or Parshiwir. But the name of Kitolo, or Kator, would
appear to have been adopted by the horde, as Abu RihAn
calls the Turki prince who wag supplanted about A. D. 900
by his Brahman minister, “the last of the Kaformdn ngs..’
The Supremacy of the race was then lost, but not their
Dame, which still exists in the petty State of Chitral, whose
Chief proudly styles himself Skak Kator.

The Chinese carefully distinguish between the two
divisions of the Yuchi by fixing the capital of the Great
Yuchi at Kabul, and the capital of the Little Yuchi at
Parshiiwar, the kings of both being of the same family,
Abu Rihan also makes no allusion to any change of dynasty,
but simply calls the kings a race of Turks, _whlch_ pad
ruled for nearly sixty generations. As Abu Rihan visited
Kabul and Peshawur only 100 years after the accession of
the Brahman dynasty, his testimony as to the race of the
Previous dynasty is quite unimpeachable. It is also con.

# Remusat, Nouveaux Mélanges Asiatiques, 1., p. 223.
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firmed by the Raja Tarangini, which places a Turushla
King on the frontiers of Kashmir between A. D. 883 and
901. But we have the equally trustworthy evidence of Hwen
Thsang to show that the boasted supremacy of the Turki
race for nearly sixty generations was interrupted for some
time during the seventh century, as the pilgrim both in
coming and returning found the whole of the Kabul Valley
under the sway of a Kshatriya King. During the period
of his pilgrimage, from A. D. 630 to 644, the dominion of
the Tukolo, or Tochari, was limited to part of the province
of Balkh, which had already been over-run by the Tu-kine
or eastern Turks. But these Nomads of the cast were soon
forced to give way before the stronger Nomads of the west,
when the Arabs, in A. D. 651, crossed the Oxus, and made
. a permanent conquest of the country. '

The sway of the Hindu Kshatriyas in Kabul could not
have exceeded two generations, or about 50 years, as in
A. D. 697 we find that the Prince of Kabul was & cousin of
the Prince of Kesh.* Again, in A. D. 700, both the
King of the Turks and the King of Kabul are said to have
borne the same title or family name, which was also common
to the Kings of Kashmir.t Unfortunately this name is
doubtful, owing to the wonderful uncertainty that attends
the reading of most proper names written in Persian
characters. According to Gildemeister, the name is found
in Masudi, Ibn-Kathir, Almakin, Abulfeda, and Khondemir,
and has been variously read as Zanbil, Zantil, Zuntil, Zantibal,
Zuntol, Ratbol, Ratbil, Rutbil, Retil, and Retpil. Another
reading is given by Sir Henry Elliot, in his translated extract
from the Tarikh-i-Alfi, as Raibal, but in the original text
I find Rai Sdl.} According to Masudi, this name had
continued in use amongst the kings of Northern India
down to his time, to which Abulfeda adds that it was also
used in Kashmir.§ But Masudi says that the name of the
King of Kashmir was er-Rama, which is a general title
for <all kings.”|| It appears to me, however, that this

® Price’s Muhammadan History, I, p. 456.
+ Gildemeister de Rebus Indicis, p. 5—quoting Masudi and Abulfeda,
1 Mohammadan Historians, p, 152.

§ Reinaud, Memoire Sur PInde—pp. 71 & 72.—Gildemeister, p. 6.
|| Sprenger's Masudi, I, p. 382,
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last name should probably be read as er- Wama, for Varmma,
which was the family name of the kings of Kashmir in the
time of Masudi. As to the reading of the doubtful title
my present impression is, that the first half of it represents
the title of Skaki, written Zai, which occurs so frequently on
the coins of the Little Yuchi,

EpntHALITES, OR WHITE HuNs.

I suggested formerly that the Ephkthalites, or White
Huns, must be the same people as the Little Yuchi. I was
led to this conclusion by the name of Cidaritee, which is ap-
plied to the White Huns by Priscus, and which is found under
the form of Kedara, not only on the Indian gold coins of
the Hidda Tope, but also on the Kashmirian coins of Tora-
ména and Pravarasena. Now Meghavihan, the grand-father
of Toraména, and the founder of his dynasty, is said to have
been previously under the protection of Gopiditya, King of
Gindhéra, and as he reigned only seven generations before
A. D. 625, the date of both kings may be fixed with some
certainty about A. D. 450. Here, then, we have the name of
Keddra appearing on the coins of Kabul and Kashmir at the
very same time that Kitolo, the leader of the Katormdn
tribe, is said to have occupied Kabul and Gé&ndhéra. I
therefore concluded that the Kedara of the coins, the
Katormdn of Abu Rihan, the Kifola of the Chinese, and the
Cidarite or White Huns of Priscus, are the same people.
I am now satisfied that Priscus is wrong in applying the
name of Cidaritee to the White Huns. The mistake was
a natural one, for the White Huns and the Little Yuchi rose
to notice at the same time, at the beginning of the bth
century, and as they were near neighbours, a distant Latin
author may be excused for confounding two barbarous races,

Most of our knowledge of the White Huns is derived
from the Chinese, who have preserved a list of the kings with
short accounts of their reigns. But the brief notices of the
Persian and classical writers also are very valuable, as they
refer to the most brilliant period of their career, when they
waged war on equal terms with some of the most powerful
of the Sassanian Kings.* According to the Chinese, the

I 2’25)3'Herbelot, Bibliotheque Orientale, VL, 61; De Guignes, Histvirc des Huns, &c.,
., 2, 283,
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founder of the Sogdian dynasty of White Huns was Shelun,
who, in A. D. 385, retired to the west with his brother,
and in 402, after the defeat of the Hiungnu, changed the
old title of ¢sanyu to khdkdn, and assumed the new name of
kieu-teu-fa, or the ¢ good charioteer and archer.” He
died in 410, and after three short and uneventful reigns, was
succeeded in 428 by his cousin’s son Ut, who assumed the
title of Solien Khan, or the ‘“Divine King.” During a
reign of fifteen years Solien conquered the Wei Tartars, and
received a Chinese princess in marriage. To him also we
must attribute the Scythian invasion of Persia, which took
place during the reign of Bahrim-Gor. His successor Chu
Khan, after a fruitless war with the Chinese, died in A. D.
464, and left the throne to his son Yuchin, who took the
title of Shulo-Puchin Khan, or the * Bountiful Prince.”
This is without doubt the same prince whom the Persian
historians call Kiush Nawdz, or the * Bountiful,” which is
a literal translations of the title which he assumed on his
accession. To his aid the Persians ascribe the elevation of
Firuz to the Sassanian throne; but as this event took place
in A. D. 458, the assistance must have been given by his
father.* Firuz, however, made war on Khush Nawdz about
A.D. 480, and only escaped destruction through the cle-
mency of the prince whom he had wantonly attacked.
Smarting under the disgrace, the S8assanian King, in 484,
again invaded the territories of Khush Nawfz, and lost both
his army and life. Eusebius, an ambassador from the Em-
peror Zeno, accompanied Firuz on this rash expedition, and
from him the Western World learned that the conquests of
the Epthalite Kings * had been stretched from the Caspian to
heart of India, that their throne was enriched with emeralds,
and their cavalry supported by a line of two thousand ele-
phants.”t From the Chinese we learn that in A.D. 470.
their Emperor Hientsu attacked Shulo-Puchin with an im-
mense army, when no less than fifty thousand of the White
Huns are said to have been slain on the first battle. Butthe
close of the war must certainly have been to the advantage of
the Nepthalite Prince, as we find that in A. D. 475 he de-
manded and obtained a Chinese princess in marriage. Shulo<
Puchin died in 415, and was succeeded by his son Leu-tun,

® Malcolm, History of Persia, I., 126,
+ Gibbon, Decline; &c,, c. 40.
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who assumed the title of Fu-ku-shun Khan, or the * Constant
Prince.” This name appears to me to be the same as the
Faganish of Firdausi, which differs only by the transposition
of the last two letters of the Persian name.

The first dynasty of the White Huns was broken up in
A. D. 494 by the rebellion of a General,* who, after the defeat
and death of his sovereign, retired to the westward with an
army of 100,000 men, and proclaimed himself Khan of the
‘White Huns; but the throne was successfully disputed by
Ho-kat, who became Emperor, under the title of Heu-khi-
Ju-tai-ku-che Khan, or the * Pleasant and amiable Prince.”
He was followed by his son Fulu, or Tahan Khan, who in
508 was killed in battle with the revolted King of the Kaoche
Tartars. His son Cheunu then succeeded, under the title of
Ten-lo.fu-po-teu-fa Khan, or the «“ Wise Ruler,” and in A.D.
516 completely re-established the power of the White Huns
by the defeat and death of the King of the Kaoche. But
he was repulsed by Apotilo, the General who had rebelled in
A.D. 494; and in A. D. 520 he was defeated and put to death
by a party of rebellious nobles, aided by his mother, who
placed his younger brother Onowei on the throne. The new
king took the title of So-lien-teu-pim teu-fa Khan, or the
“ Prince who seizes and holds firmly.” He refused homage
to the Wei Tartars, and after a glorious reign of 26 years he
refused his daughter to Zeumen, the powerful Khan of the Z'u-
kiue or Eastern Turks. Tuemen instantly marched to attack
his sovereign, and gave him such a disastrous defeat that he
killed himself in despair. Onowei was succeeded by his son
Ghanlochin, who was shortly followed by Lo-iwan, the last
independent Emperor of the White Huns. After fighting
many unsuccessful battles against the Zu-kive, or Eastern
Turks, Lo-hwan sought refuge in China amongst the Wei
Tartars; but being betrayed and given up to the Turks, he
was beheaded outside the walls of Sighanfu in A. D. 555,
and from that time the great Khan of the White Huns
became a tributary of the Turks.

