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Taexe is a French proverb that says, ¢ Qui s'excuse s'nccuse ;"
~and there is an English free translation of the same to the
effect, that o man who pleads his own cause, before an autho-
‘tised tribunal or before the public, has a fool for his elient.
There is much worldly wisdom in each of these sayings,
and, no doubt, in nine cases out of ten, where & man has
grievance and feels sure of the justica of his case, he had
better leave it to others to vindicate his rights. Sooner or
later, the discrimination of the public and their sense of justice
will set the matter in its true light, and do for the aggrieved
- party what he can never so well do for himself.

Yet there is no rule, however so general, that has no excep-
tions; and the present appears to be so exceptional u case that
an suthor can scarcely refrain from noticing it, though in
doing so he may lay himself open to the imputation of

_egotism. In the first place, the personal question is of so

infinitesimally small importance to the general public, that no

one wonuld probably take the tronble of noticing, it except the
author, while it is so involved that no one, who., has” not
followed it from the beginning, can possibly state it clearly.

In the second place, it is so insignificant, that even I would ba’

content to pass it over in the silence I have maintained forg

ythe last ten years, were it not that Babu Rajendralalas™ = & °

! Throughout the following pages I have félt considerable diffienlty in
knowing how to designate the hero of the story. His full style and title 1s )
Babu Rajendralala Mitrs, C.LE-, LL.D. Rai Bahadoor, which is of course too  f
lung for repetition. C.LE. carries 10 hemorific designation. LL.IY is maerely
an honoeary degree of the Caloutin University, and no more makes him s
disstor than an Oxford or Edinburgh hmﬁu:dqmenlidummnﬂ
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attacks on me are enshrined in the magnificently illustrated
volumes issued by the Bengal Government, which naturally
invest them with an exceptional importance they otherwise
would not possess.

Of course I do not for one moment mean to insinnate that
the Bengal Government intentionally employed Babu Rajendra
to misrepresent me or to depreciate my works, but, either
through ignorance or indifference, they did allow him to use
their resources to an unlimited extent for that purpose.
Having, for motives to be explained hereafter, chosen to pick a
quarrel with me, the Babn availed himself of the opportunities
afforded by the reports he wrote of his mission to Orissa® in
1808-69, and to Boddha Gaya,® 1877, to such an extent that
these works have become practieally gigantie pamphlets written
for the purpose of exposing my iniquities and ignorance, Had
he done this in his private capacity, I should not have felt
called ou to nobice the eriticism of one who knows so little
of the subject, or is setuated by such motives. When, how-
ever, the matter has the émprimatur of & Government like
that of Bengal, it assumes at the present day an import-
once in the eyes of the public, it would not otherwise have:
and may, hereafter, lead future inquirers into errors on
this subject to an extent it will be diffienlt for them to detect
when all the actors in this absurd drama have passed off the

stage.

wysell Dr, Fergusson, which I certaiuly am not, whils Ral Babadoor is untrans-
latable. In the following pages I therefore propose calling him by the
pame by which be obtained bis pame and fame as o Banserit scholar, and by

which he is ensily recognised. The title Ur. Mitra, by which be is now .
samatimes called, is now and unfamiliar. I proposs, therefore, in the following

pages to style him by his old fumiliar name of Babu Rajendralala Mitra, or,
where no ambiguity exists, it will be convenient for shortness to eall him
ouly “The Babu ™ pur excellence, There is no disrespect meant by this. It
is merely dope to avoid nnnecessry prolixity.

' ¢ Antiquities of Orissa.’ DBy HRajendralala Mitr, LL.D, C.LE. Published
under the orders of the Government of Indin.  Two vols folio.  Caloutts,
1876, 1880,

* *Buddha Gayn. The hermitage of Sakya Muni.' By Hajendralala Mitra,
LL.ID., C.LE., Published under the orders of the Government of Bengnl,
Calcutta, 1878,
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PREFACE. ¥

I am of conrse aware how thoroughly thankless and un-
profitable a task I have undertaken in writing and publishing
such o work as this. As the editor of the ‘Academy’ said
gome time ago: “Into the controversy with Mr. Fergusson
about the origin of Indian Architecture we do not propose to
enter. There is hardly a third man living who would care
to mediate between the two ™! (Rajendra and myself).

The unfortunate part of the business is, that the editor is
probably quite correct in his deseription of the state of affairs.
There are not, so far as I know, probably a dozen of persons
in this country—nor, I am sorry to think, even in India—who
care two straws about the origin of Indian Architecture; and
1, at least, do not know one who would take an interest in
the present question, except, of course, o personal friend who
might feel interest in what eoncerns me individually.

Under these circumstances it may appear the height of folly
to publish on such a subject; and, were 1 guided by the
ordinary motives that indnee men to rush into print, I should
refrain. But in the present case it appears to be a sufficient
excuse that I take an intense interest in the matter, whatever
other people may do, and ean afford to indulge in my whims
The public can easily protect themselves by refraining from
buying or reading my book, if they feel no interest in the
subject, which will not break my heart.

If it were only to protest against the misrepresentation
of my writings and their meaning by Babu Rajendralala,’ it
certainly wonld not be worth my while to undertake it. These
can do me no harm, and may safely be left to the oblivion
they deserve. But I am desirous, before leaving a snbject with
which I have been so long connected, to obtain an opportunity
of saying a few last words on some points of Indian archmeology
which recent experience have rendered clearer to me than they
were before, and the Babu's works are a convenient peg to
hang my observations on, which otherwise would require
lengthy dissertations to make their application obvious.

I am anxions also, before it is too late, to raise my voice
against the practical destruction of ancient Indian monuments,

TV Acalemy, Apeil 1852, No. GIR,
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which has lately been going on. Under the specions plea of
restoration, many of the most important of them have been
subjected to a treatment by which some of their most interest-
ing features have been entirely obliterated.

Beyond these motives, also, this little volume will enable me
to recapitulate some of the results of my latest investigations
in Indian archmology. It is a growing and rapidly progressive
science, continually yielding results tending to modify con-
clusions previously arrived at, and offering new develop-

" ments of the utmost interest to those who ean appreciate their
significance. The principal elements of the problem were
ascertained by me during my travels in India between 1835
and 1842, and I have since seen no resson to unsay anything
I said on the subject when I first published my work on the
*Rock Cut Temples ' in 18435, Dut half a century’s experience
since I first took up the study has induced me to modify some
of the details, of which I did not at first see the significance,
and has enabled me to write with greater precision and with
more confidence on many matters than I could at the earlier
period, and I gladly avail myself of this opportunity of recording
this improved knowledge.

The real interest, however, of the volume—if any—will pro-
bably be found to reside, not in the analysis of the archmo-
logieal works of Babu Rajendralala Mitra, but, in these days of
discussions on Hbert Bills, in the question as to whether the
natives of India are to be treated as equal to Enropeans in all
respects. Under present circumstances it cannot fail to interest
many to disseet the writings of one of the most prominent

. members of the native community, that we may lay bare and
understand his motives and modes of action, and thus asecertain
how far Europeans were justified in refusing to submit to the
jurisdiction of natives in criminal actions,

Left to themselves, the natives of India possess many virtues
and many noble qualities, which render them worthy of the
esteem and admiration of all who have had familiar intercourse
with them; but these have rarely, if ever, been enhanced or
improved by contact with European civilisation. Wherever
our influence extends, we have destroyed, or at least weakened,
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the influence of caste which, though, in itself, hardly con-
dugive to virtue, simulates morals so perfectly as to become
indispensable for the regulation of Indian society. In its place
we have tried to introduce the loose regulations of a form of
sivilisation the natives ean neither understand nor appreciate.
Instead of the religion, which governs every action of their
life, we have tried to gnbstitute an edueation, which they ean-
not nssimilate, and which in consequence remains, in almost all
instances, o useless and empty platitude.

8o little do we understand the nature of the people we have
undertaken to govern, that we petted and pampered the
Sepoys till they thought they were our equals, and that we
were afraid of them. Being an army more numerons as ten to
one, they believed themselves equal to the task, and as patriots
folt called npon to deliver their country from the dominion of
strangers, and the result was the Mutiny. The present senti-
mental attempt to place ** Young Bengal " onan equality with
ourselves, may not have so prompt and decisive an answer, but
it must lead to one more fatal to our moral influence, and
probably more disastrous to the good government of the
country.

1f this is so; it is easy to understand why Europeans resident
in the country, and knowing the character of the people smong
whom they are living, should have shrunk instinetively, with
purely patriotic motives, from the fatuity of the Ibert Bill
It may, however, be useful to those who reside at a distanee,
and who have no local experience, to have it explained to them
by a striking living example, wherein the strength and weak-
ness of the eause resides, and for that purpose I do not know any
example that can be more appropriate than that of Babu Rajen-
dralala Mitra. If, after reading the following pages, any
European feels that he would like to be subjected to his juris-
diction, in eriminal eases, he must have o courage posseased by
few; or if he thinks he conld depend on his knowledge, or
impartiality, to do him justice, as he could on one of his own
countrymen, he must be strangely constituted in mind, body,
and estate.
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CHAPTER T.

4 INTRODUCTION.

- . PERSONAL.

J AurnoveH the stady of Indian Archmology may to most people
appear a very insignificant and trivial affair, to me it happens
to have been far otherwise. Thongh I will not say it has been
the most important business of my life, it certainly has been its
most important recreation, and I have derived from it more

|enjoyment than from perhaps any other source. Ibegan the
stndy some fifty years ago, at the time when the genius of

rinsep was re-ereating, and breathing fresh life into the |
‘chaotic mass of idle fables, which, before his time, represented
~_ " the history and doctrines of Buddhism. The chronology of

» " the sect and the biography of its founder were then daily

. assuming shape and becoming clearer ; but little hiad been done

- " to nscertain what their architecture had been, or to diseriminate

_what really belonged respectively to Buddhism, to the Jains or
‘to the Hindus, still less had the origin of these various forms
. _been traced, or how they arose, and what their influence was
- on each other. What little had been attempted, was of the
“hagiest and most tentative charncter.
Seeing and regretting this state of things, I determined, as

" far as in me lsy, to try to remedy it, and the success that

| Jattended my endeavours to effect this rendered the next few
« _years perhaps the happiest of my life. Even now I look back

. with more pleasure to the time I spent in this investigation

+  than to any other epoch in my life. Nothing conld exceed the

5 _j.,:»da]ight I experienced in visiting the varions cities of Hindostan,

| g0 picturesque in their decay, or so beautiful in their modern
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2 ARCHEOLOGY IN INDIA, »

garh. It would be difficnlt to realise any greater enjoyment than
wandering with my small sowaree of well-bred camels among
the wildly picturesque scenery of Rajputana, and visiting all
those scenes and cities over which the writings of Tod have
shed such a halo of romance. But beautiful though the scenery
of Central India may be, and romantic as its history certainly is,
the interest of Western India, to an archmologist, is centred in
its caves. Situated in picturesque glens or in solitary rocky
places, all the religions of India have left imperishable records
of their religions aspirations in these localities, such as must
interest every one capable of gympathy with the devotional
feelings of his fellow-men.

Day by day, as I wandered through these beautiful regions,
the conditions of the problem I was attempting to solve became
more and more apparent. Nowhere are the styles of archutee-
ture so various as in India, and nowhere are the changes so
rapid, or follow laws of so fixed a nature. It is consequently
easy to separate the varions styles into well-defined groups,
with easily recognised peculiarities, and to trace sequences of
development in themselves quite certain, which, when a dete
can be affixed to one of the series, render the entire chronology
certain and intelligible,

Before T left India the styles were all perfectly well defined
in my mind, the sequences determined and the dates at least
npproximately fixed. Since then, by collecting photographs
and following up the information that has since been obtained
from inseriptions and other sources, I now feel sufficient con-
fidence to boast that if any one would produce me a set of photo-
graphs of any aneient building in India, I would tell him with-
in fifty miles of where it was situated, and within fifty years of
when it was built. He would be u bolder and more confident

" man than I am who could feel sure that this may not be proved
‘i to be wrong hereafter, but up to the present time I see no

« /4 it practical difficulty about it,—within certain limits of course.
kil jout: The extremely favourable circumstances under which I
/" entered upon s engrossing and fascinating a pursnit, the
DL study of Indian Archwology became sufficient to render a fen

Lo ru:'f sojourn in Indin singularly enjoyable. But in addi-
Fi Wi T S At
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tion to this, all my relations with the natives of India were of
the most gratifying and satisfactory nature. From the Rajahs
of Central India, who afforded me princely hospitality, and
asgistance during my varions journeys, down to the nstive
servants who remained with me from first to last during my
sojourn in India, all my interconrse with the inhabitants of the
conntry were of the most agreeable nature. I was proud to
ennmernte among my personal friends many of the upper classes
in Bengal, and all my relations with them were pleasing and
cordial ; while I shall never meet again with a set of servants
who served me so faithfully, so honestly, from the time when I
first landed in India till I left its shores. I never had a dispute
with any native of the conntry, nor harboured any angry
foeling against any one, and when I finally left the country,
every recollection of it and its inhabitants was of the
most pleasurable nature. I left India with regret, and should
willingly have returned to scenes of so much _gnjoyment, if
circumstances over which I had no control had not prevented
my so doing. The first unpleasantness that has ocenrred to me
during my connéction with the conntry and its inhabitants, has
been this gratnitous and most unexpected attack on me and my
works by Babu Rajendralals, and which has given rise to the
present protest, against the terms in which it is formulated.
When I left India the Mutiny had not oecurred to distnrh
the relations between Europeans and natives, and more than
this, the party usually designated as * Young Bengal,” did not
then exist, These are the creation of another age and another
state of things, and are one of the most unsatisfactory results
of our attempts to force our civilization on a people not yet
prepared to receive it. One of the first effects of educating
any set of men beyond anything known in their own class,
and of treating them as equals before they have acquired any
title, morally and intellectnally, to be considered as such, is to
inspire them with the most inordinate comeeit in themselves.
They soon learn to consider themselves not as equal to their
former masters, but as superior, and they turn round and glory
in their own fancied superiority. Nothing could exceed the
“furore " with which the whole native press of Bengal, a few
B2
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years ago, exulted in abusing every member of the European
community, No character, however respectable or respected,
was safe agninst its attacks. Facts were of no consequence.
It wos so much easier to invent than to collect them, that
they could be supplied to any extent on any given ocecasion.
The thing at last became an intolerable nnisance, and it was
to try and stop this that the Vernacular Press Act of 1878
was passed unanimously by Lord Lytton’s Council. It might
have been wiser to despise it, and leave it alone to cure itself ;
but gross unfounded slander and misrepresentation are hard
to bear, and those who are unfamiliar with the extent to
which it was earried on are hardly fair Judges of the feelings
Which led to its ensctment. The outburst enti only be compared
to the delight with which an emancipated slave turns to abuso
his former master when he feels he can do so with perfect im-
munity from any evil consequences to himself ; and of this, nnder
our sentimental government, he easily could feel so assured,
The Act has since been repealed, in whole or in part, and I
have no means of knowing how far its sction tended to repress
the public expression of the slanderons attacks against which
it was directed. But the feeling remains, and it may conse-
quently be interesting to present to the publie a portrait of one
of the best and most typical of the class. If it is well drawn
and o good likeness, politicians, even in this eountry, will be
able to understand why Europeans in India shject to be
governed by Bengalis, and why all this agitation has arisen
about what to them appears an infinitesimal grievance. Thongh
Indian Archwology may be considered as beneath the attention
of the English public, the Ilbert Bill is certainly not so, and no
means of bringing it home, and rendering it intelligible to the
masses, appears to me so appropriate as examining a typieal
specimen of one of the proposed class of governors, and secing
what stufl they are made of. For this purpose there is probably
no example so suitable as Babu Rajendralala. He has written
in English more, and under more favourable cirenmstances, than
any native of Bengal, and has consequently, laid his aspirations
his mode of attaining them more bare than any of his eonfreres,
g0 that out of his own mouth it will be casy to-judge how far
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the class to which he belongs are worthy of the confidence it
is proposed to repose in them.

No one who has resided long in Bengal, or has been in
familiar interconrse with the educated classes of the natives of
that country, but mnst have been struck with the marvellous
facility with which they acquire our language, and at least a
superficial familiarity with the principal features of our arts
and sciences. The truth of the matter is, their powers of
memory are prodigious. No other nation in the world could
have handed down their earliest literature from primmval times
to the present day without the intervention of any kind of
writing. But it seems an established fact, that till nearly the
Christian era, the Vedas were transmitted from generation to
generation by oral recitation only, and that even now Brahmins
ean be found who can commit the whole to memory, and repeat
it consecutively, without the aid of any written text. Memory
is, in faet, the Indian’s forte; but knowledge acquired by its aid
only, is apt to be superficial, and sadly wanting in depth and
earnestness. It is such, however, as in these days of competi-
tive examinations would enable a native of India to distance
an Angle-Saxon easily in any strnggle for pre-eminence, If a
sufficient number of Bengalis could afford to come to England
and reside here for the time required to prepare for their
cxamination, the whole of the Civil Service of Bengal would
fall into their hands. In the farest possible instances could
any Englishman compete with them, and if the selection were
fairly made. As tested by the Civil Service examination, it
would be impossible to refuse them any or every appointment,
whatever we may think of their other qualifications for the
Bervice.

Perhaps, however, the most glaring defect of this easily
acquired knowledge is the inevitable conceit it engenders. A
man who by his powers of memory alone has become familiar
with & great mass of scientific facts, is apt to consider himself
quite equal to those who, by long study and careful reasoning,
have assimilated the great truths of scientific knowledge. With-
out any previous study or preparation, he does not see why he
should not * profess " any scicnce he may take a faney to, and
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pronounce dogmatically on any series of facts that may come
before him,

On any other hypothesis it is diffienlt to understand how a
scholar like Babu Rajendralals, who had fairly gained distine-
tion by u life-devotion to Sanserit literature, should, when
long past middle age, have thought that by merely willing it,
without any previous preparation, he could aequire an equal
Pposition as an archwologist.' In 1868, however, .he undertook
to conduct & party of artists and photographers to explore the
antiquities of Orissa, and to bring away casts of some of its
sculptures, and in 1871 to write the two ponderous tomes on
the Antiquities of Orissa, which were to enlighten the world on
one of the most difficult branches of Indian archeology,

" To most men, if ambitious of aequiring a position among
archwmologists, this commission from Government wonld have
been considered as the best possible opportunity of doing so.
But to avail bimself of it to any extent, certain qualifications
were required of which the Babn was practically deficient, In
the first place, he has no knowledge of architectural draftsman-
ship, surveying, or plan-drawing even to a limited degree.
Besides these deficiencies, it would have required a considerable
amount of hard work to examine and master the details of
8 sufficient number of buildings, to be able to write any-
thing sbout them that would be worth reading; and a greater
smount of patient study and reading to comprehend the
subject fully. Neither of these were consistent with the Bubu's
habit of body and mind ; some shorter path to eminenee must
be found, and its discovery does the Babu's ingenuity consider-
able credit, whatever may be thought of it in other respects,

* In the *Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society,"in 1880, 1 stated very clear]
my belief that, befarn 1871, Baba Rajendra had never turned his “ﬁﬁﬂh 'I'i
archaological subjocts, To this he replied in the * Bombay Gazetto, May 25,
that he considered thmnb@m[m"wmmt, not to say scurrilons,” which
may b considered by his countrymen ok a sufficient answer 1o me.  Bot to 5

waork or paragraph in any work ho had written, showing that bahld,inﬁn'u
1571, turned bis attention to the subject.  As none, however, are adduced by
him in answer to my Mkmhmmfmymﬂwﬁutmmh

|
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In this country the process may be said to be unknown; but in
Germany—if I am rightly informed—it is not nncommon.
When any professor who in his younger duys has attained to
eminence in any line of research, either through indolence or
senility, fails to keep abreast of the knowledge of the day, some
younger man seizes the opportunity to expose his shortcomings.
If he sncceeds, and maintains his position, he mounts on the
shoulders of the superannuated professor; and from that high
ground starts with a considerable advantage in the struggle
for fame. If he fails, he fails ignominiously ; but, in the keeu
competition for eminence, the risk is worth running, and the
advantage of showing your superiority to a name that has
hitherto been respected is so great, that it is at all events
worth trying for. Some such scheme seems to have suggested
itself to Babu Rajendralala, and he paid me the compliment
of selecting me as the person to be operated upon.

Even then it would have required much mord knowledge of
the eubject than the Babu possessed to enable him to point
out errors in my works of sufficient magnitude to obtain
a hearing from the public; but, in lien of this, he hit on
a grievance which not only enabled him, in his own eyes, to
expose the errors of my ways, but to pose s a patriot before
the world, and especially before his own countrymen, as
dofending the cause of India against the slanders of an
ignorant and prejudiced foreigner |

In some of my various works on architecture, having ascer-
tained that the Indians employed wood, and wood ouly, for all
architectaral purposes in early times, though using it with
great magnificence and appropristeness, I snggested that, it was
not ill they came in contact with the Greeks and other nations
using stone, that they thought of employing that more durable
but less tractable material for architectural purposes. It
cortainly was so in Central Asin, The palaces of Assyria,
though among the most magnificent and gorgeous which the
world has ever known, are wholly of sunburnt brick and wood ;
not one single stone, used architecturally, is to be found in
Nineveh or Babylon. It was not till Cambyses, the son of
Cyrus, met with the stone-using nations in Egypt that he
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and his successors thought of employing it too, the stone
palaces of Susa and Persepolis being the result. 8o it was in
Lycia and clsewhere. In no instance did the Indians adopt
the architectural designs of the contemporary nations; they
repeated their own wooden forms in the more durable material,
and we are and ought to be grateful to them for so doing,
otherwise we would not know what their carly architectural
modes of expression really were,

A very little reflection will easily convinee any one that for
almost all purposes wood is a preferable material to stone or
brick, especially in tropical elimates, where enclosed spaces for -
purposes of warmth are not a desideratum. Far greater spaces
ean be roofed with it, with fewer points of support, and more
light or sirintroduced everywhere. It is much more easily orna-
mented with carving, and it also takes colour more readily and
permanently. For all palatial or domestie architectural pur-
poses it certainly was to be preferred; so at least the Indiang
thought in ancient times, and so the Burmese think at the
present day, So also do the Chinese, the Japanese, and in
fact all the nations of the East. The one defect with whieh it
can be reproached is want of durability, though thut can hardly
be laid to its charge in India, as there exists at the present day
at Karli, and in other caves in that neighbourhood, woodwork
that was put up in them before the Christian ora, or 2000 years
ago. Notwithstanding this exceptional durability of teak wood,
wy impression is that the White Antd had mueh more to do
with the adoption of stone as an architectural material than
any msthetic or constructive consideration, or certainly than any
mania for copying from the Greeks or any other nation. As
far as splendour or beanty of design are concerned, it is much
to be regretted that they ever abandoned their first favourite
materinl.  We, however, have benefited thereby, but only
because, before they did so, they left in the rock, copies of
the wooden buildings they had been aceustomed to erect in, or
near. their cities, and 80 preserved to our time a knowledge
of the early forms of them, which otherwise would have been
lost to us in consequence of their not using the more
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Having in the course of my investigations ascertained that
the Indians used wood, and wood only, in all their architec-
tural works up to the time of Asoka (say 250 p.c.), it ocenrred
to mo that the case was so nearly parallel to that of Persia,
that I ventured to suggest that they had taken s hint from
the stone-using Greeks, and adopted in their subsequent works
the more durable materisl, At the time I attached very little
importance to the suggestion, and am inclined to attach still
less to it now. If any one likes to argue that the Indians,
from their habit of copying their wooden buildings in the rock,
acquired a fondness for the more durable material, and
a familiarity with its use, which induced them to employ it in
their structural buildings also, I have very little to urge against .
the hypothesis. It seems incapable of proof or of disproof.
The change of material is of the least possible importance, as
far ns the Indians are concerned: it is only so to us. Had
they nsed stone earlier, we should have been able to carry back
the history of architecture in India toa much more remote
period, and have been sble to master many problems which
are at present insoluble. But otherwise, as I have often said,
one of the great charms of the study of Indian architecture is
that we find & completely developed style of wooden architee-
ture such a8 we have nowhere else, and can trace its conversion
into lithic forms, till at last we lose all trace of its wooden
origin, Though changing the material, as I said long ago, it
remained thronghout s & purely indigenous art, without any _
trace of Egyptian or of classical art;" **nor can it be affirmed | 0 *
that it borrowed anything directly from Babylonia or Assyria.™! /25" v

As I have always maintained, there is nowhere in archi- . -
teetural history any example where we can find a stylo s0 ¢ A
thoroughly local and original, and where we can trace every i
step from the earliest “ incunabula” to its decay and final
absorption into other styles. Nor do I know any style that
wns 8o little influenced or so little interfered with by any
foreign architectural influence.

This, however, was not the view taken of the matter by
Babu Rajendra. His patriotic soul was fired with uncontrolled

14 Histary of Indian Architogture, p. 59,
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indignation at the bare idea of his countrymen having taken
a hint from foreigners, or borrowed a single idea from such a
people as the Greeks, and in consequence he, after his return
- from conducting the Government Expedition to Katak in
1868-69, wrote in January 1871 o paper which Le read to the
Asintic Bociety of Bengal, of which a résumé, written by
himself, appeared in their * Proceedings ' in that month,

The motive for its appearance at that time was probably to
justify the Government for having entrusted to him the
conduct of the expedition to Orissa, and to prove to them how
capable he was of undertaking the publication of its results,
by showing his superiority to previons labourers in the field.
I at least am quite unable to account for the phenomena on
any other theory than this.

The following extracts will explain the nature and the line
of argument chosen by the Babn :—

“An opinion is gaining ground that the ancient Aryans
were not proficient in the art of building substantial edifices
with stone and bricks, but that the primitive Hindus were
dwellers in thatched huts and mud-houses, Mr, Fergusson,
who has adopted this opinion, adds that the Hindus learnt the
art of building from the Greciuns, who ecame to India with
Alexander, and that the oldest specimens of architecture in
the country appear to be in the first stage of transition from
wood to stone,

“It is denied " (by the Babu) “ that the Buddhist religion—
& mere reformation of the old Hinda faith—eould have any
influence in originating architecture, and the invasion of
Alexander is compared with the British expeditions to Abys-
sinin, in which very little impression was produced on the
domestic arts of the Abyssinians. It is difficalt to believe
that Alexander brought with him any number of
quarriers, masons, and architects, to leave some behind him
for the education of the people of this conntry in architecture ;
and it would be absurd to suppose that a king like Asoka,
who is presumed to have lived originally in thatehed huts,
mldnfhiuowulmwdmdfnr architects -and quarriers
from Gmhbuﬂdhim:pthn.“&c. :
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I confess that at the time I first read this I was very much
surprised that Babu Rajendra should have thonght of attacking
me at all, still more that he should have done so by so gross a
misrepresentation of anything I had ever written. Up to
that time the Babu was only known as an eminent Banscrit
gcholar, of which language 1 knew nothing; our paths conse-
quently had never erossed, and I had never mentioned his name
nor allnded to him in anything I have ever said or written.
It could not therefore be from personal feelings that he wrote.
My astonishment was still greater in considering the mode of
attack. I was then quite ignorant of the motives that impelled
him to make it, or how he could hope to profit by it. It was
not till long after that I perceived that it was only intended as
u declaration of s war, which he knew—though I did not—
he could earry on at his leisure under the Agis and with the
assistance of the Bengal Government.

I consequently waited for nearly two years, in hopes that the
publication of the paper at length would throw some light
on the subject, and perhaps solve the mystery. I then learned
that its publication would probably be deferred fo the Greek
Kalends. In fact it never was published or intended to be.
Perhaps never written, or even read to the Bociety ; though it
is very little to the credit of the Asintic Society of Bengal that
they should have allowed their prineipal officer, who was then, as
now, practically the manager of the Society and editor of their
journal, to use its pages for personal attacksof this sort, without
insisting on some proof being afforded of their justice. The
fuct is, however, that the Bengal Society has almost ceased to
concern itself with artistic or archmological matters, in which
it formerly attained to such eminence, and devotes itself almost
wholly to natural history, hence its members are searcely
likely to notice a matter of this sort, nor will they, unless Babn
Rajendra one day decides on attempting to become as eminent
in zoology as he is supposed to be in archmology.

Tired of waiting longer, I at length addressed s letter to the
*Indian Antiquary,’* protesting against the misrepresentations
of my meaning, in the paper above reforred to, snd challenging

! Wol. i, . 98, for January 1875,
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him to produce the passages on which he fonnded his ncousa-
tions. Under these circumstances it appears there were—as
Mr. Gladstone would say—three courses open to the Babu in
his reply. First, to quote the passages he referred to; and
secondly, to produce a building of an architectural character
built before the time of Asoks, and so prove me to be
wrong; and thirdly, to admit that he had read my works
hastily and without due attention, and to apologise for having
done so,

The first alternative was not open to him, because there is
not a single paragraph in any work I have ever written that
even by the most foreed construction will bear that meaning,
and the whole context shows that all I have written on this
subject was meant to express exactly the contrary,

Ever sinee this controversy arose, both General Cunningham
and the Babu have been searching all India to find some
example to bear out the second contention, but hitherto in vain.
At one time, indeed, the Babu gave it up. In the * Antiquities
of Orissa,’ vol. 1. page 15, he gays: “We do not for & moment
wish to question the fact that no authentic stone building has
been met with of an age anterior to the age of Ascka"—this
in 1875. In 1881, when professing to reprint this csaay,' he
alters this phrase and says: “T venturs to question the fact
that no authentic, &ec,” but he quotes mone nor gives any
reason for his change of opinion. Genera] Cunningham also
disputes the assertion in his third volume,? and states: “T do
not suppose that building with stone was unknown to the
Indians at the time of Alexander’s invasion. On the contrary,
I will show in another portion of #his report not only that stone
buildings were in use befors that time, but that some of these
are standing at the present day” The Greneral, however,
forgot to redeem the promise so given, and though ten years
have elapsed since that paragraph was written, he has not yeb
found time to produee the buildings he refers to. But after all

! ‘Indo-Aryane' By Rajendralala Miten, LLD, O.LE. Two volumes,
octavn, Lniulqm. Ed. Stanfuni, Charing Cross: W, Nowman and Cu,, Cal-
cutin. 1881 -

* Reports, vol. il. p. 98, 1573,
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this is merely negative evidence, at best, which any day may be
upset by some new discovery —though it is hardly now probable
—but the positive evidence is distinct and irrefragable. No one
can look at any cave of the Mauryan era, and not see that every
feature and every detail is copied from a wooden original, and
that the people who used these forms did not build in stone,
and had never used stone architecture in any ornamental
building, thongh in mere * building " or engineering works, of
conrse stona or brick was generally if not always employed.!