A few years later, or in A. D, 569, Maniack, the vassal
prince of the Sogdoites, appeared at Constantinople as the

¢ The name of this General was Apo-chi-lo, or, as it ought to be written, 4po-ti-lo,
and from him the Epthalites would appear to have received their name. Theophanes of
Byzantium states that Perozes, or Firuz, King of the Persians, was conquered by Ephthala-
nws, King of the Ephihalites, from whom they derived their name. The date of this victory
is referred to A. D 485 (Mordtman), or to 488 (Gibbon). As this date precedes by only six
years the successful rebellion of Apotilo, I presume that he was the General who defeated
Firug, and gave his name to the Western Branch of the White Huns.—See D’Herbelot,
Bibliotheque Orientale, VI,, 68,
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ambassador of Disabul, great Khan of the Turks. The am.
bassador and his colleagues were distinguished from other
northern barbarians by their splendid apparel and rich pre-
sents; and “ their letters in the Scythian character and lan-
guage announced a people who had attained the rudiments of
science.”* Several embassies followed between Constanti-
nople and Mount Altai. The duration of the journey is not
stated, but from the subsequent embassies of Carpini,
Rubruquis, and the Polos, it is certain that the travelling
alone would have occupied about two years, and the whole
journey, with the necessary delays at intermediate courts,
may heve extended to three or four years. The last embassy
of the Emperor Tiberius, who died in A. D. 582, did not
reach Mount Altai until after the death of Dizabul, which,
supposing him to be the Shapolio of the Chinese, did not
take place until 587. The interval is more than four years,
but I see no reason to doubt the identity of Dizabul and
Shapolio. The names are absolutely the same, as the syllable
Diz is only an elongated form of Dz, or Dsh, just as Tess, in
Tessaros, is of Ts, or Ch in Chatur. But a further proof
of their identity is found in the name of the successor of
Dizabul, who is called Shehw Khan by the Chinese, and Saye
Shah by the Persians. I have thought it necessary to dwell
at some length on these identifications, because the want of
them has been so strongly felt as to cause grave doubts of
the truth of the Chinese histories. These doubts will now
be removed, and hereafter the student of early Indian history
may rely with confidence on the general accuracy of the
Chinese accounts of the great Scythian hordes.

At the time of their subjection by the Turks, the Sog-
doites or White Huns were a “polite and warlike people
who bad vanquished the Persian Monarch, and carried their
victorious arms along the banks, and perhaps to the mouth
of the Indus.” I have quoted this passage from Gibbon to
show that the extension of the Nepthalite dominion to the
valley of the Indus was admitted by the learned historian of
the Roman Empire.

In the early part of the next century Hwen Thsan
describes the Tuholo, or Tochari, of the Oxus, as weak an
timid. Their language differed but little from that of the
neighbouring kingdoms, but their writing, which consisted of
only 25 letters, was read from left to right.t This account

® Qibbon, Decline and Fall, c. 43.
+ Julien’s Hwen Thsang, II, 24.
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agrees with that of the Byzantine writers, that the letters
brought by the Sogdoite Prince Maniach were in the ¢ Scy-
thian character and language.” Hwen Thsang also mentiors
that the Zochari had gold and silver coins which differed in
shape from the money of other countries. He gives a
similar description of the gold, silver and small copper coins
in use at Kapisa near Kabul, which differed in size as well
asin form from those of other kingdoms. At Bamiyan the
letters and money were the same as those of the Tochari,
but at Kapisa the language was different, although the
letters were still the same. From this description we may
infer with certainty that the Kskatriya Prince of Kabul was
a recent intruder, because the Scythian letters were still in
use in both Kapisa and Bamiyan, the two principal cities of
his dominions.

It would be premature at present to enter into any
examination of the coins to which Hwen Thsang alludes, as
the few well-preserved specimens that we possess have not
yet been satisfactorily deciphered. One set of these coins is
tri-lingual, the two longer legends being in Sanskrit and
Pehlvi, and the shortest in what, perhaps, may be best named
as Epthalite-Scythian.. These coins, on account of the
Sanskrit legends, I would refer to the Little Yuchi of the
Kabul Valley. On two other coins we find the pure Indian
words Purvvodditya and Udaydditya, which may, perhaps, be
only titles and not names, as both of them mean simply
 Lord of the East.” It seems more probable, however, that
they are the actual names of the Little Yuchi princes of
Kabul, who had adopted Sanskrit names after they had
become partially Indianized. Lady Sale possessed a gold
coin of the same series, with the pure Indian name of
Samarasuka ; and I have myself several copper coins of
smaller size, with the various legends of Sri-Jayatu-Narendra
and Jayalu-Sri-Narendra. Here, then, we have already
discovered all three of the different kinds of coins described
by Hwen Thsang, namely, large gold and silver money of a
size different from that of other people, and copper money
of a smaller size.

I have already identified the Cidarile of Priscus, the
Kitolo of the Chinese, and the Kaftormdn of Abu Ribin,
with the people of Chitrdl, whose Chief still bears the titla
of Shah Kator, But the name is not confined to Chitrdl,



80 ARCHZEOLOGICAL REPORT, 1863-64.

asit is found also amongst the Kafirs under the form of the
Katir tribe.* I conclude therefore that the subjects of
Shah Kator of Chitril are only that portion of the tribe
who have become Muhammadans. I infer also that the
eople of Yasin, on a tributary of the Kunar River, must
e of the same race, because they speak the same language.
This would extend the present limits of the Kafor tribe over
the whole valley of the upper Panjkora River, a country
considerably larger than Kashmir. To the east of the
Tndus I think that we, perhaps, may trace the Cidaritz or
Kator, under the slightly altered name of Katar. This
tribe is principally found in the district of Fateh-jang, which
is more generally known by the name of Kafar-des, or
¢ Country of the Kafars.”” It extends from the Haro River
on the north to the Suhdn River on the south, and includes
the large towns of Burhin, Hasan-Abdil, and Fateh-jang.
The large village of Usméin, between Shah-dheri and Balar,
was founded by a Katar, and is therefore generally called
Usmin Katar. But the head quarters of the tribe is said
to have been at Chésa, a large ruined mound close to Fateh-
jang. The Katars themselves claim to be Rajputs; but as
this is not admitted by any one of their neighbours, I con-
clude that they must be the descendants of some one of the
foreign races which have at different times settled in N. W,
India, and, as their names agree almost exactly, I would
?ggest their identification with the Cidarite, or Little
uchi.

Throughout this discussion on the presumed ancestry
of the leading Panjib tribes, I have rigorously adhered to
the dictum which I at first laid down, that the descendants
of the Indo-Scythians could not possibly be found amongst
any of the Rajput races -of true Arian blood. We know
from the historians of Alexander that the system of caste
had been firmly established in the Panjib several centuries
before the first Scythian invasion of the Sus or Abdrs. We
know also that the social rules laid down in the Code of Manu
must have been in full force at least as early as the sixth
century before Christ, when Buddha began to teach the
natural equality of all classes. By the social rules of Manu’s
code, which are rigidly observed even at the present day,

® Elphinstone, Kabul, II., 376 ; Raverty, Pushtu Dictionary, in vooe Katar,
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Brahman must wed with Brahman, and Kshatriya with
Kshatriya, and the offspring of mixed parents is placed
beyond the pale of the twice-born classes. In the face of
these stringent rules for the preservation of the purity of
caste, it is quite inconceivable that any strangers, since the
time of Alexander, could have been admitted amongst the
twice-born classes of Aryan blood. If therefore any descen-
dants of the Indo-Scythian conquerors still exist, we can only
look for them amongst those races whose foreign origin is
most clearly proved by their exclusion from the privilege of
marriage with the Arian Kshatriyas. .

Of these classes the most prominent and numerous are
the Ahirs, the Jafs, and the Gujurs.* But as the first are
mentioned by Manu, they must certainly have been.in India
before the time of Alexander, and as they are very numerous
in the eastern districts of Mirzapur, Benares, and Shaha-
bad, they cannot possibly be identified with the Indo-
8cythians, whose dominion did not extend beyond the Upper
Ganges. They are found also in great numbers in Sindh
and Gujarit; but there is not, as far as I am aware, a single
Akir in the Panjib. The Jats and Gujars, on the contrary,
form more than one-half of the population of the five rivers.
1 think, therefore, that the evidence is very strong, indeed,
in favour of their being the descendants of the two great
races of Indo-Scythians. It is true that Colonel Tod has
given the Jats a place in his list of the * thirty-six royal
races,” but this position is not admitted by his own author-
ities, and is distinctly contradicted by his own statement
that-no Rajput would intermarry with them. Bir R. Jen-
kins, too, has argued for the Rajput descent of the Gujars
of Nagpur, but this honour is never asserted by the Gujars
of any other district, and is most certainly not allowed by
any one else. My own experience, which has embraced as
long a period as that of either Tod or Jenkins, and which
has extended over a much wider field, is supported by the
high testimony of Mountstuart Elphinstonet and Sir Henry

* Henry Torrens would appear to have held much the same opinion, for he says—* I
would suggest the study of that singular race the Gujars, stamped still with the type of
Nomads, so lately has their immigration been into Upper India, and from them to the Jats,
or Jdzs, the Tagas, and other anomalous tribes.”—Bengal Asiatic Society’s Journal, and
Numismatic Chronicle, XV., p. 89.

t Elphinstone, Kabul, I., 438.
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Elliot, and  is confirmed by the well-known proverb, which
couples the Jdts and Gujars with the Gadariyas and Golas,
or shepherds and salt-makers,

Jdt, Gadariya, Gujar, Gola,
In chdron ka hela mela.

This is a common saying amongst the people of the
North-West, and may be translated almost literally as
follows :

Jats, Gadaryias, Gujars, Golas,
Are all four the same sort of fellows.

ANTIQUITIES.

In comparing the existing ruins of ancient Panjib
cities with the different accounts that we possess in the
Chinese and classical authors, 1 propose to follow the
footsteps of Alexander himself. I have already noticed the
fact that, as the Chinese pilgrims as well as the Macedonian
conquerors _entered the Panjib from the west, their routes
will mutually illustrate each other. For this reason I prefer
to begin my description of the antiquities of the Paujab
pear the banks of the Indus, and gradually to work my
way to the eastward, in company with the Macedonian
soldiers of Alexander, and the Buddhist pilgrims of China.
‘With their journals in our hands we may venture to visit
the ruined cities of the Panjib with the certainty that our
time will not be wasted in fruitless research. But before
entering on the description of these antiquities, 1 think it
right to say a few words on the date and value of the differ-

ont authorities on whom we have to depend for most of our
early information.

The army of Alexander spent the winter of B. O. 327
in reducing the district of Peukelaotis to the west of the
Indus. After the capture of Aornos, early in the spring of
326, Alexander crossed the Indus to Taxila, where he halted
for & whole month, which delayed his arrival at the Hydas-
pes until May. There he was again delayed by the opposi-
tion of Porus, so that he did not cross that river until about
the middle of June, when the seasonal rains had already set
in. During July and August he was engaged in his march
to the Hyphasis and back again to Nickeea on the Hydaspes.
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September was spent in making the final arrangements
for his voyage, and on the 1st October B. C. 826, he began
his descent of the river. The voyage lasted nine months,
of which three may be assigned to the descent of the Hydas-
pes and Akesines, and the remaining six months to the
descent of the Indus. The whole time, therefore, that
Alexander spent in the Panjib, from his first crossing of
the Indus to his arrival at the confluence of the five rivers,
was rather less than twelve months, and was altogether com-
prised within the year B. C. 326. The materials collected
by the companions of Alexander during this campaign have
been preserved by Strabo, Curtius, and Arrian. Much valu-
able information also may be gleaned from the geographical
work of Pliny; hut as he does not always mention his
authorities, it is sometimes difficult to say whether his state-
ments were derived from the journals of actual observers
in Alexander’s expedition, or from  the hearsay tales of
sailors of his own time.

The Travels of Apollonius of Tyana would have been
invaluable for the history of the Panjib, if we could place
entire dependence on the truth of the narrative. The
journey is said to have been made during the reign of the
Parthian King, Bardanes, between A. D. 42 and 46, and the
original account was drawn up by the Assyrian Damis, the
companion of Apollonius. But the life of Apollonius by
Philostratus, which is the only work that we now possess,
was not compiled until a century and a half later, and is
altogether so full of the marvellous as to excite our suspicion
instead of winning our confidence. I think it probable that
Apollonius and his companion actually visited Taxila, and
perhaps also Jwéila-Mukhi in the E. Panjib; but I doubt
many of the details, and I altogether reject the long
conversations with King Phraates of Taxila and the Brahman
Iarchas.

The geographical work of Ptolemy is too well known to
need any description, and I only mention it here for the
purpose of noting its date, which may bes fixed with certainty
between the years 140 and 169 A. D The number of new
names which first appear in Ptolemy shows that he had
access to original information, which was not in the possession
of either Strabo or Pliny. His information, too, is all the
more valuable on account of its later date, as it helps to fill
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up the long blank that precedes the arrival of the first
Chinese pilgrims. His date, in fact, is jusf midway between
Alexander B. C. 330, and Hwen Thsang A. D. 630.

Fa-Hian, the first Buddhist pilgrim from China whose
travels have been preserved, began his . journey in A. D. 399,
and as he entered India from the west, his account of the
Panjab may be dated as early as A. D. 400. His details are
few, and are, besides, chiefly confined to the notices of Buddhist
marvelsand relics ; but his geographical notices are valuable
for their precision, as he generally fixes the position of every
place that he visits by its bearing and distance from that
which he had just left.®

The next Chinese pilgrims, named Sung- Yun and Hwui-
Seng, also entered India from the west in the year 502.
Their travels are confined to the Kabul Valley and Western
Panjib; but the details are sometimes minute and interest-
ing. .

But all the previous travels of Chinese Buddhists are
eclipsed by the longer and more systematic journeys of
Hwen Thsang. This enthusiastic pilgrim left his native
land in A. D. 629, and did not return until the spring of
645. He crossed the Indus from the west early in A. D.
631, and after visiting Taxila, M4niky4la, Kashmir, Sikala,
and many other places, he crossed the Satlaj about the
middle of A. D. 635, having thus spent upwards of four
years in the Panjib. 8ix years later he visited Multin and
Polgfato in the 8. Panjib, from whence he returned to the
great monastery of Ndlanda in Magadha, and halted there
for four moenths to clear up sundry doubts. He next attend-
ed the great quinquennial assembly held at Prayig, in
April and May 643, and about September of the same
year he reached Jilandhar in the Panjib, and after again
visiting Méniky4la and Taxila, he finally re-crossed the Indus
early in A. D. 644. His various journeyings in the Panjab,
therefore, extended to a period of nearly four years, of which
one-half was spent in Kashmir. It is almost impossible to
exaggerate the importance of these travels for the light
which they throw upon early Indian history; and for the

® A new and accurate translation of Fa Hian's Travels has since been published by
the Rev, S. Beal, to which is added the travels of Hwui-Seng and Sung-Yun, now first given
tu the world in full.
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illustration of the Buddhist antiquities of India, it is not
too much to say that they are quite invaluable. For
the translation of these travels we are wholly indebted to
M. Julien, who with great ability and unwearied resolution
devoted no less than 20 years to the acquirement of two of
the most difficult of all languages—Sanskrit and Chinese.
How well he has succeeded may be seen in the masterly
translation of Hwen Thsang’s life and travels, in three
volumes, which he has given to the public at different times
from 1853 to 1858. Before this translation appeared, all
our attempts to fathom the mysteries of Buddhist antiqui-
ties were but mere conjectures. To us one Stupa then only
differed from another Sfupa by its size, while the special. pur-
pose of each particular monument was utterly unknown.
But now, thanks to M. Julien for his admirable translation,
we are able to distinguish one monuwment from another, and .
to say with certainty for what purpose each one of the
greater Stupas was originally designed. »

The geography of Hwen Thsang’s travel has been most
ably and critically examined by M. Vivien St. Martin in his
learned Memoir on Central Asia and India, which is appended
to the third volume of M. Julien’s translation. His identifi-
cations have been made with so much care and success
that few places have escaped his research, and most of these
have escaped only because the imperfection or want of fulness
in our maps rendered actual identification quite impossible.
As a specimen of his keen critical sagacity, I may cite the

osition of Taxila which he places near Usmdn-Kaldr, at
17) or 8 miles to the E. or 8. E. of Hasan-Abd4l; the actual
emplacement, which I have discovered during the present
year, being to the east of Shah-dheri, at 10 miles to the
South-East of Hasan-Abd4l, and 4 miles to the South of
UsmAin-Katar. :

But our acknowledgments are also due to Professor
Lassen for his very learned and exhaustive work on the
antiquities of India generally, and more especially for his
lucid memoir on the ancient geography of the Panjib
contained in the Pentapotamia Indica. To him also our
thanks are due for many curious and valuable illustrations
of the early history and antiquities of the Panjib, which his
great and varied learning has enabled him to draw from both
Sanskrit and classical sources,
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Io describing the ruined cities and ancient monuments
of the Panjib, I propose to begin on the west bank of the
Indus, and to work towards the east, keeping closely to the
general track that was followed both by the Macedonian
king and by the Chinese pilgrims. In carrying out this
scheme, I will begin at Peshiwar as a well known starting
point, from which Hwen Thsang’s bearings and measure-
ments will be a guide to the identification of other places to
the west of the Indus. The various ancient sites therefore
will be noticed in the following order :

1. Peshdwar, or Parashdwara.
I11. _Pushkalavati, or Peukelaotis.
III. _Palodheri, or Varusha.
IV. Orhind, or Utakhanda.
V. Lahkor, or Sdlatura.
VI. Adornos.
VII. ZTazila, or Takshasila.
VIII. Hasan Abddl.
IX. Baoti Pird.

X. Balar.
XI. Bddarpur.
XII. Jaoli.
XIII. Tarndwa.
XIV. Kurmdl.

XV. Rdwal Pindi, or Gajipur.
XVI. Mdnikydla.
XVII. Sakrabasti.
XVIII. Dildwar, or Bukephala.
X1X. Mong, or Nikea.
XX. Katds, or Katéksha.
XXI. Sangala-wdla-Tiba, or Sangala.
XXII. Asarur.
XXIII. Ran-Si, or Nara-Sinka.
XXIV. Amba-kdpi.
XXV. Sarkind.
XXVI. Thénesur, or Sthdneswara.

XXVII. Amin.
XXVIII. Pehoa, or Prithudaka.
» XXIX, Sugh, or Srughna.

XXX. Haridwdr, or Ganga-diwdra.
XXXI. Moradhwaj.
XXXII. Chaturbhuj,
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1. PESHAWAR, or PARASHAWARA.,

The great city now called Peshwar is first mentioned
by Fa-Hian in A, D. 400, under the name of Fo-leu-sha.*
1t is next noticed by Sung-Yun in A. D. 520, at which time
the King of G4ndhdra was at war with the King of Kipin,
or Kophene, that is, Kabul and Ghazni, and the sur-
rounding districts. Sung-Yung does not name the city,
but his description of its great Stupa of King Kia-ni-see-kia,
or Kaniska, is quite sufficient to establish its identity.t At
the period of Hwen Thsang’s visit in A. D. 630, the royal
family had become extinct, and the kingdom of Gandhira
was a dependency of Kapisa or Kabul. But the capital which
Hwen Thsang calls Pu-lu-sha-pu-lo, or Parashdwara, was
still a great city of 40 %, or 6§ miles in extent. It is
next mentioned by Masudi and Abu Rihn, in the 10th and
11th centuries, under the name of Parshdwar, and again
by Babar, in the 16th century, it is always called by
the same name throughout his commentaries. Its present
name we owe to Akbar, whose fondness for innovation led
Lhim to change the ancient .Paraskdwara, of which he did
not know the meaning, to Peskdwar, or the * frontier town.”
Abul Fazl gives both names.§ -

The antiquities of Parashdwar are described by Hwen
Thsang in great detail. Of these the most sacred was a
ruined Stupa near the north-west corner of the city, which
had formerly contained the Alms-bowl of Buddha. InA.D.
402 at the time of Fa Hian’s visit, the holy vessel was still
there, although the King of the Yuchi had endeavoured to
carry it away. ‘ He brought a large elephant richly capri-
soned and placed the bowl upon the elephant, but the
elephant fell to the earth unable to advance. He then
constructed a four-wheeled car, and placed the bowl thereon,
and yoked eight elephants to draw it, but they were unable
to move a step. The king then knew that the destiny of
the bowl was not yet fulfilled.” Afterwards, when Fa-Hian
visited Ceylon, he heard that ¢‘the Pdtra, or Alms-bowl, of
Buddha originally was preserved in the city of Vaisili; but

¢ Beal's translation, p. 34.