The third conrse I have indieated above was still open,
and is the one that would probably have been adopted by an
ordinary controversionalist. But if the Babu had done so, he
must have admitted that he was in the wrong and so forfeited
his claim to his prevogative of infallibility, and he would,
moreover, also have been obliged to abandon his cause of
complaint against me, and give up at once a line of argument
by which he hoped to rise to greatness and fame.

It wos in vain I wrote in my letter just alluded to, “ My
belief is, nnd always was, that the palaces of the Mauryan
Kings of Palibothra were at least as extensive—certainly more
gorgeous—and probably cost 8 much money as those of the
Mogul Emperors of Agra and Delhi, and yet they certainly
were in wood.” Yet in 1878 he writes :—

% As 1 have been & voluminous a writer on architectrral subjects, it handly
poems necossary that 1 should be called upon to define what 1 mean by the
term, which 1 have always used in one sense and one only. - Architecture 1
bave always understood to apply to the fine art of ornamental building, either
iri wood or stone, or other materials, as contradistinguished from the usgful art
of biuilding or elvil engineering. 1 have written a good many works on archi-
toctnre but nons on building, and 1 might, L l':.nqr.l.ullh'ndhund-ﬂmd
the term. But the Baba has looked up his dictionary, and mays, 1 have
always nsed the worl architecture in the ondinary dictionary meaning of ity
 art or sclence of puilding,’ and not in the mathetic sense, of the ornnmenta-
tion of buildings a8 distinct Immthmmhlﬂulwlmn(
piling stones or bricks for making houses™ (preface to * Indo-Aryana, P ¥)e

most marked distinction between the two branches of the art of building, and
us it is my works the Babu is criticising, he is bound to sccept my definition
of the subject; bmt pine-tenths of the misundersiandings and objections in
his book arise from his inability to see, oF uowillingoess to mimit, this pere
fietly obvicus distioetion. — 4. rd Gy 4 e
(R prf:{‘ o Collins, #pa- Cimd Sagomcan ' L04 ] f: Q
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“The admission that the Indians did employ stone in
building foundations of houses and in city walls, gates,
bridges, and embankments from long before Asoka’s time
goes n great deal farther than what its author wished it to go.!
It throws on the suthor the onus of proving that men who

conld, and did, build stone walls, confined their talent to city
walls and embankments, but eonld not, or did notf, extend it
to the superstructure of their houses: that having built a
brick or stone foundation as high as the plinth, they en-
conntered some obstacle, intelleetual, material or artistie, to
push it higher, and bring it to the level of the ceiling, until
taught to surmount it by Greek adventurers or their half-
caste descendants. The admission drives us to the inference,
that the men who, according to Megasthenes, had built walls
30 feet high round Palibothra,® conld not feel the ndvantage
of having a masonry wall for their king's residence for the
protection of his treasury, Such an inference is unjust to a
nation whose inventive and intellectnal faculties were second
to those of no other ruce on earth, and which in the domain
of philosophy attained an altitude which none has yet sur-
passed,”

He winds up with a piece of Babu English, which it is well
worth quoting as indieative of the whale nature of controversy,
He is evidently proud of if, ns he reprints it verbatim in his
“Indo Aryans,’ in 1881, p. 48:—

“In history, as in other concerns of the world, it is infinitely
better, in any given point regarding which sufficient data are
wanting, to acknowledge the fact, than to eonjure up hypotheses

* Does Megnsthenes say 5o ? 1 don't know w nor does the Bab
any hiﬂllgihhmfnmuunymnhm £ i
" *Buddba Gayn' By Rajendralala.  Chap. iv. p, 168,
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hedged in by fAimsy pretences of ‘it seems,' “it is probable,’
‘it is very likely,’ which, when proceeding from men of high
standing and undoubted talent, serve only to shroud the cuusa
of truth in impermeable gloom. Ancient Indian history, from
its hazy character, has#uffered practically from hasty generali-
sations and er cathedrd assertions, and we cannot be too eareful
in guarding it against them."!

If instead of inditing sentimental nonsense about the injured
feclings of his countrymen, the Babu had only spent a few
hours in studying the photographs of the Mauryan Chaitya caves
of Western India, such a one for instance as this at Bhajs, he

' * Boddha Gaya,' chap, iv. p. 168,
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conld not have failed to pereeive, even with his limited know-
ledge of art, that they were literal copies of structures, builk
with wood, and wood only. The sloping pillars of the nave,! the
wooden ribs of the roof, the sersen in front, the great timbers
of the fagade, and the ornamentation thronghout, are all wooden
features, and such as eould not, or laast would not, be nsed
by any one familiar with consiructions in stone. Tt is only
an interior, however, like all the cave structures, both in
the east and west of India, thongh a singularly beantiful one,
and exquisitely adapted for the purposes for which it was
intended  Nothing invented before or since is lighted so
perfectly,” and the disposition of the parts, for an assembly of
the faithful or the accommodation of a choir of priests, is
what the Christians nearly reached in after times, but never
quite equalled. Unfortunately we do not know, and probably
never will, what the form of their exteriors was. But the
facility with which wood eonld be used in framed construe-
tions might lead them to forms of great variety and great
magnificence, It is only in the seventh and eighth centuries

when the Hindus took to copying these Buddhist structures

in stone, that we get a hint of what their external forms were,
But the Raths at Mahavellipnr are undoubtedly . Buddhist
Vibaras and Chaityas in stone, though nearly a 1000 years in
date after the caves of Bhaja and Bedsa, and during that long
period they have been changed and sltered to such an extent
us to render many features nearly unrecognisable.

! Among the most striking features of this and all the enrly Indian caves

are the sloping pillars and jambs which were employed in wooden constrog-
tions to counteract the tendency to spread in theso circular roofs.  Even when
ecnstrueted wholly of wood, this tendency is inovitable without tierods of
lie-ﬁ\:m.l—htlﬂﬂ:lu Eh A great oxtent obviated by this moans, In the
earlier caves axin the Lomas Rishi (* Indian Architecture,’ woodour 43), or st
Ehaja, the doorway naturally fullows the Hines of the pillars, which both the

H‘hmmcmlﬂzhlmpmmmmu
I mot. 1t is one of the most certain tests ng an Egyptian form, which it

disappear entirely in Indis, though eurio oy
affernarils o the Peaka wl:;h e i Thibes S o o i Joug

'Eum;ﬂrl:mlbn'l’huhmm,‘p.m.
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It iﬂ&éﬁﬁf’“ i ,.r- i why the early Buddhists preferred
wood to stone for theiteretions. Their worship required halls
of the greatest dimen'ﬁ;fﬂgr could obtain, without vaults,
which they certainly could oW construct, in those early times
b least. Wood was comsequently the only material with
which they conld form ght and ornamental roofs. The
Hindus, on the contraryy, it their temples only required
a celln 10 or 20 feet cube, amd a tower over it to give
it dignity. These conld be easily and better constracted in
stone than in wood; theirs' vas, in foct, s essentially an
external styls of architecture, ad that of the Buddhists was an
internal one: hence the cssemtial difference between them.!
Possibly even the earliest temples of the Hindus may have been
partially in wood ; at least, if this were not so, it is difficult to
account for their entire disappearares. | We have not a trace of |
one anterior to, say, 500 an., and then the style is complote and
settled in all its proportions, as ifithad long been practised.

We have no means of knowing, and probably never shall
know, how far this wooden architectnre and the econstruction
of these Chaitys halls extend backward Halls larger and
finer than any we now find copied in the rock probably oxisted
at the time of Buddha's sdvent; but, being in wood, all of
course have perished. What we do kﬂl_\_lut in the time of
Asoka (p.c. 250) at Buddha Gayn, and afte
down, at ull events, fill the erestion
whenever they nsed stoue Iy, it s literal
of some wooden form, bk of wood used m umentally, a8
it always was when employed for the _
magnificence, as contradistingnished from ¥
or agricultural purposes, which are the on
Babu's imagination seems capable of rising. -

Besides this lavish amonnt of timber, thdfe i @very reason
to believe that metal was employed to o very considersble

e TR

5 oy
1 o

' It s eurious to observe that tho problom was e "FJ_____ 1 in the
western workd about the same time, The Pagan style vl , efiernal one
and the principal ornamentation of the temjples was on o The

early Cliristian churches, 1o mark their contempt to Pagan pwectices devoted

all thefr wealth to the interior, and neglected entirely the extena
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extent to ornament and accentuate the wooden forms employed.
At least, it is extremely difficult otherwise to nnderstand many
of the forms employed. The disks, for instance, on the rails,
and the half-disks at the junction of the rails with the lintels,
are such as might be used in metal, but conld hardly have been
suggested by any stone or #ooden construction, and many
details of ornamentation can| be explained by this hypothesis |
which seem inexplicable on any other. '

That the Chaityn halls were atorned with paintings is almost |
certain ; there are plain spaces left npparently for that purpose, |

* ‘which were afterwards so employed ; but paintings are perigh=' |

able even in the rock, and none now remain in the earliest caves,
Seulpture in stone, too, was certainly employed lavishly, not
indeed in the Chaitys halls, but on their facades and in the,
vibaras. The oldest viharg at Bhaja' is covered with senlp-
tures, and so is the fagade of ghe Anants Uave, which is n.ppu-‘:
rently the oldest cave 8t Batak—probably 200 n.o. ; but therel
i8 1o reason for supposing that even they are the oldest. The'
art may have been pesctised long before then, though probably

-

i wood. At least, il some earlier examples in stone are dis-
covered, this is the only safo inference.

Be all this as it may, we now know of a certainty thut,
during the three ‘eenturies that elapeed from the time when
Asoka commenced copying in stone the wooden rails of his
ancestors, till the time at least that the gateways of the Sanchi
tope were finished, in the first century after Christ, the
Indians had an art of architecture of their own, and practised
it partly in stone, but mostly in wood, with consummate skill
and benuty, and great originality. It is troe, nevertheless,
that the ornnmental details of Asoka's Lits and some parts of
the early rails were borrowed from Assyria, or rather Persin.’
The examples are too few for any very definite conclusions to
be drawn from them; but where the construetive forms have
also been copied, they go very far to prove that in the second
and third centuries before Christ wood was the material used

! *Cave Tamples of Tndin,’ p. 513 et seg. pl. xevi. xevii. and xeviii.
* ‘History of Indian Architectare,’ woodeuts 3 to 6, and 27, Cunning-
b’ * Stupa’ Bharhnt,* ple. 2. and xi., &e,

£
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for architectural purposes in Central Asis, as essentially as it
was in Indin. The subjeet deserves far more attention than
has hitherto been bestowed mpon it ; for if it can be shown
that this was the ease, it throws a flood of light on many
details of early Indian ;mmm, which, withont this
suggestion, wonld remain imsxplieable enigmus. They may
have taken a hint as to mate=al from the Greeks, but not one
form or one detail of their archifeeture is to be found, at all
avents, till a much later period, on the Indian side of the
Indus. But what is more to omr present purpose is that, at
that time, the upper classes of India were as far removed—
probably farther—from being * dwellers in thatched huts and
mud honses” as they were at nny period between that time
ani the present day.

Notwithstanding this, Babn Rajendralala cannot shake off
the ides that, unless men build stons femples and palaces, they
mist be savages.! 1t is this absurd eontention that runs
throngh all his reasoning on the origin and progress of Indian
architeeture in his ponderons tomes, pad not only renders
them glaring evidences of his inability to grasp the simplest
archmological problems, and are us littld creditable to himself
as the Government under whose anspices they were published.

' If Babn Rajendra has a theory that the greab King Ascka lived in a
mud or thatched “ hut™ till the Greeks taught him to build a palace, ar
knows any one who proposes such an sbsund hypo & he is quite right to
siute it, and deal with it ns ho pleases. It is simply Abe |, however, to
attempt to father such an assertion on me, withouf, befng able to adduce a
singhcoxpression in any work of mine, that could hj'ﬂi most foroed inter-
pretation bear this meaning. It Is childish to persevers in this oo
my repeated denials of any such meaning, and aftd ’ pase
considered the palaces of the Muuryan kings were al e p A gostly and as
mnpiﬁmtuthmdihahngulmpm'm el
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CHAPTER II.
K CAVER,

Towanos the end of Jupe 1887 T was fortunate enough to be
(able to pay a visit, thongh a hurried one, to these caves, The
. | weather, however, was hhuﬂ the rain heavy, as might be

ST expected at that time #-;_ﬂigenr. The principal excavations

| were then inhabited Uy fakize, who denied all approach to their
- 'abodes. 1 saw anﬂk}j,: however, to convince me of their
“extreme importance o the history of Indian art, the serions
study of which was then beginning to oceupy my attention,

In the following eold westher Lieut. Kittoe visited the
eaves ; and thongh his visit was nearly as hurried as mine, the
season of the year was more favourable, and he brought away
a number of sketehes. I had only time to make three or four ;!

“{  his were afterwards published in the geventh volume of

¢ Prinsep's Journal® (plates xxxix. to xliv.), and, though
valuable ns a conbribution, were very far from exhansting the
subject, which I considered of vital importavce to the history
of Indian art. I consequently never ccased to agitate for
something farther being done to elucidate the matter. At
last, in 1868 principally, T believe, in consequence of my

intimaey with Mr, (afterwnrds Sir) Henry

Cole and Guj.aral Scott, the Society of Arts were moved to
memorialise the Indian Government on the subject, with the
happy resu’t, that it was induced to authorise the expenditure
of n le sum to obtain casts from these caves, and

other rﬁnﬂhs archmologieal objects in India,
In comsequence of this, in the cold weather of 1868-69,

1 of th mmﬂiﬂ:nﬂmwnﬂrﬂﬂlhﬂmyfdhwwkmm
Rl s
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a considerable party of moulders, photographers, and artists
were despatched under the aunspices of Sir Willinm Grey, then
the Licut.-Governor of Bengal, to visit Katak, as I thonght for
the purpose of moulding and portraying these caves, and the
superintendence of the whole was confided to Babu Rajendralala
Mitra,! who sccompanied it in the character of archieologist.
If my hopes were high, my disappointment was equally great
when I found that the party had never gone mear the caves,

but had spent their money and their time in taking 119 g

squeezes from eight different temp'es at Bhuvaneswara. In
themselves they are pretty enongh, us illustrations of Indian
seulpture and ornaments, as it pxisted between the seventh
to the eleventh century; but for any scientific purpose, as
illustrating the architecture or archmology of the subject,
they are absolutely worthless. I have at eonsiderable pains
arranged the set of these casts at South Kensington pecording to
the temples to which they belong, and have tried to obtain &
historieal sequence ; but, even then, neither 1, nor, I fancy, any
one else, can make anything of them. They are taken at random
apparently, as they conld be most easily got at by the
moulders, without any discrimination and intelligible purpose.® -

! | was not aware when I wrote previously ou the subject that Babu
Rajendm sccompanied the expedition as “a volunteer without my,” and
from some expressions in the official documents 1 inferred that he was included
with the other members who elamoured loudly for an increase on their mtarmn,
and which Government had so much dificulty in adjusting. _As he sys he
was an unpaid volunteer, however, I am bound to believe him, and expres
my regret that inndvertently I was led into an error, for which 1 beg to
apologise. In Mr. Locke's Beport, printed in tho Appendix A, it will be
observed ho says, “1 should, however, add that it includes some expenses,
which ought to be borne by the grant madd to Babu Rajendralals Mitm, and
which, if so debited, would reduce the item to something nearer the estimated
amount.” The wording is o curious, that others, as well as myself, might
be  misled intunnppniug:hum&hwl'pﬂmtn{m
Government.”

* n & note, p. 5, of his second volume, the Babu makes merry with my
mistake, in sying they spent time in “easting minarcts, breanse there were
po minarets to cast!” He forgets that I was quoting from his own official
Report, reprinted in the Appendix. There “the Rajrani minaret, in twelve
ﬁmﬂ&&ﬂh@h,‘kaﬂdﬁmmﬁm&mﬂlﬁ.[ﬂniﬂuﬂmﬁm the
expense aguin enumerntes this minarel as costing 100 rupees! What has
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As they are published in the Babu's books, ii. to xx. and xxxi. to
xxxvi. of the first volume, of the ‘ Antiquities of Orissa,’ merely
arranged apparently to suit the convenience of the artist or the
lithographer, the confusion, that I have partially removed af
Bouth Kensington, is worse confounded ; and if any archaolo-

gists can make any sequence or meaning out of them, they are ?

cleverer than I am. There are no plans or elevations or diagrams
to show whether they are architectural features, used to express
or sccentuate construction, or whether they are merely orna-
mental details to enrich the outline and to relieve barrenness
of any plain part of the temple.' -
The truth of the matter seems to be, that if the Babu, before
being sent to Orissa, had ever heard or thought of the Udayagiri
Caves, he had not the least idea of their archmological value.
One cast in his estimation was as good ns another, and he
naturally preferred those that might glorify his own religion,
and consequently preferred Bhuvaneswara to Udayagiri. |

become of it T have no means of knowing. 1t is not among the casts sent
home to South Keusington. Tt does not apprar in any photograph 1 have
scen, amd I8 not mentioned in the Babu's book. 1 presume, however, it
exists, and will Yurn up some day. A pillar 25 feet high s not a thing to be
stowed away in o copboard and lost sight of, Tt is not meotioned, so far os I
can see, in the * Antiquities of Orissa,’ nor illustrated by any drawing or photo-
graph. It i, in short, as mythical ad most of the Baba's fots, and must so
remmn for the present at least.
! At p. 5, vol. i, the Babu ndds a long quotation from the late Owen Jones's
* Grammar of Oroament,’ as 8 complete justification of his proceedings and
consequent refutation of my beresies. My late friond, however, like many
very clever persons, was linble to be carried away by his pen when writing on
subjects of which he knew very little, and Indian architecture was one of
these. I he wanted to ascertain whether *the Hindus had any fine art of
architecture,” or whether they were “mers heapors of stones cne over the
other,” hie could have obtained a far more complete and satisfactory answer
 to his question by examining a collection of photographs of Iudian buildings,
of which I could have lent him some thousands, than ho eould by any number
of casts from one small group, taken unintelligently without any method or

I do not know any ooe who would have been more horrified than Owen
JmHﬁumlﬂhﬂﬁm%hﬁumﬂuﬁﬂ&hnpﬁﬂm. Ir
he had written these paragraphs after be knew the result, instead of befors,
ﬂurmullﬁw,hnbwulmﬂﬁmnmpk:hnl
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S0 soon as | became aware of the abortive result of the
Babu's mission, I wrote ont to my friend Mr. (now Sir) Edward
Clive Bayley, and urged him to send another expedition to
Katak, under more intelligent gnidance, and offered, if the
Giovernment did not see their way to sanction the expense, to
pay the cost, whatever it might be, myself. At the same time
I wrote to my nephew, Frederick Fergusson, o barrister of the
Supreme Court, and instructed him to pay whatever demand
the Government might make on this account. No demand,
however, was made, ~ Sir George Campbell, who was then
Lieutenant-liovernor of Bengal, sanctioned the expenditure
required, and though it was too late to do anything that year,
a second expedition was sent down in 1871-72, under the
direction of Mr. H. H, Locke, the Superintendent of the Govern-
ment School of Design. It is to this second expedition that
we owe the only eorrect plans® and the only really interesting
casts, copies of which appear in the Babu's second volume.
All in fact that renders his work of the smallest possible
interest or importance to the student of Indian archwology is
due to this second expedition.®

The Babn entered upon the task of historian of this great
campaign with his accustomed vigour. In his second volume,
page 41, he concludes a long rambling note, full of doubtful
facts and mistaken inferences, with the following pithy sen-
tence: “To persons gifted with that perfection of imagination
which conld, like Dean Swift, fill up a volume on a broomstick,
the plasticity and elasticity of architectural and sculptural
evidence may be welcome, but the stiffness of dated inscrip-
tion is more agreeable to sober-minded ordinary mortals.” It
expresses in so few words the whole canse of quarrel between
us, that he might as well have printed it on the title-page as
the text on which this strange sermon of errors was going to

* [ except of courss the plan of the temple at Puri made by Hadhaki
Persad Mukerji, which was originally published on a larger scale and ouly
in a reduced form In this work.

* Thess facts, with regard to the two expeditions and the part 1 took in
urging the Government to send them, are not of course alluded to in the
two follo volumes of the * Antiquities of Orissa,’ though all the circumstances
of the case must have been perfectly well known to the Babu at the time.
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be preached. My experience has been in almost every instanes

the reverse of the Babu's. It is at all times almost i possibils .
to say, without eollaternl evidence, whether an inscription is 4
imtegral or may have been added afterwards : and very ruraljr [
indeed does the excuvator of a cave or the builder of s templs
state that it was placed there to commemorate the fact. Take, |
for instance, the celebrated Lomas Rishi Cave at Belnr, shown

cim

u

bipl s

No. L—Lamns Rishi Cuve, Balar. {From a l"lu-lu,:]’l'\-]lh.l

in the annexed woodent. It is covered with well and deeply
cub inseriptions, which, though not dated in figures, are by
the form of their characters, and from which it might with
certainty be inferred that the cave belongs to the third or
fourth century after Christ.'! Yot no ope who knows any-
thing of Indian archmwology can for & moment doubt that it
belongs to the age of Asoka® Tt has all the charneteristies of
the stylo we spoke of in deseribing the cave at Bhaja. The
sloping jambs of the doorway? and of the principal supports of

— T

' ¢ dourmal Aslatio Soc. of Bengal, 1837, p. 047,
* * Cunningham's Reguris,’ val, I, P 47,
* *Handbook of Architocture, P81, r
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the roof, and all the wooden features of the framing, are as
marked in this instance as in the other, and gradually fade out
or are modified in subsequent examples. In fact the only
mistakes I ever made in dating Indian buildings was when

I was induced. from some ecanse or other, to rely on inseriptions | -

for that purpose. To take one instance among many. When

I visited Tanjore in 1842 I made up my mind, from the style,

that it must belong to *“the great age of the Chola dynasty,
probably the tenth or eleventh century.”' Subsequently, when
Captain Tripe went there on the part of the Government to
phiotograph it, Mr. Norman, who professed to be a competent
authority, stated that it was ascertained from the inseriptions
to have been built by Kaduvettiya Cholan, a king reigning in
the beginning of the fourteonth century, I felt myself bound to
bow to this, though it puzsled me exceedingly.” Since then,
however, the late Mr, Burnell, the best scholar of Houthern
India, has really read these inseriptions, and proved that my
original determination was correct. * Nearly all the inserip-
tions there,” he says, “belong to the reign of Vira Chola, or
from 1064 to 1114 a.p. Only one or two are of later date.””
There are several, however, that are earlier, and prove that the
temple was at least begun and partly built before that time.

On the other hand, from his contempt of the evidence of
style for ascertaining dates, the Babu states in a note on page
94 vol. i, “ One of the oldest and most sumptuous of its clnss,
is the temple of Kantonuggar in Dinasjepore.”* lts date is
perfectly well ascertained. It was, according to Buchanan
Hamilton, built between 1704 and 1722, which does not say
much for the antiquity of Bengali architecture. But no man
that knew anything of the style would ever have thought it
ald.®

! ¢ Handbook of Architecture, 1855,' p 91.

¢ History of Indinn Architecture, 1676, . 345

3 Quoted by Major Cole in his * Report on Bulldings in the Madras Prasidency,
1881," p. 17, for an unpublished report by Dr. Burnell

* Thero is a representation of it on p. 467, woodeut 263, of the * History of
Indian Architecture.

* (e day | purchinsed in s shop in the Stound aosel of Indian photographs,
but they were without any description except ** Temple at Kantonuggar,” and

L r , g f | . i
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The insolent toné of the remarks quoted above might very
well be forgiven if the Babn had, when he made them,
a portfolio full of dated inscriptions which he was prepared to.
hurl at my head in refutation of my heresies. At the time,
however, when he wrote it, the Babu was perfectly well aware
that only one® dated inseription had up to that time been found
in all India of an age st all bearing on this controversy. It is
the inseription found by Mr. Burgess, in Cave No. ITL at
Badami, and it is dated in the 500th year from the ®coro-
nation of the King of the Sakas.’® But the Babn did not dare
to allude to this, but quietly passed it over *sub silentio,’
because it was evident to every one who knew anything of the
matter, that Cave No. L at Ajunta, was excavated subsequently 1
to Cave No, 1L, st Badami, and the Babu's contention that its
puintings—exeented subsequently of course to the architecture
represented phases of Indian life from 1800 to 2000 years
ago,” * was utterly untenable.

Lately the Babu has attempted to escape from this thoronghly
untenable position by insisting on what appears to have been
a very venial error on the part of the late Bhan Daji. When the 1
Iatter was at Ajunta, 1868, he copied a number of insignificant
inseriptions on one page of his note-book and deseribed them
85 inseriptions in Caves L, IL, and X., without specifying which
belonged to L or IL or X. They were treated as of no im-
portance, as they were not, and so clubbed together in-
advertently either by him or his lithographers,*

The Babu Rejendra now insists that this proves that

Mr. Epwnu cotild tell me nothing about them, From their style 1 was per-
fectly eotvinced that they must belong to northern Bengal. 1 consequently
wrobe to my friend Vesay Westmacott, then magistrate at Dinnajepur, telling
him of my purchase, and stating that [ thought it must be in his district, and
¥as & temple, 1 thooght, of the beginning of the last centiry.  Ho answersd
by return of post that it was a well-known temple, situsted about 12 miles
hn:m of the station, and built at the date above roted,
The date of the Asoka Inscriptions is perfectly well known, but it is fom |
external evidutice, not from the n gnal dates, which are all that they contain.
< .F:I'lt I'lulpg;.l:e:pﬂ:iui::lmﬁuhﬂji, 18768, p. 24,
ourna Society,’ vol. xii., Naw Series, 1880, p. 126 ef seq.
* *Jonrpal Bombay Branch Royal Asiatic &duq,'ml.ﬂii.p,pﬂ-l. b
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some of these must be inseriptions in Cave No. L, though which
he does not specify, nor of what value its evidenee must be if
it could be ascertained which it was. When I examined the
cave, which T did with considerable care in 1839, I came to the
conclusion that it contained no inseription. Before, however,
asserting this on my own evidence, which at best could be only
negative from the nature of the case, I telegraphed to Mr.
Burgess, who was there on the spot to ascertain the fact. As
his answer was that there is no inseription in the cave, I now
assert it without hesitation, in spite of the Babu's suggestion
that “it is possible that the inscriptions, which are painted
ones, may have been efficed since the time Dr. Bhau Daji
copied them.”* Thus the Babu entirely ignores my unbinssed -
testimony, that there were none in 1839, which, to say the
least of it, is & sort of impertinence no writer ought to indulge
in unless he has very strong and distinct evidence to the con-

trary, and in this instance there is none. s

Before leaving the matter of inseriptions, there is another, -
of no great importance of itself, but singularly illustrative of
the Babu's mode of treating them.

In 1837, Captain Kittoe copied one, which was published by
Jas. Prinsep in the * Journ. Bengal As. Soc.” vol. vi,, plate liv,,
and Iubelled from the Ganesa or Elephant Cave.* Regarding this
inseription, I wrote in 1845: “ A eombination of both methods
of research (Archmology and Philology) is necessary to gcttle any
point definitively ; but inscriptions will not certainly by them-
selves answer the purpose, for in many instances they were ent
long subsequently to the ascertained date of the cave, as in the
Gianesa Gumpha at Cuttack :" and further on, page 41, “ The
only apparent exception is the inscription on the (Ganesa
Gumpha, which is in the Kutila character of the tenth
century of our era ; but as the cave in which it is engraved is so
entirely of the same character as thie rest, both in architecture

i s Bombay Gagette,) May 25, 1880,

2 Therm ia u alight mistake in the plate, of which the Babu makes the mest ;
instead of Elephant Cave, it cught to have been the Cave of the Elephant-
headed God.

3 ¢ Journal * Koyal Asintic Bociety, vol. viit. pp. 31, 4L
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and senlpture, it cannot be assigned to a different ern, nmi'_
inseription must therefore be considered as marking its oo
version to the Brahminieal faith.” The Babu in two pla
professes not to have been able to find the inseription.! Di

*look for it? Mr. Beglar was more fortunate. “A gho

distanca from here, in the Ganega Gumpha, so called from
sculpture of Ganega on the wall of one of its eells,” which th
Babu also did not see, * there,” lie adds, “is the well-know
inscription, near the sculpture of Ganega, within the cay
which needs no comment from me.”* The Babu's commentary o
this inseription is characteristie. * Lieutenant Kittoe is said b
have noticed a dated Kutila inseription of the tenth century, b
I did not find it " (page 30) (neither he nor Prinsep noticed ang
date), “and no less an antiquarian than Mr, Fergusson
been misled by it, so us to assign & very modern date to the Ga
Cave on the strength of it * (page 30).