4+ Ibid, p. 197. )

1 Julien's Tranalation, IL, 104.

§ Ain Akbari, Gladwin's Translation, II., 341,
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now it is in the borders of GAndhira. In somewhat like
a hundred years it will again be transported to the country
of the Western Yuchi.* In the diary of Sung-Yun there
is no mention of the Alms-bowl; and as the reigning King
of Gindhira was, not a Buddhist, it is most probable that
the bowl had already been removed. In A. D. 630, when
Hwen Thsang visited Gandhara, the bowl was in Persia.
Strange to say, this once famous vessel still exists near the
modern Kandahar, where, according to Sir H. Rawlinson,
it is held in much estimation by the Muhammadans.

The next object visited by Hwen Thsang was a great
Pipal tree, at 8 or 9 4, or 1} mile, to the south-east of the
city. The tree was about 100 feet in height, with wide
spreading branches, which, according to the tradition, had
formerly given shade to Sakya Buddha, when he predicted
the future appearance of the great King Kanishka. The
tree is not noticed by Fa-Hian, but it is mentioned by Sung-
Yun as the Pho-thi, or Bodhi tree, whose ‘ branches spread
out on all sides, and whose foliage shut out the sight of the
sky.” Beneath it there were four seated statues of the four
previous Buddhas. Sung-Yun further states that the tree
was planted by Kanishka over the spot where he had buried
a copper vase containing the pearl tissue lattice of the great
Stupa, which he was afraid might be abstracted from the
tope after his death. This same tree would appear to have
been seen by the Emperor Baber in A. D. 1505, who describes
it as the “stupendous tree” of Begram, which he “imme-
diately rode out to see.”+ It must then have been not less
than 1,600 years old, and as it is not mentioned in A. D.
15694 by Abul Fazl in his account of the Gor-Katari at
Peshiwar, I conclude that it had previously disappeared
through simple old age and decay.

The enormous Stupa of Kanishka, which stood close to
the holy tree on its south side, is described by all the
pilgrims. In A.D. 500 Fa-Hian says that it was about
400 feet high, and “adorned with all manner of precious
things,” and that fame reported it as superior to all other
topes in India. One hundred years later, Sung-Yun declares
that “amongst the topes of Western countries this is the

# Beal's Fa-Hian, p. 161,
+ Memoirs by Erskine, p. 157,
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first.” TLastly, in A. D. 630, Hwen Thsang describesit as
upwards of 400 feet in height and 1} /4, or just one-quarter
of a mile in circumference. It contained a large quantity
of the relics of Buddha. It is said that no remains of this
great Stupa now exist. !

I

To the west of the Stupa there was an old monastery,
also built by Kanishka, which bad become celebrated
amongst the Buddhists through the fame of Arya- Pdrswika,
Manorkita, and Vasu-bandhu, three of the great leaders and
teachers of Buddhism about the beginning of the Christian
era. The towers and pavilions of the monastery werq two
storeys in height, but the building was already much ruined
at the time of Hwen Thsang’s visit. It was, hewever; still
inhabited by a small number of monks, who professed the
“ Lesser Vehicle,” or exoteric doctrines of Buddhism. It
was still flourishing as a place of Buddhist education in the
9th or 10th century when Vira Deva of Magadha was sent
to thre «“great Vihira of Kanishka where the best of teachers
were to be found, and which was famous for the quietism of
its frequenters.”*®* I believe that this great monastery was
still existing in the times of Baber and Akbar under the
name of Gor-Katari, or the « Baniya’s house.”

The former says—*I had heard of the fame of Gark-
Katri, which is one of the holy places of the Jogis of the
Hindus, who come from great distances to cut off their hair
and shave their beards at this Gark-Kafri” Abul Fazl's
account is still more brief. Speaking of Peshdwar, he says
“ here is a temple, called Gor-Katari, a place of religious
resort, particularly for Jogis.”t According to Erskine, the
grand caravansari of Peshdwar was built on the site of the
Gor-Katari. |

II. PUSHKALAVATI, OR PEUKELAOTIS. '

On leaving the monastery of Kanishka at Parashdwar,
Hwen Thsang proceeded towards the north-east for 100
i, or 16% miles, to Pu-se-kia-lo-fa-ti, or Pushkalavati. In
the travels of Hwen Thsang this distance is set down as
only 50 /i, but as he specially mentions the crossing of a
great river, which can only be the Kabul River, distant 12

® Bengal Asintic Society’s Journal, 1849, i. 494,—GhosrAwa Inscription,
+ Gladwin’s Ain Akbari, 11., 165.
: 12
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daughter to a Brahman who demanded them. Sung-Yun
calls the hill Shen-chi, or ““ of good things,” which is only a
translation of Suddna. He mentions the prince’s house,
and the square stone on which he used to sit,” and the tree
round which the prince and princess walked, while the
“Brahmans flogged them so that their blood ran to the
ground.” Hwen Thsang also mentions the flogging, and
adds that the earth was stained * with their blood, and even
the trees and plants had a reddish tint.” Close by there
was a spring of water.

From these accounts we may gather that the town of
Palusha was in an open plain, at the foot of the Dantaloka
mountain, which possessed a cave and a spring of water.
'These conditions are best fulfilled by the village of Palodheri,
which is 10 miles to the mnorth of the great inscription at
Shahbéz garhi, five miles to the west of Bazar, and five miles
to the south of Babuzai. Dkheri means a mound of ruins
and is specially applied to ancient sites of towns, and never
to matural mounds of earth. The name of Palo-Dheri,
therefore, indicates that the village of Palo is built on an
ancient site. It is possible also that Palo may preserve
some portion of the name of Palusha. The position of
Palodheri also agrees with Hwen Thsang’s distance of 33
miles from Tangi, but its direction is east instead of south-
east. The identification, however, is supported by the
existence of the great cave of Kaskmiri-ghdr in the hill to the
E. N. E,, and within three or four miles of Palodheri, almost
in the very position indicated by Hwen Thsang.

This cave has been noticed both by General Court and
by Mr. Loewenthal, but the latter has failed to recognize the
Peli and Pelley of General Court in the large village of
Palodheri, and supposes that he must have confounded it
with another place of the same name on the British bound-
ary, about 10 miles to the north of Zangi.* But Mr.
Loewenthal approached the cave from the west side, and
was not aware of the immediate neighbourhood of Palo-
dheri. The distance given by the General of 16 /4os from
Soukkor is most probably a simple misprint for 6 kos from
Lundkhor, as the actual distance is just 12 miles. Accord-
ing to Mr. Loewenthal, “the cave is not hewn out of the

# Bengal Asiatic Society’s Journal, 1863, p. 4.
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rock, but is almost altogether natural.” It ¢ consists of
several chambers of unequal size,”” with ¢ flights of almost
uncountable steps and buildings, whose nature cannot be
fully ascertained without some excavation.” He notices
also that ¢ two inscriptions .were spoken of by the Natives
as existing somewhere in the cave, but he did not see them.”
On 1st January 1848, when I was at Chargolai, within 7
miles of the cave, 1 bad two copies made of the only in-
scription that was then known to exist in the Kashmiri Ghér.

© One of these was a mere copy by eye, but the other was an

actual impression on paper. There are nine different
symbols, of which one is repeated four times; one of these
symbols certainly belongs to the Scythian alphabet of the
Indo-Sassanian coins, and the others are of the same
general character. I'think, therefore, that the record may
belong to the time of the Little Yuchi in the 6th or 6th
century of the Christian era.

IV. OHIND, OR UDAKHANDA.

To the north-east of Polusha, distant 50 /i, or 83 miles,
Hwen Thsang visited a high mountain; which was crowned
with a statue in blue stone of the goddess Bhimd. 1 incline
to believe that the bearing of this hill should be south-east
instead of north-east, because there is a very lofty mountain
called Kdramdr, 3,480 feet in height, which is exactly 8
miles to the south-east of Palo-dheri. From the hill of
Bhimd, Hwen Thsang travelled 150 /i, or 25 miles, towards
the south-east to U-to-kia-han-cha, which M. Julien trans-
cribes as Udakhhanda, and which M. Vivien 8St. Martin
identifies with Ohkind, or Hund, on the Indus. The pilgrim
describes Uda-khanda as being 20 /i, or 3} miles in circuit,
and with its south side resting on the Indus. This des-
cription tallies exactly with the position of Ohkind, which
is situated on the north bank of the Indus, 15 miles above
Attak, and about 28 miles to the south-east of Palodheri.
General Court and Burnes call this place Hund, and so
does Mr. Loewenthal, who styles Ohkind a mistaken pro-
nunciation. But the name was written Waikand or Oai-
hand by Abu Rihin in A. D. 1030, and Ohkind by Mirza
Mogal Beg in 1790. To my ear the name sounded some-
thing like #ahand, and this would appear to have been
the pronunciation which Rashid-ud-din obtained in A. D.
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1310, as he names the place #ehand or Waihand,* Abulfeda
also calls it Waibhand.t According to all these authors
Waikand was the capital of Gandhara, and Rashid-ud-din
adds that the Mogals called it Kdrajdng. The only Native
writer who uses the abbreviated form of the name is Nizim-
ud-din, who, in his Tabakét-i-Akbari, says that Mahmud
besieged Jaipal in the Fort of Hind in A. D. 1002. But
this place is differently named by Ferishta, who calls it the
Fort of Bithanda. In this last name we have a very near
approach to the old form of Utakhanda, which is given by
Hwen Thsang. From all these examples, I infer that the
original name of Utakhanda, or Ut-khand, was first softened -
to Uthand or Bithanda, and then shortened to Ukand or
Ohind. The other form of Wekand I look upon as a simple
misreading of Uthand, as the two words only differ in the
position of the diacritical points of the second letter.
General Abbott, in his *“ Gradus ad Aornon,” calls the place
Oond, and says that it was formerly called Oora, from which
he thinks it probablé that it may be identified with the Ora
of Alexander’s historians.

. I have entered into this long detail out of respect for
the acknowledged learning of the late lamented Isidor
Loewenthal. His opinion as ‘to the name of Ohind was
most probably, although quite unconsciously, biased by his
belief that Utakhanda was to be found in the modern Attak.
But this place is unfortunately on the wrong side of the
Indus, besides which its name, as far as I am aware, is not
to be found in any author prior to the reign of Akbar.
Abul Fazl calls the fort Afak-Bandras, and states that it
was built in the reign of His Majesty. Babar never men-
tions the place, although he frequently speaks of Nilib.
Rashid-ud-din, however, states that the Parashdwar River
joins the Indus near Zankur, which most probably refers
to the strong position of Khairabad. I have a suspicion
that the name of At¢fak, the *forbidden,” may have been
derived by Akbar from a mistaken reading of Zankur, with
the Arabic article prefixed as FE¢-fankur. The name of
Bandras was undoubtedly derived from Bandr, the old name

# Sir H. M. Elliot’s Muharamadan Historians, p. 40.
4 Gildemeister, De Rebus Indicis, p. 186.

1 Bengal Asiatic Society’s Journal, 1854, p. 337.—See Plate LIV., for the position of
Ohind,
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of the district in which the fort is situated. The name of
Banér suggested Baniras, and as Kdsi- Bandras was the city
which all Hindus would wish to visit, so we may guess that
this fact suggested to the playful mind of Akbar the exactly
opposite idea of Attak Bandras, or the ¢ forbidden” Banﬁ.l:as,
which all good Hindus should avoid. Or perhaps the exist-
ence of Katak-Bandras in Orissa, on the extreme eastern
limits of his kingdom, may have suggested an alteration of
the existing names to Attak Baniras for the extreme west.*

Wehand, or Uhand, as I believe it should be writ-
ten, was the capital of the Brahman Kings of Kabul,
whose dynasty was extinguished by Mahmud of Ghazni in
A. D. 1026. Masudi, who visited India in A. D. 915,
states that ¢the King of El-kandahar (or GAndhéra), who
is one of the Kings of Es-Sind ruling over this country,
is called Jakaj ; this name is common to all sovereigns of
that country.”+ Now, Chack iz the name of the great
plain to the east of the Indus, immediately opposite to
Ohind, and as the plain of Bandr is said to have been named
after Raja Bandr, it seems probable that the plain of Chach
may have been named after the Brahman dynasty of Ohind.
It 18 curious that the Brahman dynasty of Sindh was also
established by a Chack in A.D. 641; but it is still more
remarkable that this date corresponds with the period of the
expulsion of the Brahman dynasty from Chickito, or Jajhots,
by the Chandels of Khajuriha. I think, therefore, that there
may have been some connexion between these events, and
that the expelled Jajhotiya Brahmans of Khajurdha may
have found their way to the Indus, where they succeeded in
establishing themselves at first in Sindh and afterwards in
Ohind and Kabul. :

In the time of Hwen Thsang the city was 20, or up-
wards of 3 miles in circuit, and we may reasonably suppose
that it must have increased in size during the sway of the
Brahman dynasty. It would seem also to have been still a
place of importance under the successors of Changiz Khan,
as the Mogals had changed its name to K4rajéng. But the
building of Attak, and the permanent diversion of the high
road, must seriously have affected its prosperity, and its

® Sterling’s Orissa— Asiatic_ Researches, XV., p. 189,—* Katak-BirAnasi.”
+ Sprenger's Masudi, [, p. 881,

r_
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gradual decay since then has been hastened by the constant
encroachments of the Indus which has now carried away at
least one-half of the old town. In the sands at the foot of
the cliff, which are mixed with the debris of the ruined
houses, the gold-washers find numerous coins and atrinkets,
which offer the best evidence of the former prosperity of the
city. In a few hours’ washing I obtained two bronze buckles,
apparently belonging to a bridle, a broken spoon, a female
neck ornament, several flat needles for applying antimony
to the eyes, and a considerable number of coins of the Indo-
Scythian and Brahman princes of Kabul, The continual
discovery of Indo-Soythian coins is a sufficient proof that
the city was already in existence at the beginning of the
Christian era, which may perhaps induce us to put some
faith in the tradition mentioned by Abulfeda that #ehand,
or Ohind, was one of the cities founded by Alexander the
Great.

V. LAHOR, OR SALATURA.

Hwen Thsang next visited So-lo-fu-lo or Sd4ldtura, the
birth-place of the celebrated Grammarian Pdnini, which he
says was 20 %, or 3% miles to the north-west of Ohind.
From the bearing and distance there can be no hesitation in
identifying Sdldtura with the small modern town of Lakor,
which is exactly 4 miles to the north-east of Okind. In
January 1848, during a day’s halt at Lahor, I procured seve-
. ral Greek and Indo-Scythian coins, from which we may infer
with some certainty that the place is at least as old as the
time of P&nini himself, or about B. O. 860. The loss of
the first syllable of the name is satisfactorily accounted for -
by the change of the palatal sibilant to the aspirate, accord-
ing to the well known usage of the people of Western India
by whom the Sindhu River was called Hendhu and Indus, and
the people on its banks Hindus or Indians. Sdldtura would,
therefore, have become Halatur and Alatur, wbich might
easily have been corrupted to Lakor. General Court writes
the name ZLavor.

VI. AORNOS.

Beforo proceeding to describe the countries to the east
of the Indus, I propose to say a few words on the much vex-
ed question of the position of Aornos, In 1836 General
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Court wrote as follows :* “ Asrelates to Aornos, it is probably
the castle which was opposite Attak, and the vestiges of
which we see upon the summit of the mountain. Its found-
ation is attributed to Raja Hoddi.” 1In 1848 I suggested
that the ¢ vast hill fortress of Rdni-gat, situated immediate-
ly above the small village of Nogrim, about 16 miles north
by west from Ohind, corresponded in all essential particulars
with the description of Aornos, as given by Arrian, Strabo,
and Diodorus ; excepting in its elevation, the height of
Rdni-gat not being more than 1,000 feet, which is, however,
a very great elevation for so large a fortress.”t In 1864
General James Abbott took up the subject in a very full and
elaborate article, in which the various authorities are ably
and critically discussed. His conclusion is, that the Mahdban
hill is the most probable site of Aornos}. Thisopinion was
combated early in 1863 by Mr. Loewenthal, who again
brought forward the claims of Raja Hodi’s fort, opposite
Attak, which had first been suggested by General Court.§
Towards the end of the year General Abbott replied to
Mr. Loewenthal’s objections, and reiterated his conviction
that *the Mahdiban is the Aornos of history,” although he
thinks that the question is still * open to discussion.” ||

In re-opening this discussion, I believe that I am able
to clear away some of the difficulties with which the subject
has confessedly been obstructed by the vague and contradic-
tory accounts of Alexander’s historians; but I can scarcely
venture to hope that my identification of Aornos will be
received as satisfactory when I am constrained to own that
I am not perfectly satisfied with it myself. But if I do not
succeed in convincing others, I feel that my failure will be
shared in common with two such able writers as General
James Abbott and the lamented Missionary Loewenthal.

I will begin with the name 4ornos, which, though a
Greek word, can hardly, as Mr. Loewenthal observes, be an
invention of the Greeks. It must, therefore, be the trans-
cription, either more or less altered, of some Native name.

# Bengal Asiatic Society’s Journal, Vol V., p. 395,
+ 1bid, 1848, p. 108

t 1bid, 1854, p. 309.

§ 1Ibid, 1868, p. 14

I Ibid, 1868, p. 409.
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Mr. Loewenthal thinks that it was derived from BanAras in its
Sanskrit form of Varanasi, which a Greek of Alexander’s
time could only have pronounced by prefixing a vowel. He
would thus have got dvaranas or dornos. But this is, per-
haps, proving too much, as the final letter in Adornos is
almost certainly the Greek termination, which need not,
therefore, have .formed part of the original Native name.
It is also suspicious that the literal transcription of the
Native name should form a pure Greek word. If Bandras
or Varanast was the original form of the name, then we
ought to find another Banfras to the north of the Caucasus,
as Arrian relates that, after passing Drapsaka, or Andarib,
Alexander “moved against dornos and Bactra, the two chief
cities of the Bactrians, which being immediately surrendered
to him, he placed a garrison in the castle of "Aornos.”* On
comparing Arrian’s names with Ptolemy’s map, it seems
evident that his Bactra and 4ornosare the same as Ptolemy’s
Zariaspa and Bactra regia, and as the latter is placed
in the country of the Varni, I conclude that the name
Aornos, is only a natural and slight alteration of
Varnos, made by the followers of Alexander for the sake
of obtaining a significant name in Greek. Similarly I
would refer the second Aornos to Raja Vara, whose name
is still attached to all the ruined strongholds between Hasht-
nagar and Ohind. Thus the old hill fort and city of Takht- .
t-Bahi, 15 miles to the north-east of Hashtnagar, is said to
have been the residence of Raja Fara. But his name is
more particularly attached to the grand hill fort of Rdni-gat
above Nogram. Rdni-gat, or the Queen’s rock, isa huge
upright block on the north edge of the fort, on which Raja
Vara’'s Rdni is said to have seated herself daily. The fort
itself is attributed to Raja Para, and some ruins at the fort
of the hill are called Raja Para’s stables. Some people call
him Raja Virdt, but as they connect him with the story of
the five Péndus, I conclude that the name has been altered
to suit the story. The position of the true Vird¢ was in
Matsya or Mickeri, to the south of Delhi: all others are
spurious. I think, therefore, that the hill Fort of .4ornos
most probably derived its name from Raja Vare, and that
the ruined fortress of Rdni-gat has a better claim to be iden-
tified with the Aornos of Alexander than either the Makdban

* Anabasis, III., 29,
13
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hill of General Abbott, or castle of Raja Hodi proposed by
General Court and Mr. Loewenthal.