I have sinee on several occasions referred to the age of
cave. In 1855, in the * Handbook of Architecture,” on p
425 in 1867, in the History of Architecture,’ vol. ii., pag
484; in the ‘ History of Indian Architocture,’ in 1876, an
subsequently in the * Cave Temples of India,’ simultaneonsly
with the publieation of the Babn's second volume; but I has
never varied in my opinion as to the antiquity of this cove
The fact is, T begin to doubt very much whether the Bab
visited, some at least of the places he describes, ns fron
personal knowledge; and I feel certain that he never
my works, except for the purpose of extracting from
paragraphs, which he could pervert to his own purpose by mis-
quoting them, and without the context, to make it appear that

1 intended something I did not say, and, as he knows, never
intended to sy,

Binu.. the discovery of the unique dated inscription af
Badami, & dated inseription has been discovered bearing’
du‘-utl] on the age of these caves, which ought to fill the
mind of the “sober minded ™ Baby with delight, but I fear

!« Antiouitics of Orism.* v, i
5 ¥ - P 30, 34, Ibid. p. 106
Canaingham’s Roports vol. i, p, 93,
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will have the contrary effect, ns it tells most serionsly against
the reputation that the Babu has hitherto been supposed to
possess for knowledge of the sacred languages of the Hindus,
When Lieutenant Kittoe visited these caves in 1837, he made
a copy of the celebrated inseription in the Hathi Gumpha
or Elephant Cave, which had first attracted the attention of
Stirling, and an imperfect copy of which was published by
him in the fifteenth volume of the *Asiatic Rescarches.'
Though it was only an eye-sketch, the copy was so accurate,
that Prinsep, with the wid of his pandits, was able to make
o translation of it, which, considering the materinls available,
and the time it was made, wns o marvel of ingenuity.! It left,
however, some points still in doubt, which, considering the
great antiquity of the docnment and its historieal importance,
it wns most desirable ghould be removed. One of the great
objects, therefore, to be obtained by Mr. Locke’s second expe-
dition was to obtain casts and impressions of this inscription,
which he happily sccomplished successfully, and with these
improved materials the Babu undertook to furnish a revised
copy of the whole inscription. In his second volume he devotes
thirteen folio pages (17 to 20), to what professes to be a
critical examination of it, and the result is, that he has left
it more confused, and in a less satisfactory position than
it was before, A better scholar than Rajendralala has now
taken it up, and submitted a new translation of it to the
Oriental Congress at Leyden, and Professor George Buhler
has revised his text, and thongh he agrees on the whole with

 that suggested by Pandit Bhagwanlal Indraji, he suggests some
ameliorstions. Before attempting to appreciate the full value

of this discovery, we must of course wait for its complete

publication. But the most important point for our present

is that the translators have discovered that it is dated

in “the 165th and 166th years of the Mauryan Era.” The

Pandit suggests that this must be tuken as from the Abishek or

inaugnration of Asoka; but the Professor, with far more pro-

bability, that it must be taken from that of Chandragupts,
which, ns he states, must be either in 321 or 312 n.c.
1 ¢ Journal, Asiatic Society Bengal, vol. ¥i. p 1060
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It is almost certainly the latter, as that coincides exae
with the era of the Selencide—311 and 4 months p.o.—a
suggests that the first Indian attempt to date from a fin
era was introdnced by Megasthenes, the Ambassador
Selencus, or by direct treaty with the King himself, B
whatever the source, the date of the inseription is thus
tained to be 146 and 147 e, d

This, however, is very far from being the only point {k
Babn has missed. The king's name is not Aira, but Khars
vela siri, and is dated in the 18th year from his accessi
in 164 p.e. In his second year he mentions a King Satakarg
lord of the western region, “rich in horses, elephants, me
nnd chariots.” Now as the Puranas, and the Nana Ghat i
geription, mention a king of that name among the earl
Andras, the juxtaposition of the two names on this inserf
tion promises to throw a'flood of light on this hitherto obsgun
portion of Indian history, when correctly translated and full
illustrated, which there iz now no doubt that it will be.

With the very imperfect materials at his command, and :
that very early period in Pali studies, it is not surprisin
that Prinsep failed to make ont the full import*of thishserip
tion. It is startling, however, to find forty years afterwar
& man with the pretensions to learning of the Babu Rajes
dralala taking it up with new materials and applisnces at hi§

but it seems very probable that, when properly examined,
Babu’s pretensions to scholarship may prove to be as shado

and worthless as those he now puts forward to be considered s
an archmologist,

other race on earth ” should have borrowed the idea of dating!

Enrmingltn;lm,tn supply the place of wood in the architectn
parts of their erections. But whether that is considered
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guch or not, the exposure of the Babu's ignorance of Pali by
Bhagwanlal and Dr. Bihler has certainly touched a tenderer
point in his reputation than snything I ever ventured to
suggest. 1t is unfortunate for him that there are many
scholars who ean judge of his lingnistie shorteomings, while
there are very fow who can appreciate correctly the value
af his blundering in the seience of archwology.

The discovery of this date in this inscription, besides being
most important for Indian history in many respects, has
cleared away a vast deal of rubbish which obseured the early
history of these caves. In the first place, it gets rid of the
Baba's rather loose calenlation of its age between 316 and
416 m.o.;' which, to say the least of it, is unsatisfactory,
though comparatively unimportant. The grest advantage,
lLowever, is that it sweeps away the Babu's date for the caves.
At page 40 of the second volume, he says: “The prineipal
caves may be assigned to the middle of the fourth eentury,
from 320 to 540 me” FEven leaving, however, the erroneous
absolute date out of the question, it is, and always mmst
remain, a curiosity of literature, how any one, even ignorant
of and despising gradation of style, as the Babu does, conld
fancy that the Ananta and Ganesa Caves were excavated
within the same twenty years! When I wrote last on the
subject I made the interval 2007 and 1 am now inclined to extend
it to nearly 800. The discovery of a new initial date, 146 ».o.,
may induee me to cut off fifty years from the earliest date,
but 1 feel more and more inclined to add it at the other end ;
but absolute precision is unattainable at present in these dates.
One circumstance, however, that has since occurred makes me
inelined to fancy that I made the series a little too old. In

' When 1 last wrote on the subject (*Cave Temples of Indla,’ p. 66),
' trusting to the Babn's scholarship, which 1 then was fully prepared to admit,
vhumlthuughtufsmhmhw,[mindmdmadqi his date, or
nearly so, for the inscription, and placed it tentatively at 300-325. As the
eave in which it is found is a natural cavern, wholly withont architecturnl
form or omament, it affordsd no data for the application of the science of
archmology, and was of very little importance for my object. Its dute therefors
miight very well bo left to be determined by the philologiste.
* * Cave Temples of India,” p. Y0,
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. |ore not earlier, and it may therefore be assumed that their
W1 date is 250 to 200 .

Tr

a2 ARCILEOLOGY IN INDIA.

his excellent eatalogue of the Calontta Museum, Dr, Anderson
states (p. 6) that he hns General Cunninglam’s anthority for
adopting the date 1 assigned to the Bharhut tope (150 n.0.), in
preference to that he assigned to it in his work on the subject
(250 to 200 o). This being assumed, we have a series of
structural buildings ornamented with carving and with ascer-
tained dates ranging in parallel lines to these eaves, and of the
greatest value in approximating their dates.

¢ The first are the Asokn rails at Buddha Gayn. It is not

I quite certain that they were put up by Asoka himself. They
may have been added to his vihara afterwards, They certainly

The next in the series is the Bharhut rails, which, as jost
gaid, date from B.o. 150, and is one of the most important.
documents that have added of late to our knowledge of Indian
art history,

The third is the four gateways of the tope at Sanchi, which
I assigned—and it has not been disputed—to the first een-
tury a.p. The earliest—the southern—having been erected in
the beginning of that century; the latest—the westorn—
towards the end of it. It may even be a little earlier,

Parallel to this we have the Anania Cave, whose date, with onr
reeent lights, it seems impossible to carry back much beyond
200 me.  For the present it may be assumed to be coeval with
the Hathi Gumpha, which, both from jts architecture, or rather

style of whose sculptures are almost certainly identical with
the style of the latest Sanchj guteways, .
M. Beglar® describes another cave, a little lower down the

! *Cunningham's Reports,’ vol, xiii. 8L Mr. Beglar visited Katak in
lﬂ?bﬁhtﬁ&mmmmmgulﬂﬂﬂ,thuﬁmﬂcum
lpprmtl;runlnuﬁrmthinghpuhﬂlhtu}wﬂryhiuppuiummt,mﬂd
]l.mnfhhdum.lndnlitlnpuﬂthnnthkiugihhmﬁhhmﬂs '
few bours in editing it. Miamﬁuo—-almm—whichu}nnmhing.
mdmnhmtm-fmmwuyw}ulhuhmdmwﬁﬂmbr
Babu Rajendra and tuyeelf to bring up the information to the time of its
poblication. It is strange that during the fourtes years that Gerernl
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hill than the Ananta, which apparently Mr. Locke did not see,
and which certainly the Babu does not mention in his book.
It is, however, of singnlar importanece for our history of these
caves, It is about 17 feet square, with three entrances, and
the facade covered with senlptures—not figures, but archi-
tectural ornaments and emblems, which, Mr. Beglar states, are
identical with those at DBharhut; and he is a competent
anthority on this snbject. But the chief interest lies in a long
inseription in the Lat character, painted on the inner wall.
4 The entire walls,” Mr. Beglar says, “ had evidently been once
covered with a thin layer of fine plaster. The centre of the
back wall is oceupied with sculptures of the sun and moon;
but on either side of the central seulpture, written on the
plaster with red pigment of some kind, once extended this in-
seription.” Neither he nor the General were able to make
much of it ; but this painting on plaster is of singular interest,
as it was so common in after times, and equally so is the
identity of its sculptures with those of Bharhut,

Mr. Locke brought away two most interesting easta from the
tympana over the doorways of the Ananta Cave (plates xxii.
and xxiii. of the * Antiquities of Orissa,’ vol. ii.); but he stated
that the pier between the outer two doors having fallen, the two
other tympana were lost, and their subjects could not be ascor-
tained. This is mueh to be regretted, as the two casts were of
singular interest, one as representing the worship of the Tree,
the other an image of the goddess 8ri, both of which oecour so
frequently at Sanchi.®* Of the two fallen ones, Mr. Beglar was
able to nscertain that the one represented a sceme in which

Cunningham has held the appointment of Archmologieal Surveyor to the
Government of India be has never visited Orissa, though it is more full of
objects of autiquarian interest than almest any province in his district. They
generally belong to a class, however; in which he feels very little interest, and
reganding which he is consequently little capable of forming an opinion which
wonld throw much light on their history and peculiarities.

! As he gives no name to this eave, it will be convenient hereafter to eall it

“ Beglar's Cave.”
* *Tres and Berpent Worship,' p. 105. Sacred trees are represented 76

times, the worship of Sri 10 times in these gataways,
D
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elephants figure—probably the worship of the Rama Grama
Dagoba; and, fortunately, I am able to supply in the annexed
woodent as much as remains of the other. It is of
interest here, as supplying a means of comparison with the
figure of Surya at Buddha Gaya, as represented by Cunningham

F.
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No. 3,—Burya in his Chariot, ﬁmﬂum&mw}

mwl.m.nfhll]iapurh,p]mn mﬂbrﬂlbu]hgandmhh
the photograph, pl. L., of his * Buddha Gaya.' On Surya's lé!
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chariot are his two wives, Prabha and Chhaya, not this ti
with their ‘shooting at the Rakshasss of darkness, but
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merely accompanying their lord and master in performing his
task of illuminating the world. It is also of special interest in
this place as being the earliest instance of that Sun worship
which played so important a part in the history of Orissa, and
cnlminated in the great Sun temple at Konarne.

Besides these, the Babu made a discovery which for his
parpose, was much more important than any images of the
gun and moon, or anything in the Hindan Pantheon. *The
only carved ornament in the room ” (he says) “is an image of
Buddha in the centre of the back wall ™ (p. 32). As I had long
ago made up my mind that there was no image of Buddha to
be found on the Indian side of the Indus, at least, before the
Christian era, or probably for a century afterwards, I was
very much puzzled by the announcement of one existing in so
early a eave, and took infinite pains to satisfy myself on the
subject. If T recollect rightly, it was the prineipal subjeet of
enquiry, in a letter I wrote to Mr. Locke in April 1878,
Unfortunately, however, he showed my letter to the Babu
Rajendra, and he, as the Babu wrote to his friend Mr. Arthur
Grote, instructed him how to answer it. The result was that he
never did so or even acknowledged the receipt! Mr. Phillips,'
however, did visit the cave on my account, and latterly
Mr. Burgess has sent me home a drawing of the pretended
Buddha; so I ean now speak regarding it with confidence. It
it mot integral; it is not an image of Buddha; it may be
a Jaina figure, and may have been sdded to the sculptures
of the cave simnltaneously with the Kutila inseription the
Babu found on its walls (p. 34), probably of the tenth century.
It would consequently be of very little importance but for the
use the Babu makes of it; but, as I had said, the caves may
have  represented Buddhism without Buddha.” Tt was indis-
pensable, necording to the Babu's system, that this should be
contradicted and my ignorance exposed. The consequence is
that he triumphantly refers, twice in his text and twice in the
notes (pp. 82 and 33, notes 89, 41) to this figure of Buddha as
s sufficient and final refutation of my theory. It is strange,

* « Cave Temples of India,’ p. 70.
: p2
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however, that he shonld have chosen this example ; for in 1878
he wrote: “If we may rely on the evidence of the great tope of
Barihut (s.c. 150), they (images of Buddha) must have oI
into vogue many centuries after the stupa;" *that top
represents scores of scenes illustrating scenes of Buddha's® st
as well as of his previous life, but none in which an image of
the saint is being worshipped,” &e.; * we look in vain for
statues of the saint,” and more to the same effect ; yet in 1878,
after various quotations from my works, sometimes garbled as
nsual, he adds: “ The Buddha in the Ananta Cave is, I believe,
enongh to explode the theory of Buddhism without Buddhs as
regards the caves under notice.,” The truth of the matter is
the Babu knew as well as I did that the figure in the Ananta
Cave did not represent Buddha at all; but the temptation of
contradicting me, proved so irresistible that the correctness
of the allegation seems to have been of comparatively little *
consequence in his eyes. _
I suspect that when the matter comes to be carefully
investigated, it will be fonnd that the Indians borrowed from
the Greoks some things far more important than stone archi-
tecture or chronological eras. It is mearly certain that the
Indians were not idolaters before they first eame in contact with
the Western nations. The Vedas make no mention of images, ¥
nor do the laws of Manu, nor, so far as I can learn, any of the
ancient seriptures of the Hindus. Buddhism is absolutely
free from any taint of idelatry till after the Christian era. So
far as we can at present see, it was in the Buddhist monasteries
of the Gandara country, where the influence of the Grmeo-
Bactrian art is so manifestly displayed, that the disense broke

pervade the ontward forms, at least, of all the ancient religions
throughout Indin.

Another proof which the Babu adduces to prove the Bud-
dhism of these eaves is almost too Indierous to require refuta-
tion. In the first bas-relief in the Rani-ka-Niir, two animals,
said to be young clephants, are represented to the left, in 8
cave among some rocky ground. It is a sceme very like that

1+ Buddha Gays,' p. 128,
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represented in plate xxix. fig. 1, of my ‘Tree and Berpent
Worship.'! In the Katak example, however, the rocks are
more conventional, but it certainly requires a vivid imagination
to convert a rocky landscape into a Swastica! even supposing
that to be neccssarily a Puddhist emblem; but unless there
were Buddhists in early Italy and in earlier Asin Minor, the
theory will not hold water. Certainly,in this instance, n roeky
landscape—though I cannot compliment the artist on his mode
of representing nature—is not, however, sufficient to prove the
Buddhism of the caves.!

There is only one other point that I need refer to here, ns
.1 have sufficiently expressed my opinions with regard to these
caves in another place. At page 10, vol. ii., the Babn reproaches
the architect of the Ganesa Cave with having made “ 8 stupid
Blunder” in the setting out of the fucades, and he refers to it
again on page 45. To my mind this *stupid blunder™ shows
such an advance in the art of design that it is one of the
principal réasons why I consider the CGanesa Cave subse-
quent to the Rani-ka-Niir. In the earliest caves, guch as the
Ananta, the sculpture was confined to the tympana of the
doorways. Later the whole of the spaces between the doorways
were sculptured, but, except from the interruption caused by
the heads of the doorways, there is no proper separation
between the bas-reliefs, though they certainly do not form one
continuous subject, and most probably were meant to tell quite
different stories. At least, so it appears to we in Rani-ka-Niir.
In the Ganesa Cave there are four doorways, and consequently
five spuces. 'The architect in consequence adorned the two
half spaces at the ends, and the centre one, with merely archi-
tectural details, and reserved the two remaining spaces for two
figure subjects, which no doubt in this instance were meant
to treat of quite different subjects. One was a repliea of the
socond scene in the Rani-ka-Nir, but in a more advanced
style of senlpture. The other, which is full of wetion, has
no affinity with any scenes represented in that or in any other

'+ Antiquities of Orissa,’ vol il,p- 8. ° Anderson’s Catalogue of the Iodia
Museum,’ p: 138,
* Deacribed at length in ¢ Cave Temples of Judis,” pp- G-,
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eave. It was consequently indispensable that the two bas-reliefs
should be kept separate, which was most artistically effec
by the introduction of a panel with no figure seulpture bet
them. This “stupid blunder ” of the eave-architect was
than this, for by his mode’of treating this central panel
fortunately has afforded us better means of ascertaining th
age of the cave than were otherwise available.

In his excellent ‘ Catalogne of the Caleutta Museum,” Dr
Anderson states, page 147 : “The central space is blank, with'
the exception of a Buddhist rail, with three chaityas in fmﬂ
of it." 1 was considerably mystified by this assertion, as I had
not seen them when I visited the eave, and they do not appear
in the lithograph from my sketch, in the first plate of my
work on the ‘Rock Cut Temples.' I consequently wrote to
the Doctor requesting further information,' and in reply
received a photograph from the east in the Calentta Musenm
of the central panel, which eclears up the mystery in a most
satisfuctory manner. The three objects are not chaityns af
all, though they might very easily be mistaken for them, but
three pinnacles of a roof which oceupies the lower part of the
panel in low relief, and is extremely like that depicted by
Cunningham, plate xxxi,, fig. 4, of the Bharhut Stupa, there
deseribed as the throne of the four Buddhas. That, however,
has ten pinnacles, very like small chaityas. This roof has
only three, like the roof of the Vaitala Deiil in the neighbour-
ing city of Bhuvaneswarn. Afterwards they became a very
favourite ornament, and there is no straight-lined Buddhist
roof without them, The so-called Ganesa Rath on Mahavel-
lipur has nine, as shown in the annexed woodent, and they
adorn every Dravidian roof down to the present day. In the
Ganesa Cave they are placed so high, almost touching the roof
of the verandah, and consequently in such deep shadow that I
~am nob surprised that I did not observe them ; and, till T became
familiar with the Bharhut sculptures, the idea of representing
the image of a roof in this situation did not ocour to me.

PSS

' 1 furtunately did not allude to the object for which I sought the informn-
tion, as the Babu might have taken means to prevent my obtaining it, as be

has done oo other occasions, |
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The rail which is introduced in the central panel over the
representation of the roof, is identical with that carved under
the two sculptured panels on either gide of it. It would have
been inappropriste below the roof, and therefore to carry out
the same decoration throughont, the artist placed it above the
roof, behind the pinnacles, so that practically the three panels
form a part of one design though varied in detail I fancy,
from its position, there must have been an inseription on this
roof—as there is on the throne of the four Buddhas at Bharhut
—bat probably in paint, and consequently obliterated.

W T 1

i s I
gy 1|

From the position of the roof so represented it is evident
that if the cave had been as early as the tope at Bharhut, or
of any of the Karli class of caves, the tympana over the doors
would have been filled with representations of the wooden
framework which invariably fills all the gimulated openings
at that age. It first ceased to be an obligatory adornment in
the seulptures at Sanchi (first century x.1.), only one opening
there being so ndorned, so far us I can ascertain; and as the
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tympana in the Ganesa Cave are perfectly plain, in spite of e
temptation to adorn them in this manner, I infer that they
were executed subsequently to the Sanchi gateways, or sy
to 100 a.p., or even later. !

Everything, in fact, both sealptural and architectural, se
to show that a period, as nearly as can now be ascortained of
about three centuries, elapsed between the execution of thi ]
cave and that of the Ananta, and, further, that the Ganess is
probably the last Buddhist cave excavated on the Udsyagir
hill.

The subject is, however, far from being exhausted. Captai
‘Kittoe's visit, like mine, was too short and hurried to do
more than broach the subject which had not been treated
archweologically by Stirling or any previons writer. Mr. Locks
is the only person who has since then visited the caves with
the requisite leisure and all the appliances for compiling an
exhaustive description. All the materials, however, which ho
collected, were placed at the disposal of Babu Rajendralals,
and he has made the mess of them that might be expected.
Mr. Locke has written nothing regarding them, and we have
no means of knowing how far he would have been successfal
in supplying n satisfactory scientific account had he made
the attempt. It is, however, extremely improbable that any
European would have invented the silly fables with which the
Babu tries to explain the story of the sculptures of Rani-kn-
Nir, or would have enecumbered his text with the absurd
speculations as to the origin of cave architecture, the Babu
indulges in at p. 45 of his second volume. The opportunity
is, however, lost for the present, and I do not seo much chance
of its again oceurring in my lifetime.

Nothing has oceurred since the publication of the work on
* The Cave Temples of India’ to throw any fresh light on the
subject of the bas-reliefs of the Rani-ks-Niir and the Ganesa
Caves, and T am eonsequently unable to add anything new to
what I wrots on the sabject in that work (p. 81, e o).
They may all be taken from Buddhist Jatakss, and repre-
sent scenes of the 500 previous lives of Buddha. The stories
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are so varions, and, it may be added, so improbable, that with-
out some hint from extrancons sources, it is almost impossible
to guess what they are intended to represent, or what their
meaning may be. The circumstance, however, that the second
bas-relief in the Rani-ka-Niir is repeated without any variation,
so far as the story is concerned, in the Ganesa Cave looks very
much as if it was some favourite local legend. If it was so
favourite a Jataka as to be twice repeated in neighbouring
caves, some nearly similar representation wonld surely have
been found at Bharhut or Sanchi, or at Amaravati, or in the
Buddhist monasteries in the Eusufsai. As nothing, however,
the least like it has been found anywhere, the only chance of
explaining its meaning seems to be from a thorongh exami-
nation of the palm-leaf records of the temple at IPuri
Stirling’s Pandits extracted so much of the legendary history
of the Provinee from them, that I would not despair of the
interpretation of these sculptures being found there also. But
for this purpose they must be examined by some one whose
mind is free from bins, and who is only anxious to elicit the
truth, which does not happen to have been the case when the
lnst examination was undertaken by Babu Rajendralala, He
wns only anxious to find something which could eonfute my
heresies ; which, though a laudable object no doubt, is not
sufficient for the purpose.

Although, therefore, the interpretation of these seulptures
must, for the present at least, remain a mystery, their age is
assuming a certainty which it is extremely improbable that
snything that may oceur hereafter will disturb. The
extreme rudeness of the sculptures of the Ananta Cave, and
their general character, prove them to be at the very least
s early or even earlier than those of Stupa at Bharhut.
Judging from the one photograph we have (‘ Buddha Gaya,’
pl. L.) of the Buddha Gaya sculptures, I should be inclined to
rank them with the sculptures there of the age of Asoka, but at
all events as the oldest things here. We have only Mr. Beglar's
vorbal deseription for the seulptures in the eave that bears his
name, but from what he says they must be ns old as the
Stupa at Bharhut, and if this is so, the caves in the Khandugiri
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are eertainly older than those in the neighbouring hill, and
some of them may certainly be dated as before 150 n.c.

On the Udayagiri hill the celebrated Kharavela inseription on
the Hathi Gumpha, having a date 146 p.0., makes its age quite
certain; and as it is merely a natural eavern, without any
attempt at ornament, it probably is the oldest thing there.
There is, however, nothing to show why single-celled caves
like the Bagh and Sarpa may not be earlier, or even of any
date back to the time of Asoka. It may be assumed as certain
that the architeetural eaves, such as the Vaikuntha, the
Swargapuri and the Jays Vijaya, are subsequent, and must
range between that date (150 n.c.) and the Christinn era.
They certainly are all anterior to the Rani-ka-Niir, which is the
most splendid of the Katak Caves, and which, from the hght
recently thrown on the subject, we may certninly assume to
have been excavated about the year 1. It may be fifty years

wide a margin, it must approximate very nearly to the Christian

For the reasons given above, and the general character of
its architecture and sculpture, I have little hesitation in
placing the Gauesa Caves at about a century after the Hani-
ka-Nir, and, consequently, at about 100 A.p., and sbout 300
after the Ananta Cave.

! At p. 40 of the second volume of the * Antiquitios of Orissa’ it §s mid:

“ Mr. Ferpusson has developed o system of evolution, seeording to which the
simplest of the eaves are assigned to the earliest period and the most omate
0 & comparatively recent date,” &e. 1 have done nothing of the kind, On
thnmuwy.lhut-dmwnmthunﬂimﬂhmmkmmd,mthl |
moat ornate both in the east and west. The Anantn Cave in Katak, and
the Bhajs Vihara in the Bombay Ghate, *Cave Temples' (plates xovi. o
xoviil,) are more richly ornamented with sealpture than any subsequent
examples kvown, and if not the oldest, are certainly among the earliest
known. It so happens that at Ajunta the earliest caves are the least orna-
mented, and the later mote rich, in paintings especially ; but 1 founded no
systom upon it, and merely stated the fact, which is of no ¢
whatever, The age of caved, ns of all other buildings, doss nob
depend on thelr being more or less ornate, but on their style, and it is because
the Babu has oot the smallest idea of the meaning of that word and its

application, that is the cause of nine-tenths of the Llundering that pervade
This books,
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There is no @ prieri TEason why the date of some of the
caves should not extend to the time of Asoka. When that
monarch selected the Aswatama rock as a fit place on which to
engrave & copy of his famous edicts, in sight of the hills, in
which these caves are situated, the place must have been sacred, .
or at least famouns for some reasom or other. 1t may comse-
quently then or immediately afterwards have been seleoted as
s residence for cenobites, or persons devoted to the new
fuith, which was then becoming the established religion of
the country.

The limit the other way depends wholly on the style of the
architecture and senlpture of the caves, which enable us to
determine it with very tolerable certainty. The Buddhists
ceased to excavate caves on the east side of India long before
they abandoned the practice in the west, owing apparently. to
the cirenmstance that the rocks on the east were fur less adapted
for the purpose than the trap formations of the west. The
granite rocks of Behar were too hard for the purpose, and
with the exception of the sandstone hills of the Udayagiri,
it is difficult to find any suitable rocks on the eastern side of
India, while the whole of the Bombay Presidency is covered
with voleanie rocks singularly well suited for the purpose.

Having so recently as 1880" written so full an account of
these caves, there would have been no oceasion for again
treating of the subject, were it not for n desire to free the
subject from some of the errors which the writings of
the Babu have introduced into the discussion, and to add
what few facts have come to light in the meanwhile. The
discovery of a date H wo. in the famous Hathi Gumpba
inscription throws a flood of light on the subject, and gives &
precision to our reasonings that they did not before possess.
It may now be assumed that none of the caves on the
Udsyagiri—even those where the sculpture is confined to
the tympana—can be ascribed fo & much earlier date; but
this is not quite so clear with regard to those on the Khan-

1 + Cave Temples of lndis,’ pp. 55 to M.
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dagiri. There are no reasons derivable from the character
their seulptures why such caves as the Ananta and Beglar's
Cave should not be carried back some fifty or even a hundred
years—say even to Asoka's time, or very nearly so—but it
would require the personal examination of some compe
person before this could be settled.

It is possible, I may say probable, that the Dagoba, whi
almost certainly formed part of the group, stood on the summit
of Khandagiri hill, where the Jaina temple now stands, and
that the Deva Babha is a reminiscence of its previous existence,
If this could be established, it would account for earlicst caves
having been excavated in that hill,
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CHATPTER IIL
BEUVANESWARA

Ir Babu Rajendralala cannot be congratulated on the nse he
made of the materials furnished to him by Mr. Locke for the
description of the Katak Caves, he geems to have been even less
successful with those collected by his * personally conducted ™
expedition to Bhuvaneswara, which, in some respects, is almost
equally to be regretted. Owing to its remoteness from the seats
of Muhammadan power, the provinee almost entirely jescaped
the ravages which devastated the principal Hindu cities in
the early and more intolerant age of their power. The conguest
of Orissa was only made in 1510 by Husain Shah, the king of
Bengal, and was held by the Bengal kings with a very uncertain
grasp, when it was rescued from them by the tolerant Akhar
in 1574, after which no further outrages were to be feared. In
eonsequence of this, the Hisdu monuments are more nearly
intact than any other group in the north of India. Except at
Jujepur, which afterwards the Muhammadans made their capital
and where they built a mosque, it is astonishing how little
damage was done by them. Neither at Bhuvaneswara, nor at
Puri, nor at Konarue, can any trace of Muhammadan violence
be found. Not a nose is knocked off, nor an image overthrown.
The only injury that has been done has been by the anti-
quarian zeal of such men as Colonel Mackenzie and General
Stewart,! who removed some of the best statues of the Raj
Rani, and by the vandals who pulled down and attempted to
remove the Nava Graba from the Temple of Konarue. They
have also sufferéd from the sordid proceedings of the Publie
Works Department, which destroyed the fort of Barbati and

1+ Antiquities of Orissa,’ vol. ii. p. 90.
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other public buildings of the provinee to mend roads, or to
save some money in erecting a light-house at False Point.
Besides their immunity from the ordinary causes of destrue-
tion of Hindu buildings, the Orissa gronp forms in itself oneof
the most complete and interesting in all India. The Khajeraho
group i8 nearly as extensive and magnificent, but they wers
all erected within the limits of one century, 950 to 1050 ap,}
g0 that no sequence can be traced among them. There are ulso
temples in Dharwar and Mysore more magnificent than any in
Orissa, and extending through a longer series of years ; but they
arc seattered over a wide extent of country, and are con-
sequently varied by local peenliarities of style. It consequently
requires more knowledge and more experience to classify them
than it does those in this province. Altogether there is not,
perhaps, any group which, if properly investigated, would add
more to our knowledge of Indian architecture and give it more
precision than the Bhuvaneswara temples. It was, therefors,
a gratuitous piece of blundering to entrust the task to one who,
thongh an excellent Sanscrit scholar, knew nothing of either:
architecture or archwology, and who thoroughly despised the
doetrines of the latter seience, which would have enabled him to.
extract some meaning from what he saw. With the unlimited
breadth of text and wealth of illustration that were placed at
his disposal,” he might easily have given ns a monograph of
Orissan buildings that would have filled up one of the greatest
lncune in our Indian artistic history. As it is, he has written
a book which will be a perplexity to all future generations of
explorers who may have occasion to consult it, and which
conveys, if I mistake not, as little real information to its
renders, as any work of the same pretension in modern times.