My chief objections to the Mahdban Hill as the represen-
tative of Aornos are the following: 1sf, it is a vast
mountain of comparatively easy access, and of which no
spur presents a very steep face towards the Indus; 2nd,
the Mah4ban Hill is not less than 50 miles in circuit, whereas
Aornos was not more than 200 sfadia, or about 22 miles ac-
cording to Arrian, or 100 sfadiz or 11 miles according to
Deodorus; 3rd, the Mahfvana Hill was visited by Hwen
Thsang in A. D. 630, and he describes it simply as
a great mountain, which derives its name from the
Mahdvana Monastery, in which Buddha had dwelt in a
former existence under the name of Sarvvadas Raja.* That
the monastery was on the top of the mountain we know from
the subsequent statement, that he descended the mountain
towards the north-west for about 30 or 40 /i to the Masura
monastery. This place may, I believe, to identified with the
large village of Sura, in the Chumla valley, which is just 10
miles to the north-west of the highest peak of Makdban. If
any fort had then existed on the top of the mountain, it is
almost certain that the pilgrim would have mentioned its
size, with its usual statement of its size and of any spe-
cial point of noteworthiness, such as its inaccessibility, &c.
His total silence I look upon as decisive against the exist-

ence of any fort on the top of Mahé&ban, whether occupied
or in ruins,

Mr. Loewenthal’s objection, based on the opinion of a
high military authority, that the Mah&ban hill ¢ commands
nothing,” only shows how readily even a very learned man
will accept an utterly false argument when it tells in his
own favour. General Abbott has noticed this subject in his
reply to Mr. Loewenthal; but some months previous to
the publication of his reply, I had already given a similar
refutation to this objection both in conversation with Colonel
Maclagan, and in writing to Mr. Loewenthal himself, It is
objected that Mah&ban ¢ commands nothing;” I replied that
it commands the very thing that the people of an invaded
country wanted—it commands safety for those who seek its
shelter. It is said to be ‘““so much out of the way”

A

* Julien's Hwen Thsang, II., 136,
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that none would have sought it as a place of refuge, and that
Alexander would not have wasted time in its reduction as it
did not impede his passage of the Indus.* This objection
supposes that Alexander’s chief object was the passage of the
Indus, whereas it is clear both from his previous and subse-
quent career, that his invariable plan was never to leave an
enemy behind him. For this he had given up the pursuit
of Bessus, to conquer Aria, Drangiana, and Arachosia ; for
this he had spent years in Sogdiana and Bactriana, until the
death of Spitamenes left no enemy remaining ; for this he
now turned aside from the passage of the Indus to subdue
the people who had refused their submission by taking re-
fuge in Aornos; and for this he afterwards re-crossed the
Hydraotes to attack Sangala, an isolated rock which com-
manded nothing but the Jjangal around it.

Mr. Loewenthal rests his arguments in favor of the
castle of Raja Hodi, being the Aornos of Alexander, chiefly
on the great similarity of the name of Bandras, and
partly on 8ir Neville' Chamberlain’s opinion “that the
‘hill ‘above Khairabad is not only a most conspicuous

oint for friend and foe, but also one that must be taken

efore a passage of the Indus at Attak would be attempted
by an invading force.” The first argument has already
been disposed of in my discussion on the name of Aornos.
The second argument takes two things for granted,—firs¢,
that Alexander crossed the Indus at Attak, and, therefore,
that he must have reduced the castle of Raja Hodi before
he attempted the passage of the river; and second, that the
people of the country had thrown themselves into Aornos
to oppose his passage.” The latter was certainly not the case,
as we are told by Arrian that the people of Bazaria, * dis-
trusting .their strength, fled out of the city in the dead of
of night, and betook themselves to a rock, called .Aornqe,
for safety.”+ Here we see clearly that the people of Bazaria
were desirous of avoiding instead of opposing Alexander ;
from which we may infer that Aornos did not command
that passage of the Indus which Alexander had chosen for
his bridge of boats. But as all the _accounts agree in plac.
ing the scene of Alexander’s campaign before crossing the

* Bengal Asiatio Society’s Journal, 1868, p. 17.
+ Anabasis, IV, 28,
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Indus in the country to the north of the Kophes, or Kabul
River, it appears quite certain that neither Aornos itself
nor the bridge of boats could have been in the neighbour-
hood of Attak. For these reasons I am satisfied that the
ruined castle of Raja Hodi cannot possibly be identified with
the Aornos of Alexander. Indeed, its name alone seems
sufficient to forbid the identification, as the people are unani-
mous in calling it Raja Hodi-da-garhi, or Hodi-garhi, an

appellation which has not even one syllable in common
with Aornos.

After a careful consideration of all the points that have
been just discussed, I am satisfied that we must look for
Aornos in the direction of the hills somewhere in the mnorth-
east corner of the Yusufzai plain. It is there that the people
still seek for refuge on the approach of an invader; it is there
only that we can expect to find a hill fort that will tally -
even approximately with the exaggerated descriptions of
Alexander’s historians, and it is there also that we ought to
look for Aornos according to the almost unanimous opinion
of all those who have studied the subject.

The accounts of Alexander’s historians are often vague
and sometimes conflicting, but we are generally able to
correct or explain the statements of one by those of the others.
‘Where they agree, we can.follow them with confidence, as it
may be presumed that the original authors from whom they
copied were not at variance. The last is fortunately the
case w1tl_1 their accounts of Alexander’s movements shortly
before his approach to Aornos. According to Arrian, imme-
diately after crossing the Guraus River, Alexander marched
straight to Massaga, the capital of the Assakeni, and after
its capture he dispatched Koinos against Bazaria. Curtius
calls the river Choes, and makes Koinos proceed straight to
Bazaria, whilst Alexander advanced against Mazaga. Arrian
then states that as Bazaria still held out, the king determined
to march thither, but hearing that many Indian soldiers had
thrown thgmselves into Ora, he changed his plan and
moved against that city, which was captured at the first
assault. According to Curtius, the siege of Ora was
entrusted to Polysperchon, while the king himself took many
sma}l towns, whose inhabitants had sought refuge in Aornos.
Acrrian makes the people of Bazaria fly to Aornos for safety,
but he agrees with Curtius in stating that the inhabitants of
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many of the neighbouring villages followed their example.
From these accounts it is evident that 4ornos was beyond
Bazaria, and from the subsequent narratives of Arrian and
Curtius, it is equally clear that Embolima was beyond Aornos,
and on the Indus, where Ptolemy has placed it. Taking all
these into consideration, I believe that Bazaria, dornos, and
Embzlli:na may be best identified with Bdzdr, Rdni-gat, and
Okind.

Bdzdr is a large village situated on the bank of the
Kalpan, or Kdli-pani River, and quite close to the town of
Rustam, which is built on a very extensive old mound attri-
buted to the time of the Kafirs or Hindus. According to
tradition, this was the site of the original town of Bazar.
The position is an important one, as it stands just midway
between the Swit and Indus Rivers, and has therefore been
from time immemorial the éntrepot of trade between the rich
valley of Swit and the large towns on the Indus and Kabul
Rivers. Indeed, its name of Bdzdr, or “Mart,” is suffici-
ent to show that it has always been a place of consequence.
Judging, therefore, by the importance of the place alone, I
should be induced to select Bdzdr as the most probable
representative of Bazaria; but this probubility is turned
almost to certainty by its exact correspondence, both in name
and in position, with the ancient town that was besieged
by Alexander. This identification is much strengthened
by the proximity of mount Dantalok, which is most probably
the same range of hills as the Montes Dedali of the Greeks.
. In the spoken dialects of the present day, as well in the
ancient Pali, the nasal of the word danfa is assimilated with
the following letter which thus becomes doubled, as in datlon,
a““ tooth-brush,” or twig used for cleaning the teeth. Hence
the Greek Daidalos isa very fair rendering of the Pali
Datalok. The Dedalian Mountains are mentioned by Jus-
tint as adjoining the kingdom of Queen Cleofis, or Cleo-
phes, who, according to Curtius, was the mother (a mistake for
wife) of Assacanus, King of Massaga. I have already iden-
tified the cave of Prince Swudine in Mount Danialok, as

® It would appear also from Arrian, IV., 28, that Aornos was only one day’s march
from Embolima, which agrees with the distance of Ranigat from Ohind, just 16 miles,—~—See
Plate L1V. for the positions of these places,

+ Hist. XIL, 7—* Inde Montos Daednlos, reguaque Cleofidis regine petit.”

Re
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described by Hwen Thsang with the great cave of Kaskmiri-
Ghdr, which is just 8 miles to the north-west of Bazar. The
Dantalok range would, therefore, have been on the right hand
of the Greeks on their march over the hills from Massaga
in the Swit Valley to Bazaria. From all these concurring
circumstances, I conclude that Bazar is almost certainly the
same place as Alexander’s Bazaria, and that Ohind was .
Embolima, as I have already endeavoured to show.

From Bazaria Alexander marched against Peukelaotis,
seated riot far from the Indus, which being surrendered to
him, he placed a garrison in it, and * proceeded,” according
to Arvian, “to take many other small towns situated on that
river. He arrived at last at Embolima, a city seated not
far from the rock Aornos,” where he left Krateros to collect
provisions in case the siege should be protracted. He then
marched straight to dornos, and pitched his camp immedi-
ately below the fort. In this account we should have been
much embarrassed by Arrian’s description of Peukelaotis, as
“ seated not far from the Indus,” were it not that the posi-
tion of Peukelaotis has beem fixed beyond all doubt at
Hashtnagar by the concurrent testimony of the Chinese
pilgrims. But as Hashtnagr is three days’ journey from
the Indus, we must read Arrian’s narrative of tbe capture
of other small towns on that river until he reached Embolima,
as referring at first to the Kabul River, down which Alex- .
ander must have marched on his way to the Iundus. If,
therefore, we place Embolima at Okind, Alexander’s march
from Peukelaotis would have led him past the towns of
Nisatha, Heshki, Noshahra, Old Akora,and Jingira, of which

the last is near the junction of the two rivers, and within 12
miles of Ohind.

. . Before he left Bazaria, Alexander, with his usual fore-
sight, had despatched Hephoestion and Perdikkas straight
to the Indus, with others to * prepare everything for throw-
ing a bridge over the river.” Unfortunately, not one of
the historians has mentioned the name of the place where
the bridge was made; but as the great depdt of provi-
sions and other necessaries was formed at Embolima, I
conclude that the bridge must been at that place. Colonel
Abbott has fixed Embolima at A4mb.Balima on the Indus,
8 miles o the east of Mahaban ; and certainly if Mahiban was
Aornos, the identity of the other places would be quite unde-
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niable. But as the identification of the Mah4ban seems to
me to be altogether untenable, I would suggest that Ohkind, or
Ambar-Ohind, is the most probable site of Zmbolima. Ambar
is a village 2 miles to the north of Ohkind, and, although
I have only once heard the two names joined together,
yet the junction is quite in accordance with the Indian
practice, as there is another Ohind on the Jhelum. I think,
therefore, that Ohind on the Indus possesses a very fair
claim to be identified with the Embolima of Alexander. It
must not, however, be forgotten that Embolima, or Ekbolima,
may be only a pure Greek name, descriptive of the position
of the place at the junction of the Kabul River with the
Indus, and in this case the claim of Okind would be even
stronger than before.*

In proposing the ruined fortress of Rdni-gat as the most
probable representative of the famous 4ornos, 4 must confess
that the identification is incomplete. In 1848 I estimated
the perpendicular height of Rénigat as about one thousand
feet above the plain, and Mr. Loewenthal has since con-
firmed my estimate. But this height is so insignificant when
compared with the 11 sfadia, or 6,674 feet of Arrian,
that I should hesitate to attempt the identification, did I not
believe that the height has been very much exaggerated.
Philostratus calls it 15 stadia; and Diodorus makes it
even greater, or 16 sfadia equivalent to 9,708 feet, but
as he gives the circuit of the base at only 100 stadia
or just one-half of that of Arrian, I think it probable
that his height may have been originally in the same
proportion which we may obtain by simply reading 6
stadia instead of 16, or 8,640 feet instead of 9,708 feet. It
is certain at least that one of the numbers of Diodorus must
be erroneous, for as a circuit of 100 sfadia, or 60,875 feet
would give a base diameter of 19,200 feet, or just twice the
recorded height of 9,708 feet, the slope would have been
exactly 45°, and the hill would have terminated in a mere
point, instead of a large platform with arable land, as describ-
ed by Arrian. Where the difference between the two autho-
rities is so great, and the exaggeration so apparent, it is diffi-
cult to suggest any possible alteration that would reconcile
the discrepant measurements,and at the same time bring them

® Curtius has Echolima.
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within the range of probability. T believe, however, that
we are quite safe not only in preferring the lesser numbers,
but also in applying the altitude to the slant height instead
of to the perpendicular height. But even with these lesser
measurements, the Indian Aornos would still be twice the
gize and more than twice the height of the famous rock of
Gibraltar which is 7 miles in circuit at base, ard only 1,600
feet in height.

In the similar case of the great Fortress of Gwalior,
we find the usually accurate English traveller, William
Finch, describing it as a castle situated on a steep craggy
cliff, * 6 kos in circuit or as some say 11 kos’' As Finch
generally adopts the short imperial %os of 1} miles, his esti-
mate of the circuit of Gwalior will be 9 miles, or nearly twice
the actual measurement of 5 miles, while the popular esti-
mate will be flearly four times greater than the trath, Itis
possible, however, to reconcile these different numbers by
supposiag that the larger refers to the imperial %o0s, and
the smaller to the greater kos of Akbar, which is just double
the former, Butin this case the estimate of the circuit of the
Fort of Gwalior would be from 14 to 15 miles, or just three
times too great. Finch does not mention the height of
Gwalior, but he notes that the “steep ascent” to the castle
of Narwar was “rather more than a mile” in length, which
is just double the truth. Here the traveller was led to
exaggerate the height by the mere steepness of the ascent.
But in the case of Aornos the Greeks had an additional
motive for exaggeration in the natural wish to enhance their
own glory. For this reason I would suggest, as a possi-
ble explanation of. the discrepancy between the 16 stadia of
Diodorus and the 11 stadia of Arrian, that the original
authority of the former may have quadrupled or trebled the
true measurement, while that of the latter only trebled or
doubled it. Under this explanation the two numbers would
become either 4 and 8} stadia, or 6% and b} stadia, or
from 2,300 to 3,400 feet, which might be accepted as a very
probable measure of the slant height; similarly the circuit
might be reduced to 50 stadia, which are equivalent to
52 miles or 80,300 feet, or rather more than the circuit of the
road around the base of the Gwalior hill. A slant height
of 2,300 feet, with a base of 1,900 feet, would give a per-
pendicular height of 1,250 feet, or of an ascent of 2 feet
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incvery 8 fect. I do not propose this mode of reduction as a
probable explanation of the discrepanciesin the recorded
measurements, but I venture to suggest it only as a possible
means of accounting for the evident exaggeration of the
numbers in both of the authorities.

All the accounts of Aornos agree in describing it as a
rocky hill of great height and steepness. Justin calls it
sazum mire asperitatis et altitudinis, “an exceedingly
rugged and lofty rock.” Diodorus, Strabo, Arrian, Curtius,
and Philostratus, all call it pefre, or a ‘rock fort.” Its
rocky ruggedness was, therefore, a special feature of Aornos.
According to Arrian it was ¢ only accessible by one difficult
path, cut out by hand, and it possessed a fine spring of pure
water on the very summit, besides wood and sufficient arable
soil for the cultivation of one thousand men.” The last
expression is still in common use in India, under the form of
ploughs of land, and means simply as much land as one man
can plough in a day. The same thing was expressed by the
Greeks, and Romans by Yokes, each beingas much as one
yoke of oxen could plough in a single day. Now the small-
est plough of land would not be less than 100 feet square, or
10,000 square feet, which would give 10,000,000 square feet
for 1,000 men. This would show an area of 4,000 feet in
length by 2,500 feet in breadth, or making allowance for
buildings of one mile in length by half a mile in breadth, or
2 miles in length by one-quarter mile in breadth, which is just
the size of Gwalior. But if such a vast fortress as Gwalior had
ever existed on the western frontier of India, it would certainly
not have escaped the notice of the early Muhammadan
conquerors, and it could scarcely have eluded the searching
enquiries of Generals Court and Abbott. I therefore look
upon the thousand ploughs of land as another gross exag-
geration of Alexandcr’s followers for the sake of ministering
to their master’s vanity. I accept the one difficult path of
access and the spring of pure water, as two of the necessary
possessions of a strong military post, but I unhesitatingly
reject the 100 ploughs of arable land, for if such an ex-
tensive tract as half a square mile of irrigable land had ever
existed in this arid district, I cannot believe that such an
important and valuable site ever would have been abandoned.

In searching for a position that will answer the general
description of Aornos, it is' unfortunate that our range is

14
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limited to the few points which have been visited by Euro-
peans. The claims of the Mahéban hill have already been

discussed ; and the only other possible positions that I know
of are the following:

1s¢.—The ruined city of Takhi-i-Bahi.
9nd.—The lofty isolated hill of Kdramdr.
8rd.—The hill of Panjpir.

4th.—The ruined fortress of Rdnigat

The first of these places stands on an isolated hill, about half
way between Bazar and Hashtnagar. Mr. Loewenthal des-
cribes it as a barren hill of no great height, which forms
three sides of a square, with the open side towards the north-
west.* By the trigonometrical survey maps Takht-i- Bahi
is only 1,869 feet abave the sea, or 650 feet above the Yusuf-
zai plain. Mr. Loewenthal also describes the ascent as easy,
and as the place is situated not less than 35 miles from the
nearest point of the Indus, I think it may be rejected at
once as not answering the description of lofty and difficult
access, and as being too far from the probable position of
Embolima. The position of the lofty isolated hill of
Kdramdr, which is situated six miles to the south of Bazar,
and only 18 miles to the N. N. W. of Ohind, added to its
height, which is 3,480 feet above the sea, or 2,280 feet above
the Yusufzai plain, would give it a most prominent claim
to notice if it possessed any remains of former occupation.
But the Kdramdr hill is a mere bluff ridge, without ruins
and without aname in the traditions of the people. The -
Panjpir hill is a similar hut smaller ridge, which rises to the
height of 2,140 feet above the sea, or 940 feet above the
Yusufzai plain. It is a mere sharp ridge crowned with a
single building, which is now dedicated to the Panjpir or five
'Great Saints of the Muhammadans, of whom the earliest is
Bahd-ud-din Zakar?'ya of Multin, commonly called, Bahdwal
Hakk. But the Hindus affirm that the place was originally -

dedicated to the Panch Pandu,
the Mah4bhérata. andu, or five Pandu brothers of

The last probable position that I know of is the ruined
fortress of Rdnigat. 1 visited this place in January 1848,

# Bengal Asiatic Society’s Journal, 1863, p. 2.
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and I had intended re-visiting it during the past season, but
the war on the Buner frontier most unfortunately prevented
me from carrying out my intentions. 1 can, therefore, add
but little to the information which I collected in 1848, but
as that has not been made public, and as no one but
Mr. Loewenthal would appear to have visited it since then,
my account will still possess all the advantage of novelty.