The Babu begins the deseription of the Orissan temples by

! ¢ Cunningham's Reports, vol. ii. p. 416.

* If the Bengal Government had allowed Genem! Cunningham a half, or 8
fraction indeed, of the same wealth of lustration that they have allowed the
Pabu, we might by this time hnwhdnnmmuhﬂmufhunrgudiﬂs i
Indian archaology, which would have been of the greatest value for the
illustration of the subject, whatever may have been the deductions he might
have drawn from them. A it is, his volumes nre printed on the worst
mm,mdhhmumumdmnmmdmm
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the compilation of the following table, which may be taken as a
fair sample of the book, thongh it puzzles me, and I faney will
most people, to find out what his object in compiling was:—!

Ratho of | Tatioof

| Bolels Room | Nesrest
Outor | Teoet | sppny | Areaof | tothe | tothe | ¥
ulgar
il H;':;“:" ”;:’r Ara | Beom. | Total Tital | Fractbun,
4 Areay in | Aoy I
Pheetmals. | Devcinals

Bhagnvati . | B8x B8 [ 13%13 l.-!-HH 169 | =852 | 17

Greal Tower .. | B6x60 | 42%42 | 3,060 | 1,764 | 554 “H5 i’
Rimes'vars .. | 3ix34 | 16x16 | 1,156 o5 | T | +991
Paras'ummes'vars | $0x20 | 11x lli 40y 1 347 i
Yames'var .,|2‘2w‘.’2 1212 | 48t | 14 702 | -297
Easpilea'varn .. | 20%16 | Ox O 20 g1 -T40 858 i
Réjardn'i .. .. | 52x25 | 12x12 S00 144 | -B20 180
Muktes'vars .. | x4 | 6x @ 196 56 -Bl6 <1&8
Purd .. .. ... | TBxT8 | 20x20 | 5,250 Bl | B2 +158
Baride@il .. .. | 24x22 | 12x12 528 144 | 727 970
Bomes'mm .. | 28x23 | 1I1x1l 529 181 | 772 204 i
A.l'u.ﬂln-rhuﬁaﬂl 9w 26 | 16 14 GaG a24 | -678 -382 I

As the cellas of all Hindn temples are absolutely dark—
none have a window in them—their votaries never being ad-
mitted to them on any ecremonious occasions, their Asthetic
proportions cannot be of the least possible consequence. Nor
edn construction; in all instances sufficient stability could
easily be provided for, and was so, withont interfering with
any artistic or constructive exigeney, so that their proportions
required no table to explain them. The table does not pretend
that any diminution or extension of the area of the voids com-

pared with those of the solids, marks an improvement in con- -
structive skill, or artistic taste, which could lead to the detec- -

o b

ey

tion of any progress in any direction. It cannot consequently <o
tend to the formation of any sequence which could lead . -

to the determination of the dates of the temple, or in fact
could convey any information either of construction or chro-
nology. If it were not to exhibit the Babu's knowledge of
vulgar and decimal fractions, I do not know for what motive
it was compiled—and certainly he does not explain why it was
done, Thongh, however, it may amswer this purpose of
airing his arithmetical skill, it would have been well for the
t ¢ Antiguities of Orissa,’ vol. L., Caloutta, 1875, p. 4L

-




48 ARCHEOLOGY IN INDIA,

Babu’s reputation that it had been omitted, for in addition to
the errors inherent to a table compiled from the wretched plans
in his work (vol. ii. pls, xlviii. and xlix.), it required a more

than usual smount of ingenuity to compile one which must, u

hypothesi, be wrong in every item.

All the cells of Hindu temples, or nearly all, are plain square
spartments, without ornament; their dimensions are conse-
quently easily obtained when admission is allowed to them, which
is nearly always impossible to foreigners—in temples stil) in nse

—uond not always easy to natives. Their length multiplied by

their breadth will, consequently, always give the area of the

No, 5 —~Rajarani Tomple,” Bhovaneswam.  (From ¢ Antiquities of Orissa. ' vol. ii.
Plate xlix) Seale, 50 foet to 1 fneh,

voids. .But I think I may assert that there is not a single
Hindu temple of any importance in India whose base, exter-

nally, is so bounded ; I cannot at least call one to mind. Inall

instances the outline of the base is broken by projections more

or less pronouneced. Sometimes not moch beyond a straight line,
though sometimes assuming o star shape, but varying between
these two extremes into a variety of forms, but never such that
the simple proportion of length to breadth can give the dimen-
sion with any desired degree of exactuess, Take for instance the

jarani—the seventh in the table—it would puzzlo any
moderate mathematician to show how 12 % 12 could deseribe the




“Li] was writing the ‘ History of Indian Architec-

P ‘ /" ¥ho knows how difficult it is to draw plans, with
v no other materials than photographs of the
o building, will not be surprised it is not quite to Rejanni. (Cantlied
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voids and 32 % 35, the solids of the temple. A much more elabo-
rate set of figures are wanted for the purpose; but it is hardly
worth while to attempt it, as the photographs
prove the plan to be so intolerably inecorrect
that it onght to be rejected altogether. When

ture,’ I attempted to draw one from the photo-
{rapha and produced the accompanying woodent.
certainly more like the temple, but any one

No. &—Temple of
Froan Plais Y]

be relied nupon. It is better at all events than Scslsteniotin
the Babn's, said to be made on the spot, which,
in its squeezed-up form, I will venture to say is not like any
temple ever erected by Hindu handa

One might easily forgive the Babu his distortion of the
plan of the Rajarani temple, if he had provided us with a
correct one of the great temple itself, which is the prineipal
feature in the book, and the most interesting of all the existing
Orissan temples. In the above table the tower is described
a8 66 feet by 60, while all the photographs prove that it is
undoubtedly square, and from the mode on which its Amla sila,
or Amalaka is set upon it, it counld not possibly be otherwise.
Indeed, the Babu seems to be aware of this, for further on he
says (p. 75): “The body of the tower is about fifty-five feet
high, and, omitting the side projections, forms a cube on the
ground plan.” Whatever this may mean, it seems to intimate
that the four sides at least were equal. In the plan they are
represented as 66 by 54 feet from angle to angle, and the
nternal dimensions are in the table quoted as 42 square. In
the plan they are 43 by 46, and approach so nearly to the
exterior, that if the tower had been built, as represented in
the plan, it would not have stood for an hour, much less for
1200 years as it has now done. When I sttempted to correct
this plan,’ T reduced the internal dimension to 40 feet, with the
larger external one of 63 feet, and so made it constructively

1 ¢ Pistory of lodian Architectare,’ woodent 232,
E



-

50 ARCHEOLOGY IN INDIA.

possible. If T were to draw it again, my conviction is, that
the interior dimensions must be nearer 30 than 40 feet, pro=
bably even less, and so I feel sure it will be found when any
one who ean mensnre, visits it. The great temple at Puri,
which is a larger one than this, and whose cella is built to
accommodate three images, is only 30 feet square, and other
temples have cells of abont the same proportion.

The other parts of the temple are nearly, thongh not quite
8o incorrectly represented, as the great tower. The Bhoja
mantapa is said in the text (p. 72) to be 56 feet square, By
the scale it is 64 by 70. The Natmandir is said in the text to
be 52 feet square, and scales 58 by 60. The most correctly de-
seribed portion is the Mohan, which in the text is said to
measure 65 feet by 45 on the plan. It measures 70 by 50; but
some allowance must be made from the impossibility of my
taking dimensions, from plans on so small a seale, with absolnte
exactness. It is only the grossest errors that can be with
eertninty detected.

Making these and all the other adjustments obtainable from
the plan, it reduces the total length to about 210 feet, instead
of the 200 of the plan, and this I feel sure is nearly the
correct measurement. This ecorrected dimension is confirmed
by Mr. Atkinson's plan (plate xxviii.), which has been made
by & much more accurate surveyor than the Babu or any of
his assistants can pretend to be.! In like manner the Temple
of Bhagavati (plate xlviii.), which looks more like & correct
representation of a Hindu temple than any other plan in the

.~ Babu’s book, is represented ss 160 feet in length, while

Mcr. Atkinson makes it only 110, which I fancy is very much
nearar the truth,

The other thirteen plans contained in volume ii. are of less
importance, but are certainly as incorreet, both in form and
in dimension, as those just quoted, though from the absence
of photographs these diserepancies are not always easy of

' I possess n tracing of this ﬂmdﬂr.l&hﬂm’nmmdrihmﬂmﬂ
the scale of that engraved in the Habu's book, and from this I am abls to
check the dimensions of the Habu's plans, but even then it Is on too small 8
scale 1o be relied upon implicitly,
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detection, and where they are, the temples are too insignificant
to make it worth while to point them out.

There is one point in which these plans, notwithstanding
these defects, might have been made to afford useful informa-
tion had the Babu bad the wit to supply it, and would have
cost very little tronble. Had he adopted g different tone of
shading to distingnish what were parts of the original design
and what were added afterwards, it would have rendered their
history infinitely more intelligible than it now is. A regular
Oriszan temple consists of a tower over the cella, and a mohan
or porch in front of it, and of these parts only. Nine-tenths of
them retain this double form to the present day. In front of
the great temples, however, there was erected a detached Bhoga
mantapa, to which the image of the god was removed on the
oceasion of certain festivals, and where he was worshipped and
offerings made to him more conveniently than could be done in
the cella under the dewal, or tower. Afterwards, in some
instances, this mantapa was joined to the mohan by a natmandir,
or daneing hall, generally a very much lower, and every way
an inferior building, but thus making up the fourfold temple
sometimes found in Orissa.' It certainly was the case in the
great temple at Bhuvaneswara, where the Bhoga mantapa was
added by Kemals Kesari in 792 to 811, end the natmandir
by Salini Kesari in 1099 to 1104. It was the case in the
temple at Puri, where the Bhoga mantapa formerly existing at
Konaruc was transported to adorn that temple by the Mahruttas
in the last century, and the natmandir inserted afterwards to
join the two together. At Konaruc it was a detached porch.
There is evidence that it never was joined fo the mohan, and
in the two or three temples in which the fourfold arrangement
exists, it is evident it is an addition. In the Kapileswara
(plate xlv.) this is seen at a glance from the difference of style,
and in the Ananta Vasn deva it is evidently so, thongh I have
1o photograph that shows the lower parts of the temple with
sufficient distinctness to prove it. The inseription, however,

* On two oocasions Mr, Hunter twits me for not appreciating this fourfold

division of Crissan temples (* Orisas,’ vol. § pp. 132-259). My belief is that in
all instances it is an accidental aceretion, never a part of the original design.

Ty
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quoted by the Babu (page 85) is nearly sufficient for the
pose. The date is near the end of the eleventh
(1075 ?), and cannot possibly apply to a building of about the

mean a temple, properly so ealled, but may mean a mantaps
of any kind, and certainly seems to do so in this instance,

In tower-like buildings, such as these Orissan templos
always are, it is nearly as important to sscertain their heights
a8 it is their plans, in order to understand their construetion
and to appreciate the effect. The Babu seems to have been
perfectly aware of this, and he certainly cannot be blamed for
neglecting it, thongh he seems to have been as unsuceessful in
determining the heights of the temples as he was in measuring
their plans, though this arose from different causes. In the
first place, he neglects to define what parts are included in the |
hieight. Was it the domelike summit of the tower ? or did it
include the kalass, or vase-like termination, by which they are
invariably crowned? or does it also includs the trident or
chackra of metal, which some would inelude in the height?
Till this is determined, it is of course in vain to attempt any
precision. My impression is that it ought to include the
kalasa, but to exclude any metal-work, or flag-staff, which
sometimes adds considerably to its clevation and to its
appearance. But leaving this question to be determined
hereafter, in the first attempt the Babn made to ascertain the
height of the Bhuvaneswara tower he onght to have been
successful. He sent up a man, a sort of « Steeple Jack,” with his
menasuring-tape, to ascertain the height by actnal measurement, L
If the tape was, however, an ordinary one of only 60 feet in
length, this would not be 50 easy as it looks, especially to a man
who cannot read the figures, With so broken an outline as |
the upper parts of these towers always have, the various parts
must be measured separately, and added together afterwards.
By this means he satisfied himself thai the height was
160 feet, and originally 165 to the top of the kalasa—specified

|

]
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in this instanee (p. 75). Mr. Eastwick, employing the same
means, and, apparently, the same man, eame to the conelusion
that the height to the top of the dome was 127 feet, and that
the kalasa ieith the tridenf was 34, making the whole 161 feet.!
We have only therefore to ascertain the height of the kalasa
to reconcile the two accounts. Unfortunately this is not so
ensy. On plate xxxiv,, vol. i, n. 151, the Babu gives s repre-
sanfation of a kalusa ; whilst on page 75, vol. ii., is said to be
that of the great tower, which the photographs show it
certainly is not, and even then there is no seale. No. 152 on
the same plate is more like it, but at page 110 of the first
volume is said to be from the temple of Yameswara, so that
will not help us. From the photographs I fancy the kalasa of
the great tower is about one-tenth of the whole height, say
L3 feet, which would make the tofal height 140 feet, which is
certainly 10 feet too low. Mr. Eastwick's 127 feet appears to be
the height of the square part of the tower, which the “ Steeple
duck ™ would naturally make his first measurement. The
photographs show the 34 feet is at least 10 feet in excess,
50 that the real result is that the tower is 150 in height,
including the kalasa, which, euriously enough, is the amount
fignred on the plan of the temple on plate xlviii. of the second
volume of the * Antiquities of Orissa.'

The Babu was not, however, satisfied in his own mind by
these measurements, He “ aseertained the height by taking
angles from three different places " (p. 751; and in like manner
at Puri, where he had no “Steeple Juck " to help him, he fonnd the
height had been raised from the 160-at Bhuvaneswara to 192 feet.
He adds, page 116: “The last was ascertained by me from
angles taken from different distances,” Was it? It wounld be
rude to say the Babu did not make these observations, but it
would be extremely interesting to know with what kind of
instrument they were made. Was it o theodolite? or a
sextant ? and how were the base lines measured 7 If u temple
stands alone on the plain, it is very easy to measure a base

line from its contre or side, and with any sort of goniometer

to ascertain the height by trigonometry. But when a temple
! Murray's * Handbook of Bengal,' p. 124



- ' #
N R

L J-

M ARCHAEOLOGY IN INDIA.

is situsted in a courtyard, surronnded by high walls, and
erowded with temples and buildings of all sorts, it has always
seemed to me nearly impossible to measure a base line from it
to uny distance sufficient to get a view of its kalasa, Oufside
the courtyard no doubt plain spaces may be found, but then it
requires that two angles should be observed, and then an
ill-conditioned triangle is obtained, very difficult to measure or
to protract ; and in no ease, in those conditions, can the base
und the summit be seen from the same spot, so that even when
a sextant is used, the height of the place of observation must
be ascertained before that of the temple can be observed.

In fact, the difficulties of using trigonometry to aseertain the
height of these two temples appear to me nearly insuparable, &
without, at least, far more time and more delicate applinnces
than I fancy the Babu or any of his staff conld apply to the
purpose. Certainly the result is not satisfactory. I do not
believe the tower is 102 feot, including the kalasa., In the
rooms of the Asiatic Society there is an elaborate elevation of
this temple, drawn to seale, and with a scale attached to it
This makes the tower, the top of the dome, 152 feet, and the
kalasa, with the metal chakra, 80 feet, or 182 total height.
It is only a native drawing, and consequently not quite to be
depended upon; but as the horizontal dimensions work out
correctly, aceording to Radhikaprasnad Mukerji's ! plan, I have

... eonfidence in the elevation, which is also confirmed by the

photographs. Tt is true the Babu professes to have ascertained :
the height to within 21 inches by a comparison of its propor- -
tions with those of the Bhuvaneswara tower ; but as these last °
were not ascertained within a limit of 10 feet, either horizon-
tically or vertically, and as he takes the central sections
through the buttresses, which made the width 80 feet, instead of
the elevation 66 feet from angle to sugle, which I would have
taken, I do not see how any satisfactory rule of three ecan be
worked out. From such vague premises any height may be
obtained, and none that would be satisfactory, In fact I do not
believe that any law of proportion between Orissa temples has
been discovered. Tuking, for instance, those on plate xlix., we
! * Antiquities of Orissa,’ vol, i, Plate 51,




BHOVANESWARA. 0

have Mukteswarn’s horizontal diameter 16 feet, height 30, or
more than double ; Someswara 25, height 67, or more than twice
and a half ; Parasurameswara 21, height 38, or less than twice;
Bhagavati 40 feet, 54 ; and Ananta Vasa deva 30 feet, height
60, which probably, on the whole, is what the Orissan architects
really intended—to make the height twice the diameter,
though from varions canses—it may be from the incorrectness
of the Babu's plans—they never seem exactly to have accom-
plished it, If they did aim at it, and varied it secording to
age, it wonld be interesting, if we had the data for ascertaining
it; but I am afraid the plans of the ‘ Antiquities of Orissa’ are
too ineorrect for any theory to be based upon them. This is
to be regretted, for if the Bibn had put aside all trigonometrieal
* observations and elaborate calenlations, there was a very
simple means available, by which the heights could have been
ascertuined easily with quite sufficient nccuracy for our
purposes. He had only to attach a graduated 10-foot survey-
ing rod to the face of each temple, before photographing i,
and he would have obtained a seale sufficient for all purposes.
To one who conld observe angles with such readiness it may
have appeared too simple, but to an outsider it would have
been more satisfactory.

There is of conrse in the ‘Antiquities of Orissa ' no attempt
to arrange the temples in any order, either chronologically or
even as to form, Such an attempt at classification wonld be
* entirely unworthy of one who looks on the science of archm-

ology with such contempt ; but, what is worse for his readers, no
attempt has been made to arrange his plates in any intelligible
order. As they came from the lithographer they were placed
in the book, withont the least reference either to style or
locality ; and, as he also adopts the slovenly practice of not
writing any names or descriptions on the plates, it requires a
steady head and a good memory to utilise them to any extent.

The plates in the first volume begin well, with an elevation
to scale of & singnlarly interesting though exceptional temple,
but so well drawn by a student of the School of Art, Kali Das
Pal, that we cannot help regretting that it is the only one of its
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| class. The more so that it is only of the back of the temple,
| which is the least interesting face, and the one that tdlls least
of its story. As there is no plan and no section, I defy any
one who has not sccess to other means of information than
those supplied by this work, to understand its peculinrities.
A photograph taken from the point of view from which I
sketched it in 1837 would have told its story far more coms
pletely, and one might easily have been gpared.® There are,
for instance, in the second volume two views, plates xxix,
and xxxi., which are duplicates of one another. The one is
taken from the steps of a temple called in the map the temple
of Someswarn. The other from the edge of o tank a little in
front of it, but the two photographs comprehend the same
temples, and from exactly the same point of view. I can
perfectly nnderstand the uneducated eye of the Babn nob
perceiving this, but it is so, the one being only a little nearer
the great tower than the other, so that one might very well
have been spared. It does not help the matter to describe one
in the list of the plates that is inserted in the textasa™ View
of the Grest Tower from the North-east,” the other ns 8
«View of the same from the North-west,” the latter being
the true deseription of both. Or, if expense was any object;
plate vii. might very well have been omitted. It represents
the pillars of an insignificant pavilion in the courtyard of
the great temple at Puri, which have no connection with
any building or style represented in any other part of the
work. They belong to a style of architecture introduced
after the reign of Akbar, and common enough st Mathurs or
Benares, but not found, so far as I know, elsewhere in Orisss,
and why introduced in this place passes my understanding. :
" There are other illustrations of the temple of Vaitula Deil,
which, if judiciously selected, might have added much to our
knowledge. Plate xviii contains two female figures, which
are already sufficiently illustrated in plate ii. It would have
been fur more interesting to have given Durga sluying the
t + Pictaresque (lustrations of Andlent architecture in Hindostan,’ plate 1%

* Two were taken by the photographers of the expedition—Vide Ap~
pendix A. 1 cannot identify them among the twelve I possess of this temple.

e
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Maha Asura, from the centre of the north front, so as to
enable us to compare it with the seulptures representing the
same subject at Mahavellipur* and Elura. Or they might
have re-drawn the central figure, which the lithographer has
represented as n woman, whils it really is Siva as Ardanari.

According to the list published in the Appendix, two photo-

were faken, which, even if they partially represented
the front, would have shown that the central bas-reliel over
the porch represented Burya, with his two wives, drawn in
his chariot by seven horses, which at this age became the
ususl number, In his* Orissa’ Mr. Hunter mentions a similar
pisce of sculpture as existing ab Jajepur (pages 271, 283),
which nnfortunately I did not see, and have no photograph
of; but this constantly recurring representation of the Sun-
god is of singular interest, as leading up to the temple of
Konarue (the Black Pagoda), which is the most beautiful and
;ﬂl’i important temple dedicated to sun-worship to be found in

din.

I have very great doubts in my own mind whether the
Babn ever visited this temple of Vaitala Deil. Report says k
bo did not. Otherwise it is strange he should not have
remarked some of these peculiarities, and inconceivable that
ho should not have seen the mohan of the Merkandeswar *
temple close alongside of it—within at least ten yurds, and
certainly of about the same age. If he did, he certainly never
could have said that the portico of the Vaitala Deul and that
of the Parasu Rameswara (page 93) are the only two similar
edifices to be found at Bhuvaneswara. Though at page 95
he describes this porch as of the wsual Orissa form, he merely
means unnsual, for as he had just said there were only two
of this class, while there are hundreds of the class of those of
the great temple, the two must be characterised as of the

' Transactions of the R. A. §., vol. il plate iv.

" lhlﬂgfut-duuhuutuummmnﬁhilmﬂn It is so called in'one
ﬂm}fphmmnphn.huumummwmuuuhmmmmppmm
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exceptional form. There are three at least, and the
of the Markandeswara is the most beautiful of them. It
the processions along the outer edge of the roof, which gives
such richness of effect to the roofs of the great temple,
that at Konarue, and, so far us I know, are only fonnd thu'i.;,
Its whole details make it a gem of Orissan art, though in a
sadly rnined state,

Throughont his work on Orissa the Babn persists in calling
this temple Vaitals Deiil—which certainly is not the name by
which it is known to the Brahmins or any one else. If, how-
ever, he had ealled it Kapila Devi, or Kapileswara, or any
such name, he would have been obliged to acknowledge that
he had seen the plate 1 published of it in 1846, and to confess
that in the few hours I passed at Bhuvaneswara, I bad done
more to convey to ontsiders a correct notion of this temple and
its peculiarities than he had done after a long sojourn thers,
with all his array of draftsmen and easters. Fortunately,
however, all his nssistants were not moved by the same petty
jealousies as their chief. Ten casts were taken and two draw-
ings which are entered under the designation of * Temple of
Kopaleswari ” (see Appendix A), and in Dr. Anderson’s Cata-
logue of the Calentta Museum they are entered under the title of
“RKapilesvara.” But as that name in the Babu's book applies
only to a temple a mile away from Bhuvaneswara—from which
Bo casts were taken—the confusion is as great as in most
other parts of the Babu’s book.

With regard to the Rajarani it is even worse. In Mr. Locke's
list in the Appendix, 18 casts of subjects were taken, but as
one of these was the mysterious minaret, in twelve picces, the
total number of casts was 30 or 32, according as we count
subjects or casts to make up the 132 casts, making 119 subjects.
In Dr. Anderson’s Catalogne we have 30 subjects—47 to 77—
without the “ minaret,” Withont seeing the casts themselves,it
seems impossible, at present, to reconcile the 18 casts of Mr.
Locke’s list in the Appendix, with the 30 of Dr. Anderson’s
Catalogue. The only way of sccounting for-it, that occurs to
me, is that 10 and 12 squeozes from other temples have got
lnbelled in error, and so make up the tale. Whether thisis
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the correct explanation of the difficlty or not, it is curiously
characteristic of the Babu's work, that 20 or 30 casts should
have been taken from one temple and no measurements or
diagrams should have been made to show from what part of
the temple they were taken, or what their use or juxtaposition
wis. He had artists with him who could easily have gupplied
this deficiency —if he had felt the want of it. Bat he did not,
and his, casts are consequently absolutely worthless for any
seientific purposs. For any object that I can understand they
wonld have been far better replaced by an equal number of
photographs, at a fraction of the expense and infinitely more
easily available for students.

It would be as tedious as unprofitable to attempt to eriticise
the plates of detail given in the Babu’s first volume. They were
selected without the guidance of any fixed prineiple, and are
arranged on no intelligible system. Nor is it possible, even if
we should ent up the book into separate pages, toarrange them
us I did the easts at South Kensington, according to the
temples from which they ure taken, to gain any archmological
information from the plates. 1 would only remark in passing
that No. 29, pl. xiii., is not from the great tower as described.
It evidently is not an Orissan example at all, but taken from
some temple in Dharwar or in the sonth-west of India, though
how it got here is by no means clear. In like manner it
would be easy, if worth while, to criticise the selection of
photographs of temples in the second volume. They are all
too much of one type, and not the best or most interesting of
their class. There are others, as the Gauri Devi (query as to
name) which are as exceptionnl in form ss the Vaitala Deiil,
and consequently as snggestive of foreign relationship, and as
beautifal in detail, s the Mukteswara, but which remain in
this eollection entirely unreprosented. From my own collec-
tion of photographs I fancy I could have made a very much
better and more typieal selection; but, as the Babn had no
system and no story to tell, one photograph in his eyes was a8
good as another, and we must be grateful for what we have
got. The photographs of the temple at Konaruc, Ivi., lvii,
and lxiii., which are sbout the most interesting and valuable in
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the work, are barely sufficient to do Justice to this, which even
in its ruined state is one of the most beautiful and interest
temples in Orissa.

When I last had occasion to write abont this temple, in my
“ History of Indian Architecture ’ (1876), T was so much struck
with the apparent impossibility of the Orissan architeets being
able to produce so exquisite a specimen of their art—the most
beautiful in the provinee—aftor perpetrating such an abominas
tion as the Templs of Jugganit at Puri, that I rejocted
unhesitatingly the received date for the Konarue temple
(1241 ap.). I then placed it at 850 o.p., from a date inc-
dentally quoted by Abul Fazl,! who is the principal aunthority
for the more modern one. Sinen then, with more photographs
and a more careful investigation of all the details, I am inclined
to go even further in this direction, though I have, I admit, o
written anthority for so doing ; but relying wholly on archmo- ¥
logical data, I feel inclined to place it nearly a century earlier,

Assuming the great temple at Bhuvaneswara to have been
built 667 o.., and comparing it with the mohan at Konarng, it
shows just such progress of design as one might expeet in |
about & century. It is lighter and more elegant in outline,
and there is progress towards that style of decoration which
was fully developed in the tower of the Rajarani (900 7), though
still a long way from the style of that temple.

What, however, I most rely upon is its similarity with the
details of ornamentation with the Mukteswara, which appear lI
to me only slightly more modern than the great tower. It was .i
erected before these temples lost their square form, so charae-
teristic of Orissan architecture of the best age, but when the ]
tendency to excessive elaboration and ornament was most con-
spicuous. In the Mukteswara (plL xxxiii.) there is an ornament
runs round the windows, which is very peculiar, and, so far 88
I can make out, does not oecur anywhere after, say, the
eighth or ninth centuries. Itis represented in plates iii. and in
xii. fig. 28 5, and also xxxvi. fig. 148. Tt ocenrs also surrounds |
ing the doorway at Konarue, plate Ivii., with so little variation

T “Ayeen Akbaree, Gladwin's translation, vol. ii. p, 16,
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»& that it may be called identical, and with accompaniments so

gimilar in style that, if they were not, they might easily be
exccuted by the same masons, The monlding oceurs also sur-
rounding the doorway of Cave 23 st Ajunta, in a slightly more
ancient form, but with aecompaniments so
gimilar to those at Konarne that they eannot
be very far distant in date ; and ss the cave
balongs withont any doubt to the seventh
century, it cannot well be brought down lower
than the eighth and ninth. It occurs alsoina
temple nt D9‘garh in Central India, of which
General Canningham has sent me some
photographs. He, I know, places the temple
at about the same age as the cave, and, from
internal evidence, I fancy he is nearly right;
but none of these buildings can, if there is
any truth in archmology, be brought down ab x, ; _Omament from
all events to the ninth century.' mT “‘fﬁi‘ i

This may be all very well in an archao- pﬂnmp{}. ¥
logical sense, but, as it is avowedly a theory
of mine, it must from the Babu's point of view be wrong ex
liypothesi ; and as his mission 1s to contradict whatever I asserf
and to expose my errors, this could not be passed over. 1t was
not easy for the Babu to do this on archeological grounds,
becanse he had not sufficient familiarity with its doctrines or
data. Some other means had to be discovered for doing so. He
sonsequently undertook to prove from the ¢ Palm-leaf Records’
of the temple at Puri—to which he might feel perfectly certain
I could in no cirenmstances gain sccess—that the temple which
we now see is a very different affair from what it was when
erected by Anang Bhim Deva in 1174-1198. From these
records he extracted the following paragraphs® :—

“ For some time after the erection of the temple no necessity
was felt for repairs, and nothing was attempted beyond slight
touching up of brenks and accidental injuries; but, sab-

It is.also figured in the * Buddba Gaya,” plate xlviil., from an example
from Nalanda of uncertain date, but probably tenth century.
* * Antiquities of Orissa, vol. ii. p. 117.
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sequently, the destruetion cansed by repeated Moslem ;
rendered thorongh repairs unavoidable. According to the
¢ Temple Records,’ the first thorongh repairs to the temple wee
execiited in the reign of Pratdparadra (sa.p. 1504 to 1532,
when, it is distinetly stated, the temple was  plastered.
whitewashed’ Nrisinha Deva repeated the operation in 1647,
During the reign of Krishna Deva (a.p. 1713 to 1718), soon
after a Mohammadan assanlt, thorough -repairs were again
necessitated, And fifty years later the queen of Virakisora#
Deva gave the fourth general repairs. Besides these, partial
repairs frequently had to be resorted to. In fact the purifi-
cation of the temple after every Muhammadan sassault in-
eluded a whitewashing, which, however beneficial as a lustration, -
told serionsly against the delicate earved work, and its fre
quent repetition completed the ruin of the temple as a work
of art. n |
“The injury so done is irreparnble. It has converted
a monument searcely inferior, from an art point of view, to.
the great tower of Bhuvanes'vars, and quite as sumptuonsly
carved as the Black Pagods, into an ngly mass of stones If
has led, however, to inferences about the decay of Indian srt
which are by no means justifiable. Mr. Fergusson, ndverting
to the absence of detail, says : *The degradation of the faith,
however, is hardly so remarkable as that of the style, Even
Btirling, who was no ecaptions critic, remarks that it seems
unsccountable in an age when the architects obviously pos-
sessed some taste and skill, and were, in most cases, partioularly
lavish in the use of sealptural ornsment, so little pains sh
have been taken with the decoration and finishing of this
and stupendous edifice.’ It is not, however, in the detail, buk
the outline, the proportions, and every arrangement of the
temple, show that the art in this provinee at least had received
a fatal downward impetns from which it never recovered.'”
The first thing that strikes one as peculiar in reading thisis,
that Stirling’s pandits, who examined these records with eare, |
make no mention of these Moslem ontrages—nor does Bha-
banicharan Bandopadhyaya, if we may trust Mr. Hunter's

'+ Asiatic Researches,” vol. xv. p, $15. )
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analysis of his work—which 1 have not seen; but he found
nothing of the sort in the Purnshottama Chandrika.! Indeed,
the boast of the priests when I was there, and I haye understood
always was, that the foot of no Kafir or Faringhi had ever
polluted their sacred precinets, I do not faney his countrymen
will be particularly grateful for the Babn's exposure of this
fallacy ; and eertain it is, that if they did so desecrate thae
interior, they did not touch the exterior. The figures that
adorn the onter gateway in the market-place are still untonched ;
not & nose knocked off, nor an arm broken. Bat further, if we
consider what these incursions involved, it will appear how
impossiblo this aceount of them should be true. An army of
Kafirs, however strong and numerons, taking possession of a
temple, and bent on desecrating it, conld only injure statues
and mouldings to n height of 6 or 8 foet. To injure and
alter the appearance of a tower 150 to 200 feet high,
and with walls 25 feot in thickness, they must have erected
heavy seaffolding, and employed an army of masons working for
a considerable time. It is not pretended that they did this,
and the proof that they did not is that the sculptures of the
great tower and all its ornaments are exactly as they were
when originally erected. I have seen them, and can vouch
for this, and thongh my testimony would of course be rejected
by the Babn, there are abundance of photographs which cannot
lie; the Babn's own plate Lii. is nearly sufficient for this
purpose. The difficulty is, however, that it is nearly impossible
to bring the camera near enongh for the purpose. My wood-
cut (No. 238) is elearer, but even it is not satisfactory. They
are, however, quite sufficient to prove that the tower now
stands as first erected, and that its sculptures and ornaments
are quite uninjured. It may at some period have been white-
washed; thongh there is no evidence of this, and tropical rains
of u single season generally suffices to cure that vulgurity. Of
the mohan I cannot speak from personal observation ; it is not
visible from the outside, and I have no safficient photograph to
judge from. The DBhoga Mantapa, ns explained above, was
bronght from Konarue, and is in a style intermedinte between
t ¢ Hunter's Orissa,” vol. i p, 100
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the two temples to which it alternately belonged, and fhe
natmandir is even more modern: but both the parts ware
erected here snbsequently to the Moslem outrages. I Presuma
that, even with his slight knowledge of architectural atyles, the
Babu will hardly deny that the Bhoga mantapa (plate I},
brought from Konarue, is older than the building to which it is
now attached ; but if this is so, there is an end of the contro-
versy. If the Bhoga mantapa is older than the building at
Puri, which it certainly is, and from its detached position in
front of the Black Pagoda, where it was originally erected,
it was certainly more modern than the temple itself, it
follows ns a matter of course that the Black Pagods st
Konarne must be more ancient than the temple at Puri.
How much more so, is the only question. T think at least
four centuries, but that remains to be sottled by further
inquiries ; but meanwhile the Babu's contention that it is more
modern is manifestly absurd, and if the * Templo Records'
do really contain the information Babn Rajendralala states that
he extracted from them in the above paragraph, the facts and
the photographs are quite sufficient to prove how utterly
unreliable they are. g
My conviction is, however, that the ‘ Palm-leaf Records’ do
not say what the Babu represents them as recording, nnd that
it is only that he has read them with distorted spectacles,
determined to see in them only what conld contradict me and
controvert my pernicions theories ; but in doing so it appearsto
me he has only desecrated in the eyes of his countrymen their
most sacred temple, which was always hitherto considered in-
violate, and thrown diseredit on one of the most cherished
traditions of his people, withont in the smallest degree altering
the facts of the case. If the conelusions arrived at by the
science of archmology from the study of the buildings them-
selves can be sustained, the whole is clear and consecutive, and
no special pleading or produetion of irrelevant or suspicions
testimony can alter them in the slightest degree, :

As mentioned above, there is no attempt in the * Antiquities
of Orissa* to arrange the temples in any sort of sequence
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secording to their dates, or even to group them in classes
according to their forms or details. To do this would have
required study, and at least some elementary knowledge of the
science of archmology, for which the Babu has such supreme
contempt. There are no inseriptions which are integral, or
which state with any kind of distinctness that certain buildings,
ar portions of them, were erected at any time which can be
ascertained from a date in the inscription, or in which, from the
form of ite characters, its date could be fixed within any moderate
limits. If, in short, the date or position in the sequence conld
not be nscertained from the style, the attempt was nearlyhope-
less, at least in the present state of our information. Thave often
fancied that the ¢ Temple Records’ of Puri might supply the
deficiency, but they have never been examined for the purpose.
I have not seen the Purnshottama Chandrika, but so far as 1
gather from Mr. Hunter's account of it, its author felt no
interest in architecture in any form, and it would require some
special knowledge to abstract intelligently from them the
information on this subject they may contain. In spite of the
slur thrown on their aunthenticity by the use that has been
made of them by Babu Rajendra in the extract quoted above,
I believe, from the authentic information gleaned from them
by Stirling's Pandits and others, that they may contain a mine
of nseful information+on this subject also.

I have on several occasions attempted classification of these
temples, but avowedly merely tentative, in order to attract
attention to the subject, in hopes that some one with more
knowledge would do better. I have nothing but photographs
to depend npon, and for this purpose they are most unsatis-
factory. At best they give only n partial, literally one-sided
view of a building, and to ascertain its age you ought to be
able to look all round it, and moke yourself familinr with its
locality and surroundings. When any forms or details are
80 well known as to be easily recognised, and their dates are
known—as in the Gothic styles for instance—the case is
different. Photographs at once tell all that is wanted to be
known, and with perfect authenticity. But this is certainly
not the ease with Orissan temples s at present known. The

r
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thing will not be satisfactorily done till some one visits Orisss
who has leisure, and at least a rudimentary knowledge of the
principles of archeology. It would not require much, the
buildings are so uniform in charaeter, and their architects sx=
pressed so simply and unaffectedly the feelings and ark of
their age. Though despising archwology so thoronghly, the
Babu cannot always escape its influence. At p. 71, for instanes,
he says : ** One of them (a temple in the great temple e),
however, is worthy of note, as it is probably the oldest builds
ing in the courtyard, considerably older than even the great
Tower.” How did he aseertain this? There is no inserip-
tion, dated or otherwise; no tradition, not even a name, It
must have been from some * proconceived theory.” There
must have been something in its style and appearance to have
forced this very obvious fact on his attention, though he repros
bates the admission of such évidence by others in unmeasured
terms. There are, in fact, many among the seventy-eight
temples in the enclosure which aro certainly older than the
great Temple, some of thess are seen on plate xxx., but
whether any of these is the one above alluded to by the Babuis
not clear. He does not deseribe its locality with sufficient
distinctness for its identification. '
So far as can at present be made out, the key to the chrono-
logical arrangement of Orissan temples is to be found in the
practical identity of style between the Mukteswara temples ab
Bhuyaneswara, and of the Black Pagods at Konarue, The one,
it is true, is only a chapel, the other is s cathedral—to use the
language of the Gothic styles—but if they are both in the
“Decorated " or « Tudor " styles, that makes no difference to
the archmologist. The next point i8 the cortainty—I iblﬂ':'
absolute—that the Black Pagoda is & copy—a refined snd
improved one, of the great Temple st Bhuvaneswara, and that
the distance in time between the two may be: about a cen -
That, of course, is indeterminate to the extent of probably
fifty years, more or less; every one must judge for hi
But the important historical fact which may very well be.
inferred from other cireumstances is, that there were in the
Kegari age two religious centros at Orissa. The first

i -
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PBhuvaneswara, devoted wholly to the worship of Siva and the
cognate enlts, The other at Konarie, which was the head-
guarters of Vishnuism, Sun-worship, and similar manifestations
of divine energy. There is no reason for supposing that the
Vishnave religion was ever in abeyance during the Kesari
dynasty, and, on the contrary, every reason for believing that
its followers were at least equally numerous and as powerful
a5 those of Siva: but, till the discovery of the date of the
Konarne temple, it was a mystery where they had hidden their
pre-eminence from the eyes of the people. One great proof of
this is that when, in 1132, the Chorganga dynasty succeeded the
Keaq::' line, it transferred the focus of the Vighnave religion to
Pari, and in 1200 it built the present temple there. It was
after this the Vishnave religion assumed the first place, which it
ever afterwards has retained in Orissa, but which could hardly
bave been the ease if it had not possessed at least a nearly
equal position under the previous dynasty.'

Without illustrations, and an amount of dissertation which is
quite incompatible with a work like the present, it wounld be
impossible to publish a list of Orissan temples, chronologically
artanged, which would be of much value to outsiders, The
main features of the classification are, as just explained, suffi-
ciently obyious, and a tentative list may in the meanwhile be
presented, as ot least a foundation to enable others who have
better opportunities, than I have, to complete it by filling in
the lueuns, and by correcting any mistakes that may have
arisen from information depending mainly on photographic
evidence and the impressions obtained from a very hurried
visit to the place in 1837, At that time, however, my time
was mainly oceupied in making eamera lucida sketches of the
pringipal buildings, which I then thought of most importance, a5
those published before that time conld not be depended upon for
any archmological purpose. Threo of them were aftorwards
published in my ¢ Picturesque Illustrations of Ancient Archi-
tecture in Hindostan,” and notwithstanding the absolute exact-
ness since obtained by the introduction of photography, I have
nothing to be ashamed of in them, considering that they

* Huntec's * Orkssa,” vol. & p. 279,
r2
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passed, after leaving my sketeh-book, throngh the hands of
a lithographer entirely ignorant of style:— ,

Yavart Kesanr, founder of dynasty, 474 to 520 o.p.

First Group—

Aunonymons temple in great temple enclosare; 500 2
600 | Sidesreswarn—older than Kelerswar (p. 93)
to Kedereswara—sanid to be middle of sixth century (p. 93),
600. | Kapileswara—earller than great temple (p. 96),

Alabo Kesari?
Eeeondd Group—
Muitre Serni—8ari Detil 7
@00 [.hmnl.n. Vasa Dava (p. 54) Bhoga Mandap, 1075 ¢
a Great Temple B17-6567, completed 667,
750, Jomeswum—Someswarn ¥
Nokeswarn,
\ Baskereswar.
Thivd Group—
[ Mukteswarn.
Great Temple at Konaroo—Black Pagoda,
750 Gauri Devi.
to 4 Brahmeswnra,
gno, | Markindeswara? (Puri, 811-826,
Parasurmmeswarn,
Vaitala Dett] (Kapila Devi).
\ Rajarani,

FousnaTion oy KaTag, 0533-080,
Fourth Group—

ago | Phogn Mandap at Konarue, now at Puri.
b Bhoga Mandap in Bhovaneswars, 792-311
1000, | ot Mandir in Bhuvaneswara, 1000-1104,
Great Temple at Puri, 1176-1198.1

One of the greatest advantages to be derived from this, or
any chronological classification of such a series of temples is,
“that it brings us nearer to a solution of one of the most absenre

: ii:‘;poblnmnr t:hrl‘:.hiuﬁllpurph: the student of Indian a
or the last fifty years the question of the origin

_&a]ﬂn&nﬂikhmhuhammshn?;lyhduumrnﬁni
hundreds of solutions have from time to time suggested them-
selves, but all have been in turn rejected as insufficient to

" The figures in the above list are taken from the * Antiquities of Orisss.’
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aeconnt for the known phenomena. Though the one 1 am
now abont to propose looks more like a solution than any
other that has occurred to me, it is far from being free from
difficnlties, and must at best be considered a mere hiypothesis
ill some new facts are discovered which may either confirm or
domolish it. The conclusion I have now arrived at is, that the
Hindu Sikhara is derived from the Buddhist dagoba, or, in
other words, is only a development of the style of architecture
which was practised, both by Hindus and Buddhists, during

the early ages in which stone architecture was practised, .

subsequent to the Mauryan epoch.

The ides is by no means o new or original one, and has been
suggested by others as well as having frequently occurred to
myself. Mr. Growse has, for instance, no doubt about the
matter,! But as the examples from which he derived his con-
vietion extend no further back than the temple of Parsanath,
st Khajaraho, of the eleventh century, and he only traces it
from that through the singnlarly abnormal temples at Bindra-
bun, his reasoning cannot be relied upon, though his conclu-
sion may accidentally be right. The Orissan series carries us
back at least five centuries nearer to the point of divergence,
and offers examples presenting features having much more
affinity to Buddhist architecture than these very late examples.
Even then, however, it requires a very considerable familinrity
with the subject in all its bearings, and it may be added a
considerable faculty of imagination, to see the connection
!lﬁtwean two such apparently dissimilar objects. Tuke, for
instance, a typical example of a Buddhist stupa, such, for
instance, as the tope at Sanchi, and place it beside a typieal
example of n Hindu temple such as the great one at Bhuva-
neswara, and it seems at first sight impossible to trace any
connection between them. Yet I am convinced it did exist,
and can be traced, when sufficient attention is paid fo its
essential peculiarities,

The great difficulty of proving the connection lies in a pecu-
liarity of the case which it is difficult for even those most

* ¢ Mathira, a district Memoir,! By F. 8 Growse, Second edition, published
by Government. Quarto, 1880, p. 236,

L
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familiar with history of Indian architecture fully to rai]nu
It is this: though we have an almost unlimited mumber of
examples of eave architecture between the reigns of Asoka, 250
n.o. and of Yayati Kesari, 500 o.0.—some, it is true, mere copies
of wooden architecture, but gradually hardening into lithie
forms, and at last becoming a purely masonie architecture "
stone—still, during the whole of these seven centurics ands |
half, we have not one single exterior of a building, either i
wood or stone. Among the earlicst exteriors we pUssess AR
the Raths at Mahavellipur (o.v. 750), and about them thereis
go difficulty ; they are almost literal copies of the viharas,
chaityss, and halls of the Buddhists — conventionalised, of
course, to suit the requirements of a religion different from,
almost antagonistic in fact to that for which the originals
were designed, but still preserving its peculiarities so com-
pletely that every feature can be ensily recognised. The
people in the south adopted them as models, and all the
features of the Dravidian style were copied from them, and
remain traceable back to the original—down even to the |
present day—so that with regard to the Dravidian architecture
there is no difficulty, Tts derivation from the Buddhist archi 4
becturo of the carly ages of Christianity is ovident, even on the N
most eursory examination, aud has never been dispated. With
the northern styles, however, the ense is widely different. But
are we justified in assuming that all the viharas of the Buddhists
had pyramidal roofs formed in terrnces and sdorned with cells
like the Dharmaraja Ratha ! st Mabavellipur?  Is it mot
possible that some at least of them had roofs formed of wooden
or bambu framing, and covered with thateh or metal like the
Draupadi Ratha at the same plaee.? .
The assumption of the thatehed or metal-covered roof gets =
over half af least of the difficulty, s it gets rid of the necessity
for the horizontal lines which is so marked o characteristic of
the Dravidian as compared with the northern style, and also
Accounts—assuming bambus to be used, from the eurved oul-
line which otherwise seems so puezling. Some such form of

! *Cave Temples of India,’ p. 124, woodeul 32,
® Loc. cit., p. 116, woodeut 27,
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toof seems a necessity of the case, for the Indians at that time
~ do not seem to have been able to form the flat-terraced roofs so
common in Persia, and generally in Central Asia. In none of
tho bas-reliefs of the Sanchi tope or the earlier examples, are
flat-roofed houses represented, and it may therefore be assumed

No. 8.— b in Cave 19, af ta. D0 M F
(From n skotels by the Author.)

that none such existed, and this may account for the form
of the upright part of the tower. It does not, however,
secount for the dome-like termination, called the Amla slla or
ribbed moulding, which is so, essential and so characteristic.
The usual theory that this last feature is copied from the
Amalki or Amalaki frait (Phyllanthus embliea) is too fanciful
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and far-fotched to be worthy of consideration, but I think it

L

fuirly be considered as ropresenting the chattni, or umbrella,

that universally crowns the dagobas of the Buddhists. If we
take, for instance, the accompanying representation of the
dagoba in Cave 19 at Ajunta, we see that what was originally
n very simple and mound-like form of a stupa has grown into
# tall form not very unlike a Hindu temple, and supposing it
was erowned by only one chatta instead of three, and the ridge
of that one was ribbed,' we wonld get very near what we are

A |

No. 0, —Hibbed Capital from Elaphanta.

looking for. Tt does nok seem an unlikely supposition that

ribbing may have been so employed, at a very early time, 88
ribbed eapitals were so employed in the earliest caves, and

continued to be so used till they were perfected, at Elephanta

and Elura, as shown in this form. In all the earlier temples,

' By accident the umbrellas in this sketch ars represented as ribbed, which
is not the case: The appearsnce when T made the sketch must have arisen
from bats’ dung or weather stains, The place is vory dark, so dark indeed,
that no photograph that T have shows its details with sufficient distinclness
to engravo from it & correct Tepreseniaton.

|/
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both in the west and east, ribbed angle-pieces were inserted
after every third and fourth course, and frequently with a band
ronnd them, as shown in the last woodeut, and as it ocenrs in
the very oldest temples in Orissa. The most essential differ-
ence between the two styles in these earlier stages, is that the
tendency of all the decorative lines in the Buddhist architecture
is towards the horizontal, while in the Hindu it is as generally
towards the vertical, and the diffieulty is very great in recon-
ciling these two opposite tendencies in styles supposed to have
a common origin. When, however, we take into account the
immense gap that occurs—five or six centuries—between what
we may assume a8 the origin of the Hindu style, and its first
known example, it is evident that we must be content with
slightest indications of affinity, and the vaguest surmises of
its common origin with the Buddhist style. I am not, how-
ever, without hopes that by patient investigation even these
may before long assume a position of considernble certainty
among the acknowledged facts of Indian archmology.

If the relevance of these remarks is admitted even in a modi-
fied degree, it probably will appear to most people, when ex-
amining such a temple as that represented in the annexed wood-

No. 10.—Lpper part of o Templo at Bhuyaneswara. (From o Photograph.)

cut, that there can be very little doubt that it is taken from
the same original ns the later Buddhist dagobas. It represents
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ome of the oldest of the temples in the enclosure of the grest
temple at Bhuvaneswara, not probably the very oldest, hut
certainly very long anterior to the great temple.  If we assume
the dome with its ribbed monlding and fonr supporting figures
like those in Cave 19 at Ajunta, which are of abont the samas
age, to represent the chattri, we have a reasonable suggestion
for its appearance, and as the angles of the tower itself are
bevelled off, it assumes, like many of the carlicst temples, a
nearly romnded form in plan, which does mot oeeur in more
modern temples. In these the four angles are always more
strongly marked, which, so far as it goes, is an argument for
the earlier examples being derived from a cirenlar original.

" On the whole, the evidence, such as we possess, seoms to
show that at some early period—say about the Christian era—
India possessed only one style of external architecture, and
that wasin the poesession of the Buddhists ; but in the next five
centuries—during which we know nothing of their architecture
—the Hindus selected portions of the style and adapted
them to their own purposes, and so elaborated the complete
style which bursts upon us in the reign of the early kings of
the Kesari dynasty. A little reflection on the part of any one
familiar with the facts of the case, will show how difficult and
perplexing the problem is, as presented to us. If we assume
that only one style of architecture prevailed in India in the
age of Asoka (mc. 250), or at any given period before or sfter
that, we know perfectly well, from the caves, what the
Buddhists did and were aiming at in their dagobas, and in the
interiors of their chaitys halls and viharas, We have examples
by hundreds during the next ten centuries. But the exteriors
being. at least principally, if not wholly, in wood, have all
perished withont a single exception. What consequently the
external appearance of these buildings was—except the stupas
—we learn, for the first time, from the raths at Mahavellipur
(4.0.750). The Hindus were at the same time, we may assume,
using the same architectural elements, but for a totally differ-
ent purpose. Their object was to eluborate a temple of o
dignified exterior, irrespective of internal use or ornament. It
is consequently no wonder that when the first example is

i



B o T R e o — MR Y

DPHUVANESWARA. Th

Orissa, about A, 500, it should be so diver-
gent from the exteriors of the Buddhists, that we are hardly
able to recognise that they spring from the same originals. We
have no examples, gither in wood or stone, from which we
ean follow the steps by which the divergence took place, or by
which, to use the language of naturalists, the variety assumed
\he fized character of a species, and this—to follow out the
gamo simile—is aggravated by our ignorance of the form and
chameter of the parent style from which they both sprung.
The Hindn being essentially a stone architeeture, it is just
possible that some examples earlier than a.p. 500 may yet be
discovered, and if they are, they will do more to throw light
on the history of the development of the Hinda form of religion

than anything derived from any other sonrce.

ted to us in
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CHAPTER 1IV.
BUDDHA GAYA ANT BRINDABUN,

Tge controversy with regard to the age of the temple st
Buddha Gaya, which for some time past has rufled the surface
of the puddle of Indian archwology, has heen brought to
a sudden, though very unsatisfactory termination by the
restorations executed by Mr. Beglar under General Cunning- i
ham’s directions. After the discovery of the rail and other
features of Asoka's time by Major Mead, in 1864, it was ]
natural that the General shonld wish to clear away all the 1
rubbish which encumbered the terrace of the’ temple. In
 doing so he made some very interesting discoveries, but there
‘Was no oceasion why he should immediately undertake a
restoration, which nearly amounts to a rebuilding of the
whole, and has practically obliterated almost all the ancient
features. A building which has stood, at all events, for ®
500 years, without showing any symptoms of erncks, or shakes, __,t
that would in the least endanger its stability, might very well
e 7 i -have waited i year or two; till some architect, or other qu.nliﬁa&;‘. j._
. person, could be procured from England, or elsewhere, to
... careful drawings of the building and of its details
_~uiundertaking its restoration, The” General himself is mo
- architeet, and does not pretend to be one. Except ns a copy.. -
st w0f o photograph the only attempt at an architectaral represen- .
- "v*~tation that appears in any one of his sixtesn volumes of 5
st Beports, 18 that of the temple of Sidnath, near Kangra Kotepy 4
7 “(vol. v., plate xliv.), and it is so unlike the original, T defyiis
_~"'/" jany one to regognise 1ii 38 & rapresentation of this temple, i
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BUDDHA GAYA. o

- :
withont the inseription on the plate to say so.! Nowhere # «

else does he attempt to show that he can make an architee- 1775 7
taral section or elevation of a huilding'f’; nnd his mi!hntiﬂ,:':-4..r»
Mr. Boglar is even less accomplished in this respeet than hig ¥45~ ¥
master~' The few attempts at drawing architectural details) . ros o
that are dispersed through his reports are more like the pro-= 77+
duction of a half-educated schoolboy than anything that won]d'fj.“ff::
be thought worthy of publication by a full-grown wman. * Samet 4

LA e

The truth of the matter seems to be that General Cunning- £ 5,5

7 ham chooses his assistants, not beeaunse of their fitness for%s s
Jb ot the work they have to perform, but rather becanse of thm:‘f‘“"* pé

L

& e thinks may accrue to him, from the great work he one 3 Cov o
b 55%ay hopes to be able to publish on Indian archeology. He'! °

T il

‘seems to be afraid that some one should appropriste to him-j; &
gelf a share of what he thinks belongs to him, and him enly. /= is
On any other theory, at least, it seems impossible to account et
for his employment during so many years of 80 incompetent an ~ s
assistant as Mr, Carlleyle During the fourieen years he has A
been employed on the survey, he has contributed almost liter- " <o k]
ally nothing to our knowledge of archmology or architectural i« .
geography. His last great effort to settle the site of Kapilavasta ™ =~
(Report xii.) is one of the most unsatisfactory essays of itai adis
sort that can well be conceived. It may be at Bhuila, as
General Cunninghmn thinks, but the evidence that it is so ig 4 B o
of the most mmeonvincing nature, and will not stand B2ty &
moment’s investigation. My own impression is that it was ' '«
considerably more to the sonthward. Mr. Beglar is s much ‘-
better man, and there is a considerable amount of earnestness . ;-
and independence? about him; and though he has not thel ;..
sccomplishments that would qualify him for his post, he has fovee
done some work, and m:}g; r guidance might have ,
done more. g::df,b" J Knr p if‘ jing Y .1.15": f '
3 Thers is a representation of th%s temple from nphutuémph in my * History *° % :
of Indian ‘Architecturs, p. 318, woodent 178, which will affon] n means 1:1['_"|'I.'r “
COMpARE. Teatht
* His investigation of the Sattapani Cave question, in opposition to the'_ "

views expressed by General Qunningham, vol. vifl. p. 80, shows considerable
acumen and power of investigation. See + Cave Temples of India,’ p. 49.
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Before commencing his works of restoration at Buddha Gaya,
Mr. Boglar wrote to me on 26th January, 1880, asking my advies
regarding them, and enclosing me a copy of & memorandum
he had addressed to the General, explaining in detail what

S/ le-t ho proposed. I have mot kept a copy of my reply, but it was
;f‘h'_','::h to this effect : “For heaven's sake, don’t! Fill up all cranks

pese jne With eement, cover the roof with either asphalte or cement to T
\ wbiek < prevent infiltration. If buttresses or arches are n

sl ;, to maintain the fabrie, build them with modern bricks, und in
", modom forms, so that thy may not possibly be mistaken fof
ﬁ?_{_ﬂ ... ancient work. In short, do anything that may be LECESSATy
V. -4l? to maintain the fabric: but restore nothing, and, above all;
ke destroy no feature, however insignificant it may appear; you
oy cannot know of what value it may be eventually.” This was

(ha T

. 0t least the smbstance of my advice, but its form was of the

;:- h;.-;’h: Jeast possible consequence, ns a directly opposite course’s
. L

_haw (F According to Major Mead, who first diselosed the form of the
. | terrnce on which the temple stands, “ The southern basement
.f,,.;,‘_p of the temple was first exposed, which is singularly perfoct =54
‘¢ hsifand handsome, although entirely in plaster.”d It has now®™
E&-&&::M entirely rebuilt in brickwork, nccording to a design by4 |
", . Mr. Beglar. The northern face of the terrace had been rebuilt 10
. ~deyin plain brickwork long ago, either by the Burmese or some..
fis A% one else. The western face wns untouched, and very interest-i 8
...;_u-_‘-:‘i’ng when my last photograph was taken, and if left l-]ﬂng‘r"
AP would stand for & hundred years at least. I do not know s
whether Mr. Beglar has carried ont his intention of roofing ., I8
‘net dugover the porch on the cast Ia.cd?-mnr&iug to a design of his
" awn 0w, which is as unlike what the original may be supposed to
duwipes i hve been as can well be imagined. The recasing of the tower
L wlic on the west face was only earried to sbout half its height
<" when my last photographs were taken ; but, from what I hear,
flie it is probably complete. The temple of Tara Devi, which
it eertainly required no repairs, is now made s good as new,”
V&7 and as hideous” as & modern restorer could desire. The

A o kL Pmsed Bendllt s Bl o bise Rasl a0
Jlaand 1= 53 Rl W Ly S Py T e, B
AR 3 ik l'lhu:l:r.llluh-nyu.‘ (TR M iy, WL PP ST ',
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expense of these restorations, according to Major Cole,' has  Jade!
been abont 1.80,000, while 8000 would certainly have sufficed %
for all that was wanted to conserve the bnilding, and maintain/, -/ >

it in o sufficiont state of repair to last for many years to mm.;_lr‘-_ 4 J; |
The larger sam was only required to obliterste as far “i:':;.jthl

possible every ancient feature, (1 il

If General Cunningham has preserved a sufficient number of * ==
photographs of the temple, in its various stages during the .-
renovation, and will even now employ a competentarchitect tos ..
make measurements and drawings of what still remains, thei. Framans
damage done may to a certain extent be repaired. He has the """~
materinls from which a most interesting monograph may be f:_“m
written, and from which all the main facts of its history 50 5
may be obtained. The poetry and beauty of the building =™ &
is gone for evefebut there may still be » good deal of prosaie 2
information to be extracted from it, which will no doubt prove | oo
interesting to the history of Buddhism, and may aid in enabling . . ¢
us to trace the progress of architecture in Central India? A et

Whatever may be thought of the poliey of this restoration, ‘J-T,d s
there is mo doubt that the exeavations that preceded it have fh.....
furnished materials from which the history of the monnment /&
ean be sscertained with far greater exsctness than was fenes /
previously the case. The discovery of the Vajrasana, or (rrais
diamond throne of Asoks, on the same level as the rail, which "‘:.E'; i
is almost certainly of his age, and the knowledge that ha"*":
did ereet a vibara on the spot where the present templa: .

r

stands, give us a firm foundation from which to reason as to g, ...
the age of the building. But the interval that elapses before® jl:}n
2 -t‘u._l b

we get any further authentie information * regarding 1it, 18 “°°
practically enormous. It was nine hundred years after Asoka's ° ‘“ff
* ¢ First Roport of the Conservator of Anclent Monuments in India, 1882, 17 1’
p';“"l 406
From u paragraph in the preface of his last Heport, vol. xvl, I soo be -/
proposes such s publication under the title of * Mahabodhi,” in conjunetion . -
with Mr. Beglar, If satisfactorily accomplished, it will go far to atone for his .
destruction of the building; but unless they can asocinte an architect with * ©
them, or some ons who can draw architectural details, the work will, I fear, -

" be a failure.