Rdnigat is situated on a lofty hill above the village of
Nogrém, which is just 12 miles to the south-east of Bazar,
and 16 miles to the north of Ohind. Its position, therefore,
is strongly in favor of its identification with Aornos. The
hill itself is the last point of one of the long spurs of the
Mahiban range. Its base is rather more than two miles
in length from north to south by about half a mile in width,
but the top of the hill is not more than 1,200 feet in length
by 800 feet in breadth. In 1848 I estimated its height at
1,000 feet, but from the unanimous assertions of the people
that it is higher than Panjpir, I think that it is probably
not less than 1,200 feet. The sides of the hill are covered
with massive blocks of stone, which make it exceedingly
rugged and inaccessible. There is only one road, cut in the
rock, leading to the top, although there are two, if not more,
rather difficult pathways. This we know was also the case
with Aornos, as Ptolemy succeeded in reaching the top by a
“rugged and dangerous path,” whilst Alexander himself
attacked the place by one regular path which was cut out
by the hand. Rdnigat may be described as consisting of
a castle, 500 feet long by 400 feet broad, surrounded on all
sides, except the east where it springs up from the low -spur
of Mahéiban, by a rocky ridge, which on the north side rises
to an equal height. On all sides the castle rock is scarped,
and on two sides it is separated from the surrounding ridge
by deep ravines, that to the north being 100 feet deep, and
that to the west from 50 to 1560 feet. At the north-west
angle of the castle two dykes have been thrown across the
ravine, which would appear to have been intended to arrest
the flow of water, and thus to form a great reservoir in the
west hollow. In the north ravine, between the castle and
the great isolated block called Rdniga?, there are three square
wells, and to the north-east lower down I thought that
I could trace another dyke, which was most probably only
the remains of part of the outer line of defences. The
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entire circuit of this outer line is about 4,600 feet, or some-
what less than a mile *

The castle itself is thus described by Mr. Loewenthal :
“ The summit of the hill offers a flat plateau of some size,
which had been very strongly fortified by buildings all round
the brow. These buildings are constructed of large blocks
of stone (conglomerate found on the spot) neatly hewn, and
carefully fitted, disposed with very great regularity, and laid
in a cement of extraordinary excellence. Unavoidable in-
terstices between the large blocks are filled up by layers of
thin small stone tablets, this latter practice being an invari-
able feature in all the so-called Kafir buildings which I have
seen in the Trans-Indus country.” To this description I
may add that all the stone blocks are laid most carefully as
headers and stretchers, that is alternately lengthwise and
breadthwise, which gives a very pleasing and varied appearance
to the massive walls. All the buildings are now much ruined,
but the external walls are traceable nearly all round, and on
the south and west sides are still standing to a considerable
height, and in very good order. The main entrance, which
is at the south-west corner, is formed in the usual ancient
manner by overlapping stones. The passage is not perpendi-
cular to the face of the wall, but considerably inclined to
the right for a short distance. It then turns to the left to
a small chamber, and then again to the right till it reaches
what must have been an open courtyard. The whole of this
passage was originally roofed in by courses of stone with
chamfered ends overlapping each other so as to form the two
sides of a pointed arch, but the ends of the upper course of
stones being left straight, the apex of the arch has the ap-
pearance of a rectangular cusp. This peculiarity was also
noticed by Mr. Loewenthal, who says that ¢ the arch would
be pointed, but the centre line is taken up by a narrow
““ rectangular groove.” On the west face I observed a smaller
passage of a similar kind, but it was so blocked up with
rubbish that I was quite unable to trace its course.

This central castle or citadel, with its cpen courtyard
surrounded by costly buildings, I take to have been the

* See Plates LV. and LVI, for a plan and view of Rdnigat. One of the finest sculptures
vet discovered was found at this place.—See Bengal Asiatic Society’s Journal, 1863, No. 12,
of the sculptures accompanying Loewenthal’s account of the “ Antiquities in the I’eshAwar
District.”
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palace of the king, with the usual temples for private
worship. At the north end I traced a wide flight of steps
leading down to a second plateau, which I presume to
have been the outer court of the palace or citadel. The
upper courtyard is 270 feet long and 100 feet broad, and
the lower courtyard, including the steps, is just half the
size, or 130 feet by 100 feet. These open areas were
covered with broken statues of all sizes, and in all positions.
Many of them were figures of Buddha the Teacher, either
seated or standing; some were of Buddha the Ascetic
sitting under the holy Pipal tree; and a few represented
M4ay4, the mother of Buddha, standing under the SAl tree.
But there were fragments of other figures, which apparently

- were not connected with religion, such as a life-size male

figure in chain armour, a naked body of a man with the
Macedonian cklamys, or short cloak thrown over the
shoulders and fastencd in front in the usual manner, and a
human breast partly covered with the cklamys and adorned
with a necklace of which the clasps are formed by two human-
headed, winged, and four-footed animals, something like cen-
taurs. All these figures are carved in a soft, dark blue clay
slate which is easily worked with a knife. It is exceedingly
brittle, and was therefore easily broken by the idol-hating
Musalmans. But as the surface was capable of receiving a
good polish, many of the fragments are still in very fine pre-
servation. The best piece that I have seen was a head of
Buddha, with the hair massed on the top of the head, and
worked in a peculiar manner in wavy lines, instead of the
usual formal curls. It was found at Jamal Garhi, and is by
far the best piece of Indian sculpture that I have seen. The
calm repose of the finely chiselled features is not unworthy of
Grecian art, but the striking beauty of the face is somewhat
marred by the round projecting Indian chin.

I have already noticed that the Réinigat hill is covered
on all sides with massive blocks of stone, which make the
approach very rugged and difficult. Numbers of these stones
are of very large size, and some of those on the top of the
hill have been hollowed out to form cells. Mr. Loewenthal
notices this as ‘ one of the most marked features,” amongst
these remains many of the cells are quite plain inside, whilst
others have the simple ornament of a niche or two. The
most notable of these excavated blocks is on the ridge to the
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south of the castle. It is called Kafri-kor, or the  Grain
Merchant’s house,” by the poople, but I observed nothing
about the rock that would give any clue to its original purpose,
save the smallness of the entrance, which was certainly better
suited for the cell of a monk, than for the shop of a dealer.
This rock house appears in the foreground of the accompanying
sketch, which shews the south side of the castle with its
peculiar masonry, and the main entrance to the interior.*

Mr. Loewenthal notices that ¢ the vegetation on the hill
is principally olive and myrtle;” but in 1848 there wasa
considerable number of goud-sized trees scattered over the
summit, of which one appears prominently in the foreground
of my sketch, With this view of the castle and the general
plan of the summit of the hill, the reader will be able to
comprehend the nature of the position which, I think, may
possibly be the Aornos of Alexander. I do not insist upon
the identification ; but if we admit that the accounts of the
-historians are very much exaggerated, I think that the ruins
of Rénigat tally much better with the vague descriptions of
Aornos that have come down to us, than any other position
with which I am acquainted. In all essential points, save
that of size, the agreement is wonderfully close. - Its posi-
tion between Bazar and Ohind, or Bazaria and Embolima, is
quite unobjectionable. Its attribution to Raja Para renders
it probable that the place may have been named after him,
which would give a very near approach to the Aornos of the
Greeks. Its great height, its ruggedness, and difficulty of
access, its one path cut in the rock, its spring of water and
level ground, and its deep ravine separating the outer works
from the castle, are so many close and striking points of
resemblance, that were it not for the great difference in
size, I should be very much disposed to accept the identifi-
cation as complete. But though in this point it does not
come up to the boasting descriptions of the Greek, yet we
must not forget the opinion of Strabo that the capture of
Aornos was exaggerated by Alexander's flatterers.t It
must also be remembered that as the campaign against
Assakanus took place * during the winter,” and the Mace-
donians entered Taxila ““at the beginning of spring,” the

* See Plate LVI.
t Geograph, XV, 1, 8,
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siege of Aornos must have been carried on during. the very
depth of winter, when the Mah&ban hill, 7,471 feet above
the sea, and every other hill of the same height is usually
covered with snow. It is quite certain therefore that even the
lesser height of 11 stadia, or 6,674 feet above the Yusufzai
plain, equivalent to 7,874 feet above the sea, must be grossly
exaggerated. In this part of the country the snow falls
annually as low as 4,000 feet above the sea, or 2,800 feet
above the Yusufzai plain, and as no snow is said to have
fallen on Aornos, although the Greeks mention that they
saw snow during the winter, I think that their silence on
this point is absolutely conclusive against the recorded
height of Aornos, and therefore also against the claims of
Mahiban, and of any other hill exceeding 4,000 feet in
height.*

VII. TAXILA, OR TAKSHASILA.

The position of the celebrated city of Taxila has hither-
to remained unknown, partly owing to the erroneous dis-
tance recorded by Pliny, and partly to the want of informa-
tion regarding the vast ruins which still exist in the
vicinity of Shah-dheri. All the copies of Pliny agree in
stating that Taxila was only 60 Roman, or 556 English, miles
from ?Peucolaitis, or Hashtnagar, which would fix its site
somewhere on the Haro River, to the west of Hasan AbdAl,
or just two days’ march from the Indus. But the itineraries
of the Chinese pilgrims agree in placing it at three days’
journey to the east of the Indus, or in the immediate neigh-
bourhood of KAlA-ka-sardi, which was the third halting plaee
of the Mogul Emperors, and which is still the third stage
from the Indus, both for troops and baggage. Now as Hwen
Thsang, on his return to China, was accompanied by laden
elephants, three days