'l.l&l."ln-.' 4
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time that Hiouen Thsang visited the spot, and left a rlmnrip.
tion of it, the correctness of which we have no reason to doubt,
and which forms the second epoch in its history., The tree and
all the buildings of Asoka were in all probability originally
on the same level, but suecessive monnds raised on the planting
of successive trees during this long interval had acoumulated
the earth to a height of 20 to 25 feet, so that the floor of the
cella of the temple, which he saw, was raised to that level, or
nearly so when he visited the place.

It is not easy to fix with any precision the date of tha .
erection of the temple which Hionen Thsang saw and
described. It certainly did not exist when Fa Hian visited
the place (a.n, 400), but if there is any reliance to be placed
on the Amara Sinha inscription,' it may have been erected
100 years after that time, say about 500, which is the date
General Cunningham assumes, and I believe correctly. If
this is so, the investigations we have above been attempting
into the forms and histories of Orissan temples bring us ab
onee into contact with contemporary examples, which enable
us to understand Hionen Thsang’s deseription without diffi-
calty. The porch, which he says was afterwards added to
it, with its three doors and its triple roof, is a counterpart
of the porch of the temple at Konarne (the Black Pagoda).

If we ean earry back the design of that temple for a century
and a half or two centuries, which with existing examples is nob
difficult, we have the porch at Buddha Gaya exactly repro-
duced. The one essential feature in which they differed is
that the porch at Buddha Gaya was two storeys in height, but
that arose from the circumstance that the floor of the temple
had been rnised 20 or 25 foet, from the accumulations of earth
to accommodate the trees, and consequently a lower storey wns

! Translated by Wilkins in the first volume of the * Asiatic Resesrchos’
Baba Bajendralals in the * Buddha Gaya ' attempts to prove {p. 201 of seq.)
that it is a forgery, and unworthy of sny consideration. It appears to me,,
however, on very insafficient groand, and by very inconclusive reasoning. It
is, however, of the least possible consequence for the history of the building:
whether this is 50 or not. 17 it s a forgery, the building mey be 50 years

more modern. 1t could handly be 100, under any circumstance,
* Reports, vol, i. p. B,
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- indispensable. Whether the tower was exactly like that

represented in woodent No. 10 is not quite so clear. The
femple represented in the woodout is of about the same age—
about 500 a.p.—and in the same style, and probably, mufatis
mutandis, resembled it in all essentinl respects. It would of
course be extremely interesting to trace these similarities,
were this the place to doit. But every step in that direction
tends to strengthen the argument that the building which now
exists at Buddha Guya is not the one that Hionen Thsang saw.

It was a building of blue bricks, and all its features were

expressed in brickwork. The present building, though con-

structed with bricks, is coated from basement to the kalasa
with a thick covering of stneeo, and all its architectural
features and ornaments, and all its seulptures, are executed in
that materinl. This alone is sufficient to prove that the
present building is most essentially different from the building
he saw, and consequently any attempt to investigute it
peculiarities would be entirely out of place.

We have nothing but architectural evidence to enable us to
fix the period when the first stucco-coated edifice was erected ;
but, from such materials as are now available, I shonld have
very little hesitation in fixing the year 1000 A.p. as a medinm
date. It may be 100 years earlier, or a like number later, but
88 & mean this cannot, it seems to me, be far wrong. It is
almost impossible that Hionen Thsang’s temple could have
escaped destruction during the dark period of Buddhist persecu-
tion that elapsed from 700 to 900. During these two centuries
Buddhists, or at least Buddhist buildings, entirely disappear
from Indin! In the west they never reappeared, but i
Bengal there was a Buddhist revival, under the Pala dynasty.
Under them the temple ot Buddha Gaya seems to have been
robnilt and decorated in n very beautifal style. From other
examples of that age with which we are tolerably familiar
we know what this style really was; and this terrnce now
Temuins so, or did till the period of Mr. Beglar's restoration, a
very beautiful specimen of its elass.

;qury of Tndinn Architecture, pp. 24-200. *Cave Temples of India,

I 397,
2 chaLokin a0 vimds dadty hnvain s !
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We have no means of knowing what the state of the tower
was in the eleventh century, when the terrace was rebuilt. T
18 of brick, set in mud, evidently of no great antiquity, and
depending almost wholly, even for its existence, on its thiek
coating of stuceo in which all its architectural and sculptural
features are expressed. These are of a very different and
certainly more modern form than those of the terrace, and
may have been added by the Burmese or by any one elsa
during the three centuries that elapsed from the time of the
rebuilding of the terrace till the Muhammadan invasion, '

For myself, I see no reason for donbting the statements
made in the famons Burmese inseription under the date of
1305, which sscribes the last rebuilding or recasing to the
king of Arakan of that day.' Now that we know so muehof
the real history of the building, it is hardly worth quarrelling
nbout. From the inscription it seems the Burmese must have
been perfectly familiar with its history. The vihara of Asok
having fallen into deeay, it was rebuilt by Naikmahanta {in J
500 4.p.7); having again been ruined, it was rebuilt by Safo
Mung (a.p. 1000 7) ; and again having been destroyed or fallen {
into decay, it was rebuilt by the Gurn Raja Guna, who, after
various delays, eompleted this third restoration in 1305, and E
gave it the appearnnce it wore till 1880, when a fourth repair
or recasing was undertaken by Mr. Beglar under General
Cunninghari's auspices, with what result remains to be seen.

If any further information is to be obtained regarding the
history of this most interesting temple, it is only by a carefal ]
study of what remains of it by some one not only familiar with
the artistic peculiarities of Indian styles, but also of the eon-
structive modes employed by their builders. It will be extremely
difficult to find any one equal to the task, and if he were
found, it would be hardly worth while now to undertake if.
The building las lost much of the interest that once lw
to it, and much of the mystery that once hung about ifs
origin has already been dispelled. It is scarcely probable ths
any traces will now be found of the templs erected in 500 A
and having the basement of the temple which succeeded it

' Buddha Gayn, p 206-208,
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in or about 1000, we are not now so anxions about it;
while to the Burmese restoration that followed we ean vefer
to the Bodhi temple at Paghan, which was erected abont the
year 1200, and is in every respect as exact a copy of what
the Buddha Gaya temple was at that time as it is possible to
find in & non-copying age. Though erected for the same
purpose—the honour of the Bo tree—and meant no donbt to
be an exact reproduction of its prototype, the architects of
that age did not, and could not, eonfine themselves to mere
copying, but reproduced the temple with such improvement
and alteration as their faney dictated, and as the ¢ustoms of
the building fraternity on the banks of the Irrawady
suggested.' It is, however, marvellously like the Buddha Gaya
temple, and well worthy of the attentive study of those who
are interested in the appearance of that temple as refaced by
the Burmese in 1305. I possess photographs of it, which render
the affinities between the two temples even more clear than
any engravings could do.*

Under the cirenmstances just deseribed, it would have been a
great gain if in 1877 the Government of Bengal had been able to

! Crawfurd's * Embassy to Ava, oetavo edition, vol. i. p. 116,

* The presence of brick-lining arches in the tower, if they still exist, has
long censed to be of any chronological importapee, T have already stated
(*Cave Temples of India,’ P 133) what effeet recent invest'gations have had on
the subject. From the fuct that the Burmese used brick arches, in every
form, at Paghan hetween the 10th and 18th centurirs, and owlng to the con=
sant communieations at that thae, it is no wonder that they might have been
uend in any brick building of the Pala age, as well o8 afterwards.  Bome may
even have boen found as internal linkngs in brick temples at even an earlier age,
bt nathing has yet boen discoversdthat would lewt u to supposs that they
Were employed even for this snbonlinate purjose earlier than the sixth or
Feventh eentury, and never even then for external or construgtive purposes, tll
Amnch later period. 17 the Sonbhandar Cave conld be shown ta be identical
With the Battapanni Cave, in which the first convoeation was held, it would
1ake the Babu's contention even more absird than it is (p. 1000, Tt has,

s been safficiently proved that this is not the case (* Cave Temples,’
P 40), but as it mnst be at lesst one or two centuries n.c., no one but the
wonld suppose jts ool represente:] an arch—nor wonld he, except for
the sake of contradicting me, oo the principle that whatever T say must
wrong and ought * per fias aut wefus” to be contradicted.
o 2
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find some one who, either by his accomplishments as an artist or

5 | of his knowledge as an archmologist, could have been deputed to

write & report on this temple before its restoration was under-

““! taken. Asmoney was no object, and they were prepared to place

all the resources of their typographical and artistie cstablish-
mentsat the disposal of theirenvoy, he might easily have producad
a monograph that would have left nothing to be desired. Witha0
quarto plates and 250 quarto pages of text, all the artistic peen-
linrities of the templo might have been illnstrated to the fullest
desirable extent, and the history of the building elucidated as
far as the materials available would admit of its being dome.
Unfortunately, no such person appears to have existed, orat
least none was fonnd in Caleutta, and in an evil moment the
mission was entrusted to Babu Rajendralala, and the conses
quence is the production of a work which adds nothing to onr
previons knowledge of the appearance of the building, and
which it is no exaggeration to say does not contribute one naw
fact to onr knowledge of ita history, nor to the elncidation of
the many problems of Indian archwology which it pretends to
treat of with such redundant learning.!

He begins his illustrations, of a certain class, by copying Ewo
plans of the temple made by General Cunningham (pl. iv.)
Why these are reproduced is by no means apparent, as they do
not illustrate any proposition in the text, and they are 50
drasrn here as o be very little use unless it is to show
how worthless is his own plan of the building, Being in
different works, and drawn for different purposes, they are
not to the same scale, but, as is his wont, the General was

T T .

g

careful to add elsborate scales to each plate. If the Dabn 1

lnd reproduced them to the same scale, they might have

been mseful for comparison; but this he has not attem
but has drawn them, not ouly to the different dimensions
adopted by the General, but to & seale different from his, in
both instances : and, as he carefully omits the scales from his
plates, the plans are absolutely useless for any intelli

purpose. The only motive that occurs to me that could have

' ¢ Budiha Gaya. The hermitage of Sakya Muni' Dy Rajendralals Dite,
LL.IL, CLE., & Calcutta, 18T, .
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inducell the Babu to reproduce these plans—besides filling &
plate—seems to have been the idea that he conld produce a
better, and this he proceeds to do in the next plate (pl v.),
which is certainly unique in plan-dmwing.

There is no seale, of course: the Babu despises such matter-
of-fuct devices ; but, after considerable difficulties, I guess that
it is meant to bo 50 feet to 1 inch, because there is a measure-
ment Y7 feet 10 inches, measured from the temple to the en-
closure, which exactly fits this seale. Applying it consequently
1o the other nine dimensions which he has figured on the plan,
we have the following results :—

T+ 10 correct on scale of 50 fiset to 1 ingh.

L

o a1aqf  soales 2250 dilference  8°0
8, a0, 2400 o 40
4.0 188G ] e E50
5. 480 , 578 96
G %0 , 500 240
A T TR ’ b8
B 423, T6e0 2D
0. iil04 1 5 160 % 4.8

Some of these differences it would not be necessary to remark
upon if they stood alone, but the whole make up an amount of
errors that it would not be easy to match on any plan in modern
times,

It is not only, however, in his dimensions that the Babu
goes astray. The plan of the temple is hatched in & manner
that, according to the usual prineiples of plan-drawing, is
quite incomprehensible, If it is & section throngh the terrace,
which, in one sense, it pretends to be, the tree and its encircling
masonry ought not to be shown, still less the cells, which is
certainly not in the besement. If it is o section through the
fower, the cella is right, but the tree wrong; but what the
apartment ¢ means, and what the angles & K, nor how the

stairs in front at 1 and » are arranged, it is difficult fo | 7F
understand, 'The fact is, the Babu or his assistant have

sttempted to represent on one plane the temple at two
different heights. Plan-drawers in this country, where it is
necessary to do this, draw a broken or crooked line through

f fle= ] a r
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their pictures, and represent one half in section the other in
plan, on the different sides of this line. The Babu was probably
not aware ‘of this device, and consequently, drawing a plan
according to his own unaided light, has made the unintelligible
muddle shown in plate v.

Unfortunately, the shorteomings of the Babu's book are mot
confined to the plans. On plate viii. he exhibits a restored
elevation of the building, which, without being absolutely
incorrect, o far as he affords means of judging, is as unlike the
existing building as it ean possibly be. So little eonseions is
he of this defect, that in plate vii. he prints a photograph,
which challenges comparison with the restoration. Very
considerable allowances must of course be made for the fore-
shortening of the latter, as affecting the proportions of the
outline, but it does not alter the character of the details or
their relative proportions inter s, which give so totally
different appearance to the building. Avowedly his artist
has introduced one storey too many, but this is trivial in
comparison to his missing and misrepresenting the whole
character of the details. The thickening the stem of the tree
by at least one-third alters the whole character of this feature
of the building,' and the immense exaggeration of that part of
the building, in the restoration, throws the design of the
whole out of proportion to an almost inconceivable extent.
But what could we expect? A geometric elevation of a
building made avowedly without measurement, and published
without a scale, is not likely to represent its features correctly,
and is an experiment in architectural drawing which we hope
will not be often repeated.

In support of his views of the Buddha Gaya temple, and his

restorntion of it, the Babu introduces a photograph of the
temple at Konch (plate xviii). He professes to see the
most marked similarity of design and affinity between the two

' At page 81. The Babn objects to my assertion that the number of rings
in the Kalasa never exceed 0. 1 do not yet know of sny sfructural exampls

in which that number is surpassed.  Tn small models of single stones, 1 of
course know that they are found with any number of rings up to 50, But

thiess nre fot buildings, and of thuse alone 1 was speaking,
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temples ; while I, on the contrary, geo none, In fact, it is my: - .
inability to perceive this that so long made me hesitate to

aseribe a common origin to the Hindun and Buddhist styles,
but which, as just explained above, I am now inclined to admit.
The characteristie, it appears to me, of the Buddha Gays
tower, is the marked division into storeys, and the conse-
quently horizontal lines of arnamentation that prevail through-
out. In the Konch tower there is not o shadow of a reminis-
eence of a storeyed form, and all the lines of decoration are
vertical. The mode of reconciling these opposite systems that
now occurs to me is that the Buddha Gaya style is derived
from the vihara, the Konch from the dagoba. The two forms
apparently deviated from one another at some very early nge.
The Buddhists retaining the one, in a very modified form, it
must be confessed, down at least to the time of the Buddha
(taya temple; the Hindus appropristing the other, and
elaborating out of it, with modifiestions suggested by the
vihara form, the style we now find in Orissa and at Konch.
The more T think of it, the more probable does it appear that
this is the true solution of the problem, and it may at least bo
sdopted ns a true hypothesis, till at least some better is
suggested.

Besides the value in the Babn's eyes, of the temple at Konch,
a8 illustrating the architecture of that at Buddha Gays, it
oceurred to him that it might be nseful in refuting my heresies
about the arch; he therefore published on page 78 a woodcut
seetion, of which that on the following page is o facsimile.
It will at first be observed, on comparing it with the: phﬂf:n-
graph (plate xviii.), that the outline of the gikhara is quite
different ; but that is of comparatively little importance; but
above the doorway he has introduced a triangular opening, or
window, 15 feet high by about T} feet wide, which does nof
exist. It is a curious illustration of how uneducated his eye
is, that with the photograph staring him in the face, he
does not perceive the impossibility of an opening as he repre-
sents in the woodent, existing where he places it. The fnct
of the matter is, that nine-tenths of the difficulties and djnf—
erepancies that occur, both in this book and in the * Anhi-
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quities of Orissa, arise from the total want of education of the
eye, which is everywhere apparent. This arises apparently from
his mever learning to draw in his youth, or never at least
practising it in his matare age, which was a fatal deficiency

— i 2 rast

No. | L.—Beotion of Templo st Kench,  (From * Buddha Gaya,’ . .5

when he undertook to enlighten the world on matters of art
and archmology,

I hope I may be spared saying many words about the Babu's
design for the triple front of the temple on plate xix. It is nob
quite clear whether he intends it to be a restored represens
tation of the temple, as it was seen by Hionen Thsang
(640 a.n.), or whether it represents it as rebuilt by the Palss
(4.0, 1000), or as it was left by the Burmese in 1505, Whichs
ever is intended, we may safely say that nothing so hideous

s:;
i
!
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anil unsuitable was ever erected by any Indian architect, or
even proposed, anterior to the nineteenth century. Mr. Beglar
seems in 1880 to have besn perfectly aware of its unsuitable-
ness—to say the least of it—and consequently is not likely to
have made any attempt to reproduce it; and as the Babu's
patrons are no longer in power in Caleutta, there is little more
harm likely to come of it than the production of an sutotype
plate, which will hurt no one but its designer.

The selection and the arrangement of the seulptures depicted
in'the 12 plates, xx. to xxxii, is marked by that want of
method and total want of power to discriminate styles, which
characterises all that Babu Rajendralala does. From the con-
ventional mode in which plates xxiv, and xxx. are drawn, and
the ubsence of any emblems they may be of any age. My con-
viction is that they are not earlier than the others. Among
these there is certainly not one that is earlier than the Pala
age, tenth to twelfth century, and many are very much more
modern, Some are Burmese, some are modern Hindu, and the
bulk of them would be more appropriate to illustrate o work on
the Black Pagoda at Calentta, that one understood to be devoted
to “Hermitage of Sakya Muni.” The fifteen plates xxxiii. to
xlvii. are among the most valuable in the work, and if we conld
depend on the drawing, would be & vulusble contribution to
our knowledge of the style of sculpture and decoration adopted
in the Mauryan ora, either by Asoka or his immediate successors.
They have been already drawn by General Cunningham in the
first volume of his Reports, pls. viil. to xi., not so completely, nor
perhaps in some respects so well But the best set of copies
were made by Captain Kittoe, and are now in the library of the
Indin Office, but still unpublished. They are, however,
sufficient to show how imperfect the two other copies are, and
how indispensable it is that they should be reproduced by
photography. It seems almost impossible to eliminate the
personal equation, and when we are dealing with such archme
and unfamiliar forms, nothing but a mechanical process will
suffice. General Conningham’s copy of the gate pillar, photo-
graphed on plate 1., is sufficient to show how indispensable this
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18." Tt is impossible to resson from any such drawings us have
hitherto been produced. Plate xlviii. is a curious specimen of
how things are huddled together in this work. Fig, 1 isa
eorner pillar of the Asoks rail, with an inscription in the Lit
character, and onght therefore to have been classed and de-
seribed with them. Fig. 2 is a pillar from the so-called viham
of Baladitys at Nalands, excavated and fignred by Broadley,
though how it got to Caleutta is by no means clear. The
Iintel, fig, 3, is also from the same excavation, and is partic-
lrly interesting here ns possessing on the onter edge the sme
folinted moulding that we remarked on in page 61, woodeut, Now 7,
a5 occurring in the Mukteswara temple and the Black Pagoda,
and elsewhere. 1t is here represented probably in o slightly
more modern form, but the lintel to which it is attached cannot
possibly be later than the ninth or tenth century, and may
be earlicr, possibly as early as the eighth. _
Plates x., xi., and xii. seem to have got singularly astray in
the arrangements of the plates, and even more so in their
deseription in the text, yet they are among the most interesting,
And, for the history of the building, the most important plates
in the book. They are, from their style and details, evidently
of the same age, and one of them has an inseription (pl. xi.),
dated from the form of its characters. It is amusing,
however, to see how easily the “sober-minded ” Babu puts a
dated inscription on one side when it does not suit his “pre-
conceived theories " that it should be adopted. Anyone at all
familiar with the character of sculpture in Behar in the tenth
century would recognise the figure of Buddha with the emblems
]‘Eﬂ-ﬁath it as belonging to the tenth or eleventh century, and
1t hardly needed the Kutila inseription on its base to confirm
't (page 133), If it is of that age, the Buddha depicted plate x.
18 80 also, and that fixes the age of the whole terrace of the
building. Though not so evident at first sight—from the
inperfection of the drawing—the three groups B C and D on
Plate xii. are evidently of the same age. The architecture of
oy L rightly informed, the photograph on plate 1. Is taken from a cast

in the Caleutta, Museum, not from the original sculpture. See * Anderson's
Catalogue, p. 124,
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the niches in which they stand and their whole appearance
confirms this. It is true the facile pencil of the Babu's artist,
Bagehi, hns a wonderful tendency to reduce all Hindu seulptare
to a common denomination, which makes the demand for photo-
graphs more imperative; but, though from the drawing here
given it might be difficult to date these sculptures within a
century or two, to take them back to Asoka’s time, n.c. 250, is
rather too strong. If he had contended that they belonged to
the temple of Amara (the one Hiouen Thsang saw), he might have
eonvineed some people. But the changes in the character of
Indian seulpture were too great and too rapid, as we know from

_our experience at Sanchi and Amaravati, for any one to be

deceived, when the two extremities of these tenth and twelfth
centuries are fairly presented to him. They are certainly not of
Asoka’s time, nor even of Amara’s, but almost certainly belong
to the Pala restoration of the temple. In fact we have not yet
found any vestige either of seulpture ‘or architeeture which can
be aseribed to the time of the earlier temple.! The throne, plate
tii. fig. A, so far s can be made out from the drawing, seems
eertainly to belong to that age. It may be that some further
researches may bring to light some vestiges of the temple
which Hionen Thsang saw and deseribed, but certainly none
yet have been discovered. How far any parts of its structure
may be encased and hidden in the present temple is, of
course, impossible to say, but nothing certainly is to be seen
outside.

It would be tedious, as it certainly would be unprofitable, to
attempt to answer all the arguments the Babu adduces agninst
my theories. The process would interest no one but myself,
and I can very well afford to pass it over in silence. In nine
cases out of ten the mode of argument adopted is by first
misrepresenting the statements made by me, and then refuting
his own misstatements, which is an easy enough process. It
people read the Babu's books instead of mine, to learn my
opinion on any subject, they will learn much that is curious

! Of course this remark does not apply to Vajrasana and the mll of Asokn
—thess can hardly bo called parts of the temple.



n ARCHEOLOGY IN INDIA

and novel, but which it never entered into my head to pro-
pound, nor for which, if I am right, the public will not be either
wiser ar better. There is one argnment, however, which is an
exception to the general rule, and as it is stated fairly enongh,
deserves notice, though 1 differ entirely from his conclusions.

From a long and attentive study of the early rails of the
Duoddhists, I arrived at the eonclusion that they were almest
literal copies of some form of wooden construction. All their
decorative and constructive features seem to point 8o con-
clusively to this, that I cannot even now understand how any
one now can fancy that they were derived from forms of stone
construction, or by a people using stone for building purposes,
I do not quite understand that even the Babu adopts any such
theory. He is of opinion, however, that « against animals
a much lighter structure would have amply sufficed for pro-
tection "' (p. 148), or “to save a small tree from the attacks of
eattle” (p. 151), all which may be perfectly true, but misses
the whole point of the argument. Very much lighter rails
than those copied by the Buddhists in stone would have amply
sufficed for agricultural purposes; but this suggestion does not
uttempt any explanation as to how these agricultural mils
grew into those massive forms which we know from manifold
experience were afterwards raised in stone, copied from wooden
originals,

The Babu sneers at what he ealls my * nail-headed " theory
(page 150). Perhaps I may be mistaken, Tt is merely o sug-
gestion to nccount for peculinrities which to me are inexplieable.
I found that bronze dises and clamps were used in Greece to
Accentuate and adorn wooden constructions, and it appeared to
me that it might be so nsed in India, I cannot otherwise
account for the form of the dises and half discs which orna-
mented the rails. Otherwise what are they ? They nre not
reminiseences of either wooden or stone coustruction, and, o8

suggested above, it oceurred to me that they must consequently

|

be copied from forms in metal, probably bronze. But has the
Dabu any other theory to suggest? If not, mere fanlt-finding,
though very gratifying to some minds, is very unprofitable.

! * Parthonon, p. 114,
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The following paragraph, when treating of this subject, is

u fair specimen of the Babu’s mode of reporting my opinions as
fncts :— :
«These changes could not have taken place within the
single reign of A'soka; and yet, if we are to believe Mr. Fer-
the art of seulpture was first originated in his reign,

und the rails and stone-houses were for the first time made in
stone from wooden models, and as the rails were put up by
A'soka, the change was necomplished in fifteen to thirty years.
Admitting, however, for the sake of argument, what i8
otherwise quite inadmissible, that the beginning and progress
of stone rail-making was accomplished in the single reign of

* A'soka, it might be asked—How does this accord with the other

theories of the learned author, in which he attributes the
beginning of stone masonry and senlpture to the sdvent of
Greek artists in Indin during A'soka’s reign?' Ifaccomplished
artists eame from Greece or Bactria, why did they begin by
copying wooden models, and not introduce a completed art?
Why shonld they have preferred lens-shaped tenons and
mortices, which were not common in Grecee or Bactria, to
gquare and round ones, with which they were perfeetly

* In 1865, when writing about the architecturs of Persia 1 used an expres-
wim mare definite than T would have nsed in writing abont the architecture
of Inidia, where the context would have qualifiel my meaning. 1 meant to
smphasise the proposition that the Assyrians and Persians T mot employed
stons fur architoctnml purposes, till they came into comtact with the
Bayptinns avd Greeks and other stone-using people—I added * the Indians
first loarnid this ard from the Bactrian Greeks.” The word art, it must be
confessod, is too indefinite. T ought, and would, if T had dreamt of the us:
that wonld be made of i, have qualified it by @ grehitecture, as contra-dis-
tinguishes) from building or engineering,” but T did not then think that sach
amplifications were necessary of desirable. At . 50 of his * Indo-Aryans,
Babu Rajendm prints this paragmph in capitals, 8s trinmphantly proving
his contention ; and as e gives a reference culy to an ol adition of my general
history, which has long been out of priot, it is almost impossible that any
ome should find the passage, or seo the bearing of the context. In fact, the
Babu's mode of arguing the question would be thought ingenious and crodit-
able in a lawyer trying to obtain a convigtion for soine high crime or mis-
dimeanour at the Old Bailey. It has not, however, yet been introduced, so far
s I know, into dispubes questions of science oF art, nml 1 hope

nover may be.
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familiar ? Donbtless the number of the artists who came from
beyond India was not large, and they had to train up the
natives of the conntry to practise the art : but, in such a cass,
the pupils, whatever they may do in original designs, should
follow the mechanical details tanght them by their foreign
masters, and not devise indigenous methods of their own.”

I need hardly eay that there is not one word of truth in'all
this, and all that follows abont “accomplished ' arti
Greece and Bactria” is merely a part of the hallneinations
which disfigure his pages whenever he gets on the subject,

I bave never ventured to state in words how long I faney
these massive wooden rails may bave been in use before the
time of Asoka; but my theory of the origin of Indian arehi-
teckure necessitates an epoch of centuries at least. 1t must have
required & very long time before so original a form could have
been elaborated even in wood, with all its structural a
ments and all its adornments, both in architectural and figure
sculptare, before we find it in the perfection it had attained
in the age of Ascka. If T were ssked to define my idens
more exactly, I shonld say four to five centnries, or before the
advent of Buddha, and that their elaboration lasted as long
afterwards, so that, if we put a thousand years for “ the
fifteen to thirty™ of the Babu, it wonld represent the facts of
the case and my meaning much more nearly. So far us onr
researches at present extend, Asokn was the first to copy in
stone & form so familiar with his predecessors,’  Luckily for
us, for had he not, his rails, like all those that preceded,
being in the more perishable material, might have disappeared
like all the earlier ones. Whether he did =0 or not in con-
sequence of a suggestion from the arts of o people using
the more durable material, as above suggested, seems of
very little consequence. The existence of the highly orna-
mented stone rails at Buddha Gaya (n.c. 250), and at Bharhuat
(0. 150), is in itself sufficient to prove that the Indians wee™
far from undervaluing the use of that material for ee ain
architectural purposes, If, in consequence, they refrained .
* 1o not feel quite sure that the Besnagar rail may not be older, but

bandly mnch, ¢ Cunningham's Reports! vol, x. Plate xiii.),
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from employing it in their architectural building, it was
simply because they found—as the Burmese do at the present
day—that wood was o better and more tractable material, and
better suited in every respect for their purposes. The details
of the Buddha Gays rail are sufficient to prove that it was
designed and erected by Asoka’s own Indian workmen. No
foreign influence was allowed to prevail except that perhaps

. of Persia, whose inhabitants were, for purposes of art at that

time, practically the same people. The same is true of the
Bharhut rail (150 B.c.); at Sanchi (100 Ap.), in the gate-
ways, we first begin to feel the inflnence of Classic art; and at
Amravati (350 a.p.), it is unmistakably evident.

It is more difficult to ascertain when the Indians left off
using wood as their principal material for architectural
purposes, From the bas-reliefs of the Sanchi gateways, ex-
ecuted in the first century of the Christian ern, we learn
with certainty that though the city walls and the founda-
tion of their houses were of brick or stone, the npper and all
the habitable parts were in wood, and all, in fact, that ean
be ealled architecture, was in that materinl only. Though
the information is seant, and far from distinet, this appears to
have been the arrangement from the earliest times to which our
knowledge extends.

In the other direction the paintings in the Ajunta Caves
show that down at least to the seveth century the pillars in all
the porticos and the constructive parts were still of wood ;
generally richly painted ; and stone architecture was the rarest
possible phenomenon. On the other hand, however, in carlier
caves, say of the fourth and fifth centuries, we find pillars, of
forms that could not be derived from wooden originals, but
must have been elaborated from stone models, cither ns used
in the rock, or in buildings eonstructed on the plains. The
presumption, therefore, is that at that early age, certainly
*sfore the fifth century, the Indians were familinr with the
use of stone for architectural purposes, but continned the nse
of wood as their fayourite material for long afterwards. The
probability, in fuct, is that the white ants—as before remarked

—had a great deal more influence in settling this question
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than any msthetic motives, or than any extraneous influence
derived from any foreign sources,

There is only one other paragraph in the work of Buddha
Gaya which it may be expedient to direct attention to before
eoncluding what I have to say on the controversy between
Babu Rajendralala and myself on the subject of the intro-
duction of stone architeeturs into Indin. It is too long te
quote, and besides contains no fact of any interest to any ons,
and even no contradietion of any statement of mine that wonld
throw any light on the subjeet, it is, however, well worthy of
attention us a psychological study by any one interested in the
intellectnal status of the Hindus, and is o curions example of
that sort of mosaie, from different and frequently irrelevant
documents, by which elever native vakils in Mofussil conrts
try to puzzle and obfuseate the slower intellects.of Anglo-
Saxon judges who generally preside.

It begins (p. 164) with a quotation from my * History of
Indian Architecture,’ to every syllable of which I still ndhere,
and have not seen canse sinee to modify it in any way. It
then goes on to a long extract from my book on ‘Tree and
Serpent Worship,' and winds up with a second quotation from
the ¢ Architecture,’ to which a wrong reference is given (query
purposely ?) The whole object of this long series of quotations
being to convict mo out of my own mouth of the erime of
which the Babu first ncensed me in the “ Jonrnal of the Asiatic
Society of Bengal,' of maligning the most ingenions people of
the world, by suggesting that they took a hint from forcigners
on the use of stone for architectural purposes, and so his
consistency and infallibility is proved and established. Any one,
however, who has all my books before him—who has? and who
will take the pains to study the paragraphs so run together, with
the context—who will ? will very soon see throngh this ingenions
deviee. But even if any one is idle enough to make the attempt,
he will not find it so easy. The reference to the * Tree and Berpent
Worship,' is to the first edition, and the referenee to the last
part of the quotation is avowedly wrong. When these diffi-
culties are conquered, he will find the extracts from the ¢ Treo
and Serpent Worship ' are in a chapter which has no reference




—

BUDDHA GAYA. ur

whatever to architecture, with which the beginning and end of
the paragraph are concerned, but which is especially headed
“Benlpture,” und refers to that “Art” only. It was not con-
sequently necessary to repeat that word every time that “ the
Art” to which the chapter was especially devoted and confined
was mentioned. It was this omission, however, that enabled
the Babu, by printing the extract from the ‘ Tree and Serpent
Worship ' between two paragraphs from architectural works, to
make it appear that I had said that “Indian Architecture "
“owes its origin to the influence of the Greek kingdom of
Bactrin ™|

1t is perhaps a nnique instance of one author, in a contro-
versy of this sort, trying to conviet another of saying what

* there is not s shadow of proof he has ever said, and what

the whole context of his works shows was as far as possible
from his meaning. It is strange the Babn should persevere
in such misrepresentations after the most distinet and positive
denials on my part that I meant anything of the kind. It is
possible that in my earlier works I did not state the negative
side of the argument with the clearness I counld now, but
that was because it never pecurred to me that any one eonld
ever faney that I meant to derive the architecture of India
from Greek sonrces, all I have ever written and said on this
subject being of exactly the opposite tendency. Iis perfect
originality is to me its keynote to its meaning and its especial
charm,

It is one of the most curions and interésting facts that recent
archiological rescarches have revealed to us, that there did
exist in the north-west of India, especially beyond the Indus, a
school of seulpture which undoubtedly owes its origin to the
Greek eolonists in Baetria, but whose period of greatest vigour
was in the early centuries of the Christian era, long after the
kingdom of Bactria had passed away. General Cunningham is

~ of opinion that these sculptures belong to the most flourishing

period of the Indo-Seythian rule under Kaniska and his imme-
diate snocessors, or from mo. 40 to 200 ap! He would, I

V¢ Reports,’ vol. v, Introduction, p. vi.
H
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presume, be now inclined to bring their date somewhat lower;
my own impression is that they extend to a very much more
modern date,

The first person to give a detailed account of these, with the
necessary illustrations, was Sir Edward Clive Bailey, in the
twenty-first volume of the ‘Journal of the Bengal Asiatic
Society.' But, since then, many acconnts have been published,
and more than 1000 specimens have been accumulated in the
Lahore Musenm; nearly 200 in that at Calentta. Dr. Leitner's
collection, on loan, at South Kensington, and a considerable
collection in the British Musenm, enable European scholars
to judge of their character, and besides these, there are
many hundreds of specimens dispersed through private col-
lections. Al these, without one single exception, betray the
influence of Classical art more or less distinetly; some—
many indeed—so distinetly, that they would hardly be de-
tected as foreign if placed in any musenm of Byzantine or
Medimval art in Italy and other places in Europe. It has nob
yet been ascertnined how much of this elassical feeling is due to
the influence of the original colony of Greeks left in Baotria by
Alexander and his successors, or how much is due to subsequent
international communication between the Byzantine Empire
and the north-west of Indin; but, as the materials are now
abundant, it is to be hoped that the investigation of this most
important and interesting question will not be long delayed.
Meanwhile what interests us most st this point, is that this
school-art was confined wholly to the north-west of India. Its
principal seat was in Gandara, beyond the Indus, and though it

. 8pread, sporadically, as far as Mathura, it nowhere can be traced
beyond the Jumna, and was there met by a native school,
having its origin apparently in Behar, but on which for &
long time it had very little influence, and never entirely
superseded.

Its architecture, so far as we know it, was almost exelusively
of the Corinthian order. General Cunningham calls it the Indo-

=3

!
4
;‘

Corinthian style, but as such, it never penetrated into Indis,

no specimens of it being found even as far as Mathura, so that
it, more certainly than the sculptures, may be excluded from

e
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eonsideration in attempting to ascertain the origin of Indian
architectural styles.

Is it that the Babu's eye is so uneducated, that he cannot
perceive the obvious distinction between Classical and Native
art in India? Or is it that he is so satisfied by his own
superficial knowledge, that he has not cared to follow the
recent developments of Indian archmology, and eannot conse-
quently state them with intelligible clearness? The latter can
hardly be pleaded as an explanation of the phenomena by the
suthor of such volumes as we have been examining. Though
the premisses are generally mistaken, and the conclusions drawn
from them as generally erroncons, the mode of ressoning and
the English in which it is expressed are wonderfully correct
for & man writing in a foreign tongue, and dealing with a sub-
jeet with which he had no previous scquaintance. Given the
data, and assuming the conelusion, the logic is irreproachable,
though the result is, notwithstanding, feeble and foolish.

The true explanation of the case I believe to be, that the curi-
ous mosaie in the work on Buddha Gaya is only an attempt to
throw dust in the eyes of the public, and make it appear that he
has proved his case. Not that the Greeks did or did not influnence
Indian art. This part of the ease eould easily have been stated
in a few words, and proved or disproved in fewer still. With
that point the Babu does not concern himself. PBut having in
the article in the ¢ Bengal Journal,' in 1871, dressed up a gigantic
bogie and labelled it with my name, he set himself vigoronsly to
slay this being of his own creation, and all that he has written
since has tended to the same desirable end, and thus to assure
others of his trinmph and his consistency. When he first seb
up this bogie, he knew perfectly well and knows now, that it
was not the least like me, or any of my works; but having
embarked in a wild ecrusade, and the Government having
ifforded him the means of maintaining it, ns much nonsense
hias been written about it as was probably ever written about
%0 absurd o controversy. The Government are too impersonal
to feel how ridiculons they have rendered themselves by the
part they have taken in the quarrel. The Babu has slain his

bogie, much to his own satisfaction, and I don't feel a bit the
: n2
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worse. It will therefore be well if this absurd eontroversy is
allowed to rest where it is, and the study of Indian “Tﬂhm01ﬂgj
permitted to resmme its practical course of scientific useful-
ness, undisturbed by any of those angry persomal feelings
which the Babu was the first, and I hope may be lust, to
introduce into a hitherto faseinating pursuit.

BrrxpAnux.

To a person like myzelf, who from my boyhood has been draw-
ing plans, and during my whole lifetime has been studying
them, nothing appears more carious than the inability of even
educated people to realise their form and appreciste their value,
To me a plan of a building is in most cases more important for
a correet understanding of its peenlinrities than an elevation, or
even a photograph of it, can be. To others it conveys very little
information ; and not only do they not see its eonnection with
the superstructure, but they eannot judge how far it can be a
necessary part of a building, even when other drawings are
added showing the elevation of other parts,

That an uneducated man like Babu Rajendralala—I mean
uneduested in the sense of plan-drawing, or architectural draw-
ing of any sort—should blunder in this respoct, is not perhaps
to bo wondered at. But when we find an educated English
gentleman like Mr. Growse, s Master of Arts of Oxford, and
who has strong building proelivities, failing entirely in this
respect, it does become a wonder it is difficult to sccount for,
and ought to make us tolerant of what scems a congenital
deficiency. Certain it is, at all events, that thronghout his
work on ‘Mathura’* his plans and drawings show a singular
unlikeness to the buildings they are intended to represent, and
that he also shows a eurious insensibility to the fact, and &
consequent intolerance of the works of others which present
the opposite characteristics,

When 1 visited Brindabun in 1889, I was so much struck

with the beauty, and at the same time with the interesting

' *Mathura, n District Memoair. By F. 8 Growse, M.A., Oxon. Quarto,
1880, Glovernment Press, North Western Provinces,
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singularity, of the temple of Gobind Deo, that 1 spent somo
considerable time in examining it. 1 made a carefal plan of it
—aus far ns it wes aceessible to me—and a drawing of the
interior.  The latter I intended to have published in my
‘ Picturesque [llustrations of Ancient Architecture :* and would
have done so had I been able to continue that publication; but
want of encouragement prevented its going beyond the first
four parts. The plan was published in 1867 in my * History of
Architecture,” with two views of the exterior of the building
from photographs, woodeuts 260, 261 and 262. The plan
was, like all those in that work, reduced to the sealo of 100 foot
to 1 inch, which was too small to do it justice; but in the
present instance may be useful in correcting Mr. Growse's
magniloguent comparison of it with 8t, Paul's Cathedral. By
comparing it with my plan of the same church to the same
seale, it will be perceived that it more nearly resembles one of
the two small chapels, which are mere adjuncts to the western
fagade. But this is of little consequence ; size is not its merit,
and does not pretend to be. In beauty of outline and elegance
of detail it 1s almost unrivalled, of its class, in India,

When I was making my survey, I was prevented from enter-
ing the sacrarium or cells. This I perfeetly understood, and
did not object to ; but I was allowed to look through the bars
of the doorway, and I could see dimly in the half light the
images on their sinhasana ; but what T did object to was, that
I was not allowed by the attendant priests to approach, much
less to measure, the west end of the building, on the outside.
I consequently, in publishing the plan, indicated what I pre-
sumed was the form of this part, in outline only.

Fortunately for the vindication of my plan ageinst _Hl'»
Growse's strictures, Lientenant (now Major) Cole, R.E., visited
Brindabun in 1869, and in 1873 published a work in quarto
on the antiquities of the place’ In this there is a plan of
this temple of Gobind Deo on a considerably larger scalo
than mine, but confirming its exactness in every particular.

! “Buildings near Muttra and Agm.' Phologmphs, plans, amd drawings, by

H. H. Cole, R.E., published by order of Government of India. India Office,
1878, Quarto.
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As Major Cole is himself an sccomplished plan-drawer, and
was nccompanied by a staff of competent surveyors, the plan,
as far as it goes, leaves nothing to be desired. Like me, how-
ever, he was prevented by the priests from examining and
measuring the western end of the building, and, like me, was
obliged to be contented by sketching in, that part of the
temple in ontline, from what he could guess of its appearance,
seen from o distance, After this, in 1880, Mr, Growse pub-
lished his plan (p. 228), which is manifestly wrong on the
face of it. In the first place, the dome does not fit the
building, and, as he draws it, necessitates the contraction
of the transepts to 18 feet internally ; while they are, as seen
at a glance, of the same width as the nave, 23 feet 6 inches,
and the walls are throughout represented as solid, instead of
being open colonnades of great beanty. The greatest defect of
his plan, however, is, that it is impossible from it to nnderstand
how the west end is arranged. As he had free and unlimited
secess to this part of the building, if he had been able fo
draw o plan he conld easily have solved the problem that
Major Cole and I were prevented from doing, but as it is,
he has left it more mysterious than before. "I'hat his repre-
sentation of it is wrong, it is easy to see, but what the original
arrangements were must remain a mystery till some one who
can draw is allowed aceess to that part. In the meanwhile it
is quite certain that the apartment which Mr. Growse calls the
jagmohan is used as the sacrarium of the temple, and has been
s0 used ever since the time of its erection. Whether it was
intended to erect a second sacrarium beyond, I cannot of course
suy, not having seen the locality, and he would be a bold man
who would predieate anything with certainty about buildings
in 80 abnormal a style as that which prevailed in Brindabun
during the tolerant reign of Akbar, But I entirely disbelieve
the story of its having onee existed, and being entirely razed fo
the ground by the Muhammadans. All these stories of Moslem
bigotry appear to me to be singularly apoeryphal, like those
invented by Bubu Rajendra to account for the inferiority of
the architecture of the temple at Puri (ante, p. 62). When
the Muhammadans wished to convert a temple into s mosque,
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or wanted materinls to erect one, they never hesitated in de-
stroying pagan temples for that purpose, but they never, so
far a8 I know, gratuitously pulled down any of those buildings
merely to gratify their feelings of religions intolerance. I
was too tedious and expensive a process, while killing a cow in
the precinets, and defiling the temple with its blood, could
safficiently desecrate it to render it useless at much less expense
or trouble,

The other plans of temples published by Mr. Growse are
nearly as bad as this one of Gobind Deo, but do not interest
us 80 much. It is quite inconceivable, however, that any one
could publish such a plan as that of the temple of Radha
Ballabh, and publish next to it a view of the temple from
# photograph,' and not to see that the one has no connection
with the other, and does not in any way represent it; but
throughout his work there runs the same inability to perceive
this necessary connection between two illustrations of the same
thing.

It would have been a fortunate cirenmstance for the buildings
at Brindabun had Mr. Growse's architectural proclivities been
confined to misrepresenting them in plans, but being the
civilian in charge of the distriet, he had the command of funds
he eould apply to their restoration. It is fortunate that these
were not equal to those at the disposal of Mr. Beglar, aud
that the buildings were of less importance, but their applica-
tion was nearly as disastrous to the buildings operated upom.
Mr. Growse first began his operations on the temple of Gobind
Deéo by removing s wall which gave height and picturesquencss
to its outline, under the strange idea that it was built by t]l:!n
Mubammadans, and that his béte noir, Arungzebe, had used it
#s 8 mosque towards which topray. A very little knowledgo or
thought would have shown him that as this wall ran east and
west, no Muhammadan could use it for that purpese. Arungzebe
did not worship the north polar star, and would not consequently
turn to it in prayer. It was,in fact, a part of the original
construction ; the stone seaffolding or eoring of the dome which
it was intended to erect over the intersection of the nave and

¥ 4 Journal, Asiatlc Socicty of Bengal,’ vel, xlvii. p. 1678, plates xii. and xiil.
t‘ [
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transepts. By its removal, with that of all the accompanying
eonstruction, before any scientific examination was made, he
has destroyed all chance of our ever being able to ascertain
what was originally intended. I do not of course know,
beeanse I have never seen, but 1 feel perfectly convinced that
any scientific architect eould, from the springings, have been
able to find ont what was intended, but that chance is lost by
Mr. Growse's restorations, which reduce the whole to one flat
unmeaning outline (plate, page 224).' By this he may have
mechanically preserved it from further decay, but this could
engily have been done without interfering with its picturesque-
ness, or without attempting a restoration.

I bave no photograph to show how far he was allowed to
proceed with the erection of the sikhara over the present
gncrarium, and there is none in his work to show ite present
state. He was, however, bent on completing it, and published
in the forty-seventh volume of the * Bengal Journal,’ pl. xii., sn
elevation of what he conceived it ought to be. It is more like a
representation of a cut-glass Birmingham pickle-bottle than
anything any Hindu ever designed for any purpose, and if he
had been allowed to earry out his design, he would have com-
pleted the destruction of this most beautiful temple. It is
true it is difficult to say what was originally intended. Major
Cole has sent me a tracing of the fresco at Amber, which is said
in the inseription upon it, to be n representation of this temple,
as it was intended to be finished. From its' representation of
the parts that are now standing, it is shown to be as incor-
rect as Hindu drawings of buildings generally are, Like onr
early medimval artists, they represent buildings not as they are,
but as they think they ought to be, and it requires both
ingenuity and faith to recognise the resemblance. '

If any attempt is ever made fo restore it—which heaven
forbid ! —the design must be sought for among the temples of
Brindabun iteelf. Nowhere else in India has a Mubammadan
style been applied to Hindu temples in the same: manner, and
all experience derived from examples of Hindu architecture

! The plates in Mr. Growse's work not being numbered, there is grest
difficulty in referring to them correctly.
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elsewhere, is quite inapplicable to this temple. We know it
was not like what Mr. Growse propesed, but that is about the
limit of our knowledge—at present at least.

Another building which was fortunately resened from de-
struction by Sir George Couper's removal of Mr. Growse to a
distriet where his architectural proclivities conld do no harm,
is the Sati Burj at Mathura. It was left unfinished by its
founder, in 1570, and at some time during the last century was
completed by a solid dome, which was certainly not that which
was originally intended, but is more like it in outline then that
proposed by Mr. Growse, Opposite page 138 he publishes a
view of it from a photograph, and in juxtaposition, an elevation,
drawn by a native, as he would propose finishing it He says
“he bestowed no small amount of time and thought upon it "™
(page 139), but the drawing is by a native assistant. It is
characterised by that eurions want of perception of relative
proportion of parts, which spparently no native oan correct,
and that conventional mode of representing cornices which no
European draftsman would perpetrate. But the most curious
thing is the termination that Mr. Growse's architect proposed
to substituto for the present one, more than a third of the
height of the tower itself, and, if square in plan, ﬂrlfﬂll[flgl.]
heavy. It is not easy, however, from the mode in which it is
drawn, to guess what its section is intended to have been, but
this at least is evident, that it is ugly and incongruons to the
lnst degree, and would have rendered it instead of an ornament
a deformity that would have disgraced the beautiful sitnation
it now ocoupies. | should have thought it would have rcqmm:i
only a very slight familiarity with the architecture of Akbar's
buildings at Agra, Secundra and Fattehpur Sieri, o see “’h‘."'
was originally intended. From the basement to where it
leaves off, the design inevitably suggests an open twﬂw—pﬂl,.md
pavilion, surmounted by a dome, making a composition a ll!-ﬂv!l
taller than the present tormination, but not unlike _ii in outline,
and being open like hundreds of its class in the nmgh_!mufhmd,
without the crushing effect a solid termination must inevitably
have produced.

As he has been removed to a distriet where there there are
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no buildings on which he can exercise his misdirected netivity,
these criticisms are now of comparatively little interest to any
one, thongh they may serve as a warning and a protest against
the present mania for restoring the ancient buildings of Indis.
As for Mr. Growse himself, 1 hope he may in fature be forced
to rest on the laurels he has already earned, by the erection of
the Catholic ehurch at Mathura,! one of the ngliest buildings
that has been as yet erceted in India, even by a European
builder—which is saying a good deal—and by having done all
that he was allowed to do, to destroy the temple of Gobind
Deo, which is one of the most beautiful of its class,

' ‘Mathurs,’ &, Photographs apposite pp. 150 and 510,

ia
|
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APPENDIX A.

————

Exreacts from the Reront of H. H. Locke, Esy., Principal of the
Government School of Art, to H. 8. Beapox, Esq., Officiating
Under-Secrstary to the Government of Bengal—(No. 803,
dated Caloutta, the 20th of July, 1860.)

8tz —In continuation of my No. 761 of the 21st of May, to your
address, I have the hongur to submit the following memorandum,

2. The complete out-turn of work consists of—

A—132, casts comprising 119 soparate subjocts from the fol-
lowing temples :—

b Bhobaneswar ., ] ¢ k. . 11 subjects
I Bhwtﬂ“.l T - s i - 15‘ "
Kedaroshwar . o % = 2 g
! Wokliwar ..o . oo oo Do SR
Hajrani .. i 1 i ] = e L
: Kopaleshwari .. o i e % 10
| Siscreshwar ., = e S A | B
l Farnsmmeshwar % 3 i e 18
i &Iﬂml -5 ' ok P e P 28 #
BRONFIOE .~ va as | e @ B oy
Totl .. 118 "

B.—13 sheots of drawings from the following temples :—

Mukieshwar = .. . o el e 5 sheets,
Kopaleshwari .. ., . = g A
Bhobaneswar .. i P - >
T T R T N 1 sheet.
Plans of various temples .. i a* L2
Sarvey map of Bhobaneswar o i ‘_1; "

13

* One of these is an entire minaret, 35 feet high, in 12 picces.



108 APPENDIX,
U.—33 photographs (8 inches % 10 inches) as under-noted :—

Mukteswar ., = = s - 3 plates,
Bhobaneswar .. & A e L |
Juggernath .. a2 & & T
Ddyagiri e 4 o g
Eanarnk & o 7 - i Al
Valital Deal .. ¥y i i = -
Annuta Bashudeb .. o ot 1 plae,
Hajrani 2 i |
Brameshwar .. 1
Bhaskareshwar f Ly it
Vindu Sarobar L
a0

3. Of the 119 casts, 55 were what are technically ealled “ squeones,”
i.e. easts taken from clay matrices. For these it has been HECEREATY
to make piece-monlds,

9. After very careful estimation I find that the cost of producing
sets of the above will be as under :—

(#) Casts—Rupees 825 for the full set of 110 subjects. Smaller
sets, costing from Hupees 150 upwards, could be selected
and furnished to any of the Local Governments, or other
bodies, which might not be prepared to expend the sum
required for o full set.  The cost of the different suhjects
of course varies considerably. Some of the smallest and
simplest can be cast and finished for Hupees 2, while the
Rajrani minaret (35 foet high) would cost Rupees 100,
The average cost per subject may be considered as being
Rupees 7, and very interesting sets might be made, con-
sisting of 20, 30, 40 or 50 subjects und upwards, com-
mencing at Rupees 150 for the smallest set (207

(b) Photographs.—Rupees 30 for the set of 30 prints, nnmounted,
or Rupees 38, mounted on cardboard, with printed titles,
de. (the Intter recommended),

(¢) Drawings—1Until these are finished, T am unable to submit
definite recommendations for their reproduction or esti-
mates of cost. The casts and photographs are eomplete
in themselves without the drawings, although the latter
form, of course, & valuable supplement,

8. From the above statement it will be seen that the expenditure
under every head, cxeept that of “ contingencies,” has been kept

oy
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within the amonnt allowed by the Government of Indin. The
item of “ contingencies " exceeds the estimate by Rupees 787-8-1.
It is of course in the very nature of a “contingency ™ to be less
under one’s control than any other item of expenditure, and in the
present case many things have made it quite impossible for me to
keop this item within the amount set down for it. T should, how-
ever, add that it inolndes some expenses which onght to be borne
by the grant made to Baboo Rajendralals Mitra, and which, if so
dubited, would reduce the item as it now appears in my aecounts
to somothing nearer its estimated amonnt ; but it is my intention
to make this the subject of a separate communication to yon.
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APPENDIX B.

—_——

Is the text of this work (p. 77) T have expressed myself strongly
against Mr. Carllevle and General Cunningham's determination of
the site of Kapilawastu, without, however, having sufficient local
knowledge to prove my case by fixing it mysclf. T am conse-
quently anxions to justify my ecriticism, by pointing to a neigh-
bouring and nearly as important site, regurding which I believe
the General's views to be equally erroneous, and regarding which
my local knowledge is nearly equal to his. It is with regard
to. the position of Saketa or Sha-chi, which he belisves is identical
with the old Hindn city at Ajudhya, or the modern Fyesbad,
I, on the contrary, believe to be :ldl.-nt.lml with Vaisaka or the
mudern Lucknow.

The leading authority on this subject is Fa Hian,? who de-
soribes the jonrney from Sankissa to Sravasti in considernble
detail, and with approximate correctness ns to distances, though,
it mnst be confessed, thess are not generally to be depended upon
in‘his travels, unless otherwise confirmed. He relates his jonrney
in the following terms :—

Sankissa to Canouge T yodjanns 8.E. or 40 miles, on map 52
CatougetoHoli 3 do. 8. , 2L , , 21F
Holito Shachi 10 do. 8K, 70 ,, Sl
Sha-chi to Sravasti §' do. N.E?' 566 , .

78
25 lﬂﬁ 208

;Fumlnghm'u Reports,’ vol. &, p. 817, * Ancient Geography of Indin,
p- 401,

* Fa Hian. Beal's translation, p. 70,

* In Beal's translation of Fa Hian (p. 79), it is stated that there is avowedly
an error in the Chinese text. It is thero said that his direction from Sha-chi
to Savasti was * southwards,” while it is evident, from the context, that it
must have been in the opposite dircction, Once the error is admitted, the
correction may be whichever is most probable, elther northwards or north-
eastwarnd,
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In this narrative it is only necessary to remark, that Sha-chi,
whether it is Saketa or Vaisaks, is the town where Buddha
planted his toothbrush, which grew into a tree, which both he
and Hiouen Thsang saw, and which, for the prosent at least, it
will be convenient to call “ Toothbrush Town.” As both the
travellers mention this object as a distinguishing feature of the
locality, whatever its name may have boeen, there is consequently
no doubt of their desoribing the same place.

The next authority is a party of pilgrims from Ceylon, mentioned
by Spence Hardy in his * Mannal of Buddhism,’ p. 834, who made
the same journey from Sankissa to Sravasti, and make the distance
30 yodjanas, which is a8 nearly as may be the same distance
a8 given by Fu Hian; it is consequently evident they followsd
the same route that he did. The direct distance as the erow
flics is only 182 miles 26 yod. The pilgrim road was evidontly
throngh Sha-chi, which, though somewhat longer, may have pre-
sentéd more attraction and better accommodation than any direct
ronte. General Cunningham saye it is quite clear that Fa Hian's
statempnt is erroneons, © becanse his distance would place Sha-chi
in the neighbourhood of Lucknow.” Why not? To aveid this,
he is forced to extend Fa Hian's 10 yodjanas to 20, in order to reach
Ajudhya, for which, of eourse, there is no suthority. This may be
neccssary, but is hardly justifiable, unless it could be shown that
Fa Hian was going to Ajudhya instead of turning northwards
from Lucknow. But it entirely throws both his route and that
of the Coyloness pilgrims ount of gear. They were not going to
J\jndhyn., but to Sravasti, and if ily uny mistaka t]'.iaj' had gone to
Fyzabad, they must have added 7, yodjanas, or 49 miles to their 30,
and travelled doe north to reach their destination. This, it may

 be safely said, they did not do. In going from SBankissa to Sravasti,
it would have beem going very much out of their way to go to
Ajudhya, where they had no business, yet it is the overlooking
this fuct which has apparently led the General astray in his deter-
mination of their ronte.

The great test of all this, however, is Hionen Thsang's route,
which extends from south to north, and consequently crosses
Fa Hian's, stretching from east to west, both meeting in the
“toothbrush town,” about the middle of the route. Thero

‘ought, consequently, be no difficulty in reconciling thom, unless
there is some great discrepancy in their measurements; but

' ¢ Ancient Geogrphy,' p. 402.
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in reality there is mone, except those nnnecessarily introdnced
by the supposed necessity of Ajudhya being one of the towns

Hiouen Theang starts from Kosambi, the position of which has beoti
perfectly well ascertained by General Cunningham to be 52 miles
west of Prynga or Allahabad, on the Jumna. The distances from
Eogambi to Fyzabad or to Lucknow are so nearly the same, that no
indications of the route is to be obtained from this source. It is
only by a carcful study of the direction that it can be ascertuined
whether he visited the one city or the other. From Kosambi it
is said: * Apriés aveir fait environ sept cents li (110 miles) dans
une vaste forit qui était sitnée an nord-est de la caverns du
“dragon, il passa le Gange, et so dirigeant an Noed il arriva i In
villo de Kicapoura.” ! Tho eavern of the dragen alluded to in the
above paragraph was situated, according to our author, 8 or 9 Ji,
or & mile and a half to the south-west of the town, nnd in the
forest, which extended over the south-eastern portion of the Doab.
1t is, however, apparently the description of the forest, which
General Cunnin for a deseription of the route
which the means bears out. The only words that
apply directly to the route is “an nord,” in order to reach Kasa-
purn; which was thus, according to our author, sitnated due north
of Kosamlbd, but has not yot been identified. From Kasapura the
route was due north for 170 to 180 i (24 to 30 miles) to Visakhn,
or the * toothbrugh " town. From this it appears to me impossible
to assume that the pilgrim pursued a north-east ronte to Kasa-
pura, and then a northern route to Ajudhya. He states, what
is very probable, that in his time a vast forest extended from
7 or 8§ li to the south-west of the town, over the whole of the lower
Doab; but his ronte, whether through it or beyond the Ganges,
was northwanl thronghont. That this was so is proved beyond &
doubt, it appears to me, by the next journey he made. * En partant
de ce royaume, il fit envirom 500 1i (83 miles) an nord-estfot
arriva an royaume de Gravasth,” Measurod on the map, Smavasti i
as nearly as may be 80 miles to the north-east of Lucknow, while
it is only 50 miles due north from Fyzabad. Either it is, therefors,
that wo must alter or reject the three autharitics wo have, bearing
on the subject, or must sccept their umanimons testimony that
Sha-chi, Vaisaki, and Lucknow, were the same place, and that
the eelobrated tree that grew out of Buddha's tooth must have

! ' Sieyu-ki, vol. i p 287,
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been situnted in the Constantia Gardens, or in some neighbonring
locality where its descendants may possibly exist in the present
day 1!

In the * Hoei Li' (p. 122) thero is an assertion that must be put
down as an error, as it contradiots the * Si-yu ki, always the better
authority, and agrees with nothing. Leaving Kosambi, it is said—
“De I il fit cing cent 1, & lest, ot arriva au royaume de Vaisaka "—
800 li wonld take us neither to Fymabad nor Lucknow, and the
direction east would take him nowhere. He, however, desoribes
Vaisaka as the “toothbrush town,” and states that it is situated
500 1i (83 milea) to the south-west of Sravasti, in exact nccordanoe
with the * Bi-yn-ki,’ which fixes its position, and its identity with
Lueknow, in so far as I can see, beyond doubt,

There is still another route recorded in the * Hoei L4, ® which,
thongh not bearing direotly on the point at issue, throws con-
siderable indirect light on the whols question. After residenco
three months nt Comouge, on the banks of the Ganges, Hionon
Theang determined to proceed, principally by water, to Pryaga or
Allahabad. The distance between these two places is perfectly well
known, being about 170 miles as the crow flies ; but, strange to say,
he has oxaggerated all the distances, to an extent most unusual
with him. Something may, of course, be due to the windings of
the river, and something may also be owing to the difficalty of
measuring the distances in a boat, but the discrepancies seem
more than could arise from these canses. Together, they amonnt
to 1700 li, or at the usual divisor to 283 miles. By the river the
distance may be taken as about 200 miles, and the excess 83 miles,
and may have been less in former times, and may probably
be easy of adjustment from indications on the shore, which,
however, has never been examined with reference to this, and we
must in consequence leave it to future explorers.  The first journey
wae made on the right bank of the river, 700 i, or 113 miles,
where he crossed the river, into the kingdom of Ajudhya, in order

1 T object, in limine, to any alteration in the text of an author, unlss good
reasons, independent of the facts stated, can be adduced for so doing. But
in the present instance I would fike to point ont,—though without insisting
upom it,—that, by adding a couple of yodyanas to Fa Hian's distance from
Bachi to Bravasti—no great concession to so inaccurate o geographer—this
route becomes identical with that of the Ceylonese pilgrims, and scconds
with that of Hiouen Theng and with the maps in & most satisfactory
manner, [t being sssumed, of course, that Lucknow was the toothbrush
town, and not Fyeabad.

® ¢ Hoei Li" p 114
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to visit the sscred spots in the capital, presumably of the same
namo. There ean be no mistake about its being on the banks
of the Ganges, becanse ho visited n great convent 4 or & li to
tho north-west—* de la eapitale, pris des bords du Gange.” And
as hohad just left the Ganges at Canonge, and embarked at this
oity, whatever its name may have been, in a boat, to desoend to
Allahabad, he conld not be mistaken as to the identity of the river.
A little forther on he mentions an ancient convent, about 40 li
to the north, which he again deseribes ns * Voisin dun Ganges"
o that there can be no inadvertenee or mistake in the text. He
must mean the river on whose banks he had been residing, and on
which he was about to embark to procecd to Allshabad. The words
of the *Hoei Li* are—*il partit du royanme de Ayodhya, suivit
lg cours du Gange et avee B0 personnes qui &'étaient embarquies
gur le méme batean,” &e. (p. 1168). If he had embarked on the
Ghaghra, he cortainly would have been avery long timein reaching
Allahabad, as that river jeins the Ganges n little above Patna,
nearly 200 miles lower down the stream, which he would have
been obliged to reascend in order to reach his destination. From
the whole context it is evident that neither he nor any Buddhist
pilgrim in those days visited the old capital on the Ghaghra. It
never apparently was visited by Sakyn Muni, and was not in con-
sequence & sacred city of the Buddhist, tlmugh it was of tho earlier
Hindus,

Except o stupa, 200 feet high, and some convents, there do not
appear to have been any very remarkable buildings in the city,
and as the river here is constantly changing its bed, the pro-
bability is that there romains nothing now by which the site can
be identified. The only fair inference, it scems to me, that can be
drawn from this, is that in Hionen Thsang's time, and for pr-
bably long before, the old Hindu capital of Dasaratha, on the
banks of the Ghaghra, had been deserted and forgotton, and that &
new capital for the kingdom of Ajudhya had been established oo
the banks of the Ganges: and the probability is, that this hap-
pened before Buddha's time, for, so far as 1 can make ouk,
there is no Buddhist monument at Fyzabad, and no Buddhist
tradition attaches to the spot.!

! Hiouen Thsang states (vol. ii. page 267) that the circuit of the kingdom

of Ayodhyn was 5000 [i, or 833 miles, which General Cunningham (p. 355)

bas “no hesitation in rejecting as utterly beyond all possibility.” To me it
is only another proof that the Ayodbyn on the Ganges, was only a substitute

for the old capital in the Ghaghra of that celsbrated kingdom.




APPENDIX. 115

All the traditions mentioned by Cunningham (404) of Buddhos
residence for 9 or 19 years in the Jetavana monastery at Sravasti,
and & or 16 at Sakepaturs, would apply equally, or better, to
Lucknow than to Fyzabad. 8o too would the legend of the noble
maiden Vaisalka,

There is in fact nothing that Cunningham urges that wonld
not apply to the one locality as well as to the other, except some
modern definitions and determinations which appear to me ex-
tremely hazy, and no relianee can be placed on them either for or
ugainst cither site.

Aganinst this it may be argued that there are no signs of
Lucknow being an old city, and no Buddhist remains have been
found within its procinets. But have they been looked for? The
eame might have been said of Mathum twenty or thirty years
ago, but now it has been fonnd to be one of the most prolific sites
for Buddhist remains in the north of Indis, and I see no reason for
doubting that if the numerous maths or mounds which exist in
Lucknow were cxcavated, they might yield a rich harvest; but
if people make up their minds that it is only & modern city of the
Nawabs of Oude, nothing will be attempted, and nothing found.

One of my main objects in writing this Appendix is to direct
attention to what I beliove to bo the undoubted antiquity of the
city, in hopes some one will open his eyes, and see if thero may not,
be something worth looking at within its walls, or in its neigh-
bourhood. If 1 am not very much mistaken in my reading of the
anthorities, us above set ont, it is certain that Lucknow, and not
Fyzabad, is the city in which Buddha resided for six years, and
where he planted his toothbrnsh, which afterwards became the
tres so famous in Budihist legends, and is consequently whero
explorations conld be carried out with the greatest probability of
success for the elucidation of the history of the founder of the
faith.
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A REPLY TO MR. FERGUSSON'S DIATRgBS
2

ENTITLED

“ARCHAEZOLOGY IN INDR..”
TRUBNER, 1884.

B

Sir,—I am obliged to you for sending me a copy of your
“Archmology in India,” though for your own credit I regret
exceedingly that such a portentous display of overweening self-
sufficiency should ever have been published.

In your battle with Dr. Mitra, it seems to me that you have
now entrenched yourself in a very different position from that
which you originally undertook to defend ; and, after reading your
“ Personal " remarks, I can only say that if an Englishman (as
you think) might fairly object to being tried by a native Judge
who betrays such strong national prejudices, a native might still
more reasonably shrink from pleading his cause before you, after
this specimen of your violence, shiftiness, and unbounded personal
. arrogance. But I leave the Babu to speak for himself, which he
. is very well able to do.

As regards the Brindaban temple, with which_ I am specially
concerned, you say on page 1oz of your pamphlet that you
have not seen the locality, though in an earlier paragraph
you mention 1839 as the year of your vigit. I am unable to
reconcile the discrepancy, but T would ask you if it does not seem
a little rash after an interval of more than 4o years to make posi-
tive assertions about architectural details simply in reliance on
your own necessarily- imperfect recollections. [ see that you ap-
peal for support to Major Cole : but in India at all events his
testimony will not be thought to carry much weight with it,
He has a happy knack of appropriating other people's labours,
and it is not unlikely that he adopted your plan as at least the
foundation for his ownm, which would account for the close

-
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resemblance that you say exists between them. Otherwise it is
difficult to explain how you can both have been guilty of exactly
the same onrissions. To take a precisely similar case: if two
draftsmen, acting in complete independence of each other, were
set to draw a ground-plan of Canterbury Cathedral, it would be
very extraordinary if they concurred in leaving out both the eastern
transepts and the corona.

1 am no draftsman myself, and my ground-plan of the
temple, which was supplied by a clerk in the District Engineer’s
Office in 1874,* isnot a good one; but it answers its main purpose
in showing the correct position of the two important side chapels,
which you had entirely omitted, and in marking the perfect pre-
servation of the cell between them, which you had given in faint
lines, as if destroyed. This cell I call the jag-mohan, or choir;
and as a matter of fact, as mentioned in my book, it has been so
used since the year 1854, when the present rough brick sacrarium
was built out beyond it. This occupies part of the site of the
original sacrarium, which I still have not the slightest hesitation
in saying was destroyed by Aurangzeb. If there was no such
extension, how can you explain the appearance of the rubble
wall, which forms the present west end of the choir? Itis ob-
vious that something has been broken away from it. Against
this evidence of fact you have no argument to allege beyond
your curious disbelief that Muhammadans were ever destructive
merely to gratify their feelings of religious intolerance. It would,
as you say, have given them too much trouble to raze the whole
of the temple ; but this explains why they satisfied themselves by

destroying what was at once the holicst and the smallest portion

of it,

Even after a lapse of only seven years I have not the same
absolute reliance on my memory as you have after forty, and I
cannot say positively whether I ever went inside the fag-michat
which was kept strictly closed to Europeans in my time as in

yours, Nor can 1 now say with certainty whether the doorway

* You quote the year as 1850, the date of my second edition,  The differcnce i
of no imponance, except as a further indication of your babitual inaccuracy.

b
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in its west face, opening into the small modern brick sacranum,
is the original entrance or not. I am inclined to think it is;
and, if so, that would at once decide the question in my favour, 1
paid no special attention to the point at the time, because I
considered the existence of an original sacrarium sufficiently
established by uniform local tradition and by the broken appear-
ance of the present west wall. Certainly I did not expect to be
thus recklessly attacked by a self-sufficient dogmatist in England,
who has nothing to go upon beyond a dim recollection of what
he thinks he saw in the course of a casual visit more than 40
yearsago. ThatI*hadfreeand unlimited access to this part of the
building,” is one of those random assertions which you delight to
make in absolute indifference to their truth or fa.}aehmd. The
fact is, that your facilities for close inspection were much greater
than mine: for at the time of your visit the modern brick sacrarium;
which now encumbers the site, was not in existence, as it dates
only from 1854. Had it been built, you would probably have
committed yet another blunder, and pronounced it to be * the cor-
ing" of a part of the ariginal structure, which is the theory you
still propound as regards the other brick excrescence, the wall on

the top of the dome:.

As to this wall-on the 10p of the central dome, it may have
been put up by some one as an improvement, in order to give
an appearance of greater height to the fabric. Sucha strange
idea would never have occurred to me; but as you think its effect
was good, some one with a mind as curiously constituted ::s your
own may have put it up to produce that effect, and not intend-
ing it tobe a disfigurement. What 1 said about it was* it is
generally believed to have been built by ﬁur?ngzch for the pur-
pose of desecrating the teraple ; " but [ left this an open question,
All that I am positive in declaring is, that it was a modern
excrescence. It certainly was not, as you imagine, "a part of
the original construction, a stone scaflolding, or :uriulgu!‘ the
dome.” It was a plain, salid, brick wall, complete in itself,
squared off at the ends, and with no architectural reference what-
ever to the building on which it was erected. That the temple
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in its present state wants height is admitted ; the apparent defect
(as I bave explained in my book) is due to the entire loss of the
high arcaded parapet or colonnade which originally crowned, or
was intended to crown, the walls, To put up, or to retain when
put up, an incongruous brick wall on the top of the dome, seems
to me a very crude expedient for correcting this defect,

As regards the reproduction of the choir sikhara, if you take
the trouble to analyze your criticisms, you will find that they refer
only to the style of the drawing, which is a very unimportant
affair, I admit that it is not artistic, but it seems to me quite in-
telligible. About seven-eighths of it are intended to represent
the tower as it actually is; only the remaining one-eighth showa
how I proposed to restore the missing upper stages. Apparent-
ly-you detect no incongruity in the design, but you think it alto-
gether ugly. In comparing it to “a pickle-bottle,” you ridicule
neither me nor my draftsman, but the original architect. The
comparison, however, is admissible ; for the parallel and entirely
unrestored tower of the Madan Mohan temple is frequently liken.
ed by European visitors to a champagne bottle; and there is a
resemblance in the shape. As il to accentuate to the utmost
your absolute ignorance of the facts upon which you dogmatize so
freely, you remark with regard to this sikhara that *it is difficult
to say what was originally intended: we only know it was not
like what Mr. Growse proposed.” You have evidently been misled
by the faultiness of your plan into supposing that it is non-exists
ent. Even before the repairs, it was in more perfect preservation
than any other part of the fabric, and as very little new work
would have had to be introduced, I wished to add the pinnacle
to it, in order to give  that height and picturesquencss to the
outline,” which you think was imparted by the wall over the
dome, Thus, what you supposetobe a conjectural restoration, and
which you rashly condemn as utterly unlike anything in the neigh
bourhood, or anything that the original architect can have intended,
is in reality a rough drawing of the very tower itself, as it actually

exists. The pinnacle only had been destroyed ; and the drawing

was made simply to show the kind of pinnacle that the tower
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required to finish it. Nothing could be more completein its way
than your misconception and misstatement of all the facts and
circumstances. If you wrote in good faith, you must now see the
inexpediency of trusting so implicitly to your recollections of 40
years ago, with nothing to support them but an incorrect and
imperfect drawing.

Sir John Strachey—no mean authority in questions of art and
taste—was the Lieutenant-Governor under whose anspices the res-
toration was conducted. He inspected the work minutely, and both
privately and officially expressed himself in the most compliment-
ary terms with regard to my success.  On the other hand, you have
never seen my work, and—as is evident from your remarks—have
very slight knowledge either of the state of the temple before I
took it in hand or of its present condition, And yet you condenin
everything that has been done, absolutely and unreservedly, in
the strongest and most sweeping terms with which your vocabulary
supplies you. ‘The reason is not far to seek. It is not the restora:
tion that offends you, but the person by whom the restoration was
effected. On several occasions I have pointed out errors into
which you have fallen ; and this is your revenge.

Whatever may be the technical defects in the drawing of my
ground-plans, they have at least this merit, that they show at a
glance the three-fold division of all these temples into_nave (not
“porch™ as you absurdly eall it), cheir, and sacrarium. This
arrangement you had not the intelligence to detect ; and it is my
exposure of your deficient architectural intuition, both here and
in other instances, which has excited you to make this wild and,
I must say, utterly dishonourable attack upon me, in the comfort-
able belief that you are accepted as an authority at home, and can
safely bespatter me with any amount of abuse, without my being
able, here in India, to obtain a hearing formy reply to it.

1 have seen the fresco at Amber, of which you speak. It is,
85 you say, worthless; but beyond this I cannot reconcile it with
your description. Either your memory has again failed, or Major
Cole has deceived you. [t is really a fancy view of the whole of
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Brindaban, in which not only this, but all the other temples in tha
town are figured, and all are made exactly alike,

As tothe Sati Burj, I do not think you have any authority for
saying it was left unfinished in 1570. The solid dome, as you call
it, is simply rough plaster. As it is impossible to say positively
how it was originally finished, it would be better on removing the
déme, which is only a temporary makeshift, to substitutean invisi-
ble flat roof, simply as a protection from the weather. You appar
ently forget that it is the monument of a Hindu Rani, and there-
fore not at all likely to have been made a counterpart of a Mu-
hammadan tomb., My drawing—as is evident enough—was made
by a Hindu mason, possibly a descendant of the very man who
built it, and certainly using the same * conventional modes of re-
presentation.” 1 have more confidence in his traditional intui-
tion in a matter of the kind, than in my own opinion, or in yours.
For we are both foreigners; though I have been nearly a quarter
of a century in the country, and you spent as much as ten years
in it, when you werea young man, forty years ago. The con-
ventional Indian mode of representing the cornice, as you call it,
or eaves and brackets, as I should write, no doubt gives the
drawing a top-heavy appearance. But all modes of expression
are conventional. If you are unable to understand an Indian
elevation when drawn according to Indian rule, you seem to me
to be very much in the position of a scholar who says he knows
Sanskrit, but can only read it when printed in the Roman
character,

I am not at all offended to learn that you think the Mathurd
chapel ugly. 1 remember that you are an admirer of such thin
and emasculated psendo-Gothic as characterizes St. Luke's
Chelsea, and other churches of that type. We are not at all likely
to agree in our estimate of ecclesiastical architecture. 1 think
you have never ventured to do anything yourself as a practi-
cal architect, but have wisely kept to the safer role of a critic.
At the same time, since all European builders are hopelessly bad,
and you also assert that “ no native hasany perception of relative
proportion,” it would have been interesting to the rest of the world
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‘to see what Mr. Fergusson's superior unaided genius counld evolve,
Your advice that 1 should * rest on my laurels” content with
what I have done at Mathurd, arrives too late. Since 1 left that
district, seven years ago, 1 have always been building, and am now
proposing to publish the results in an illustrated volume, of which
I shall be proud to send you a copy. You may also ses some
models and specimens of my work in the Indian Court of the
South Kensington Museum, and possibly may prefer them to my
untechnical drawings.

It is no doubt a further evidence of what you are pleased to
call my * congenital deficiency,” that I am utterly at a loss to
comprehend what you mean when you write that it is inconceiv-
able that such a plan as that of the temple of Ridha Ballabh can
have any connection with the photographic view of the same
building. The photograph of the facade cannot be otherwise than
correct ; the ground-plan, I can certify, is also correct, so far as it
goes. Apparently you would bave expecteda different arrange-
ment inside, and you cannot believe that such an interior and
such an exterior can co-exist. Your incredulity, however, does not
alter fact in this case any more than your naif disbelief in Muham-
madan intolerance can undo their destruction of the sacrarium

both in this temple and in the larger ane.

I have now taken all your objections seriatisr, and can only
say that I have learnt nothing from them. I find no reason to
regret anything that I have done, or to correct 2 single word that
I have written. 1In fact, though your railing accusation winds up
with the sweeping charge that I have done all in my power to
destroy one of the most beautiful temples in India, the only
specific crime that you allege against me is the removal of the
wall from the top of the dome. Asto this, I am confident that no
person of ordinary intelligence, lay or expert, will support you in
your discovery that it was part of the original building. The rest
of your strictures refer to the bad style of my drawing. This may
detract from the value of my book, but it in no way affects the suc-
cess of the actual work of restoration. I am surprised that a man
of your years and literary experience should be sointemperate in
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your langudge ; and the more 5o since your pamphlet professes to
bea protest against prejudiced and unscrupulous criticism.

As I received the thanks of Government for the manper in
which the restoration of the Brindaban temple was conducted, in
condemning me you condemn the Government also. I propose
therefore to send your pamphlet with a copy of this letter to the
Secretary to Government, N.-W. P,, and to suggest that during
the next cold weather some unbiassed expert should be invited to
make a careful inspection of the temple and report on the main
points at issue between us. The range of choice will be limited,
as your intolerant sell-assertion seems to have brought you into
unpleasant collision with almost every one in India who has any
. knowledge of such matters; but I think Dr. Burgess, the Director
of the Archaological Survey in Southern India, would be an un-
exceptionable referee; as also Dr. Hernle, the Secretary to the
Calcutta Asiatic Society,

This is not the first time that you have been good enough to
notice me. On page 32 of the introduction to your * Cave Temples,”
published in 1880, you deride my theory that the Hindu sikhara is
a development of a Buddhist Stupa. On page 256 of the third
edition of *Mathurd” [ re-assert my former opinion, and expose the
utter absurdity of your counter-theory. Now, in your present pam-
phlet, you come over entirely to my side, and write :—" The con-
clusion I have now arrived at is, that the sikhara is derived from
the Buddhist dagoba. It seems at first sight impossible to trace -
any connection between them, yet 1 am convinced it did exist."

-1
I am also pleased to see that I have taught you how to spell the =

word sikhara : before you became acquainted with my *lucubra-

tions,’ 'the word always appeared in your pages as “sikra.” Itis

extremely gratifying to find that you are still so receptive of new
ideas, and I trust that you will soon acquire the further grace

of honestly confessing your conversion, instead of attempting to

disguise it, as now, under a cloud of equivocation.
With this final good wish, I beg to subscribe myself
Your very obedient servant,
BULANDSHAHR : F. S. GROWSE.
Fume 62h, 1854, ] '




ANTIQUITIES,

Tur remsins of many old Buddhist stupas
are found in the southern portion of this dis-
trict. 'With the exception of these ancient re-
mains there islittle else of interest to be seen. I
ean find no detailed mention in any previous
annual reports of these Duddhist monuments.
Mr. Broadlsy's report is not to be found in
the office, either at Patna or Behar, and I have
not been able to obtain a copy elsewhere®
The chief places of interest are :—

Tetermean.—Site of o Buddhist stupa. A
huge mound of bricks marks the site of the
former temple. A number of pieces of small
miuruts, chiefly of Hindu idols, lie seattered at
the foot of the mound ; a large image of Buddha
Taces the tank, looking north. The Brahmins
in the village claim it as Hindu, but are puzzled
to acoount for the genow or Brahminical thread
into the stupa to get at the larger ani i ore.
mfmhﬁmwﬁnhhwnwndﬂulﬁdmag
about them, locking as if they had recently
rounded by cloisters, where the monastio stus




g

Ghosrawan.—A story is ourrent, that there
is a brass wall buried somewhere in the ruins
of this stupa. Whether there isany found-
ation for the story, or if it is based upon the
finding of a brass inkstand, I was unable
dearly to mscertain; but, mo doubt, there
was a large stupa here facing the one at Tete-
rawan, which is about four miles distant. A
large mound of bricks in the centre of the
village marks the site of the stupa.

Girieck—The police station lies at the fool
of the range of hills which here abruptly
end. On the easternmost hill stands a
tower constructed of flat bricks. The base-
ment-story alone remains. Some ruthless
sutiquarian has dug into the centre of the
pillar, and left the exacavation open. The
sction of the rain beating into this excava-
tion will, I fear, destroy it in the course of a
fow peasons. The remains of a stone housa
or temple at the top of the hill, above the tower;
the stome slabbed road; the stone lintel of
the door; the stone pillars of a verandah ; the
remains of protective works, in the shape of a
wall, all mark the care which wns devoted to
strengthening and fortifying this place. Bitting
on the site of the temple, or Rajah's house,
I could, through the clear evening atmosphere,
seo Dehar on the north, and Nawada on the
south, and the distant hills of Sheikhpura in
the east. Surrounded on all sides by steep,
precipitous sides, the position is admirably
guited for & walch-station, and, I have mo
doubt, was appropriated and fortified for the
purpose of not only watching the whole
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country to the south-east and north, but also of
preventing any hostile body of men from
advancing, either by way of the wvalley or
along the ridge of the Girieck hills, towards
Rajgir. Not only wasthe object of the cooupant
of this watch station to prevent a force moving
over the hills, but also through the wvalley
between the parallel range of hills which run
towards the west. With a view to prevent all
npproach by this velley, an embankment 40
feet in width was run across the mouth of the
valley, and a protecting wall built ascending
the heights above., I visited the valley in the
evening, and a solitary Hunaman, seated on
the high rocks above, seemed as much inter-
ested ns I was, in speculating on the past his-
tory of this singular place. The embankment
still ocupies the greater part of the mouth
of the valley, and its breadth and massive
proportions clearly show that it was intended
to resist the force of water. A river flows in
the rains through the centre of the hills, and
as the valley is on a slope, by closing the
mouth of the vallay, @ very deep reserveir
would be formed, effectually preventing all
progress to the west by the walley. The
valley is included in the Government property of
Ghora Kotors, while the hill is called Gi-
rieck. Cunningham—page 472 —writes:—* No
etymology lias yeb been proposed for LhORAED

iri it ms to me not unlikely that it
(Girieck, but 1t see = e bill, - that
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Girieck and Rajgir as the girieck-ke-pahar,
There is no one isolated hill, but a continnous
range, and it is not likely the natives would
give to a continuous range & name signifying
a solitary hill. At page 149 of volume ITI,
Archeological Burvey, a suggestion is made, but
the name may possibly be a corruption of
Gridhradwara Giri, and Gridha-kirkhi-giri, I
explain the name of the place Girieck thus:
that the place was the Mountain eye, Giri-ask,
the watch-tower guarding tho passes to the
Rajoh Griha, the ancient Rajgeer which be-
came corrupted to giri-ek. The natives eall
the solid brick tower before alluded to
Jar-as-andha-ka-baithak. Their saying is that
Jaras-andha stood with one foot on the brick
pillar on the Girieck hill, and with the other
foot on a similar pillar over Rajgir, the rains
of which still exist. It is difficult to speculate
on the age of the pillar, Theimpression on my
mind is that the pillar is not eo old as the stone
fortifications or stone house, There are traces
of a flower pattern below the capital of the pillar,
embossed on the brick work, General Cunning.
ham identifies this place as the hill of the
isolated rock. I eannot conceive a careful
narrator like Fa-Hain describing this hill as a
hill of the isolated rock. No person could pos-
sibly describe the end of a parallel range of hills
running for many miles as an isolated rock,
the more g0 as isolated rocks are of frequent
ocourrence in this part of the district. At
Behar, near Ghasrawan and in other places
there are absolutely isolated hills or rocks
standing out in the open plain. On the
southern face of the Giri-ask mountain is
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o large cave high up the slope of the hill. It
is quite dark, and the heat inside suffocating ; .
the cave gradually recedes aud endsin o mere
fissure in the rock—there is no wventilation.
General Cunmingham identifies this as the
Indra-sila-guba cave,or the cave of Indra's
stone (a doubtful identification), on which
Indra himself delineated the 42 points of
doctrine on which he had questioned Buddha.
Vultures were soaring high above the preci-
pitous cliff. Thereis & marvellous echo east
of the cave, immediately over an artificial
lake, which has been formed in ages past to
supply the temple on the heights with water,
Beyond pigs snd an ocoasional leopard there
are, 1 beliove, no wild animals on these eastern
hills, The villagers were full of complaints
of the injuries caused to their rice crops by pigs.

Rajyir or Rejah Grika, the old capital of
Magadha,—1 spent Christmas-day in the soli-
tude of these hills, The old site of Rajgriha
isﬁghtiuthewnmafthnhiﬂs. in & basin of
which the essternmost guarding point is
paturally the Giri-ask before desoribed. The
more modern town, built about §60 years before
Christ, lies outside the hills, and its position
would be both far cooler and better for defen-
sive purposes than the site of the clder town,
of which there exist few traces. The road to the
old town passes through the hot springs which
gush out of thehills at the very entrance into
the pass. About a mile from the hot springs,
to the south-west, is the cave of Maharaja
Srinika—a room has been eut out of the solid
rock, also a door and window, and the surface
of the rock chiselled into an even surface. On the
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northern face thero still remains an old inserip-
tion, for the most part worn away by pilgrims
rubbing their foreheads against it. For hundreds
of years the letbers have withstood the contact
of fingers and foreheads, but alas! are now
almost beyond deciphering.

The neighbourhood produces some of the most
persistent story-tellers in the shape of Brahmins
I have yet come across, uneducated, shameless
in their demands for bukshish, and quite igno-
rant of the historical interest attached to Raj-
gir. On my way to the cave one of these gen-
tlemen told me a tale that some yearsagoa
gaheb had divined that there was an inner
chamber to the Bonarbandar eave, filled with
countless treasures, and that he attempted to
find the door of the treasure-room, and after some
trouble diseovered it, but no amount of foree
eould open the door, the presiding deity defying
all his efforts; so he went away, and some
months after returned, bringing back with him
alarge cannon.  Placting the muzzle through
the window, he repeatedly battered the door
with cannon balls, but his efforts were in-
effectual. To corroborate the story the Brah-
mins have cut the shape of a door in the rock,
taking advantage of a natural erack, which
they have widened. They have also knocked
out a lump of rock to ehow where the eanunon
balls struck. Btone steps lead to the hill above
the cave, whers doubtless Mani Suki was in
the halut of sitting and moralizing. It was in

- . . . . frontof this cave®that478
ﬂ:::::;‘ gtzamony years before Christ the
first Buddhist gynod was

held. Two miles to the west of the cave arethe
Gidakuta rocks, now known as the Ghid-kona.

os necount in sppendiz of this sywd taben from ke Maba:
Watan,
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The cliffs are precipitous, and on the natural
shelves the vultures build their nests, probably
descendants of the vultures who 1,200 years
ago attracted the attention of the Chinese
traveller Fa Hian. I doubt if there were ever
habitable caves in these rocks ; caves there are,
buat they are too small to have ever been in-
habited. The appearance of vultures seated
in their nests on the shelves of the rocks is
so like that of bald-headed monks, as ensily
to give rise to a fable of a hill-side monastery,
where monks sat in solitude, speculating on
the mysteries of death and eternity. Itis
quite possible that a eareful exploration throngh
these western hills may still disclose places
of interest. The hills are full of natural slits
in the rocks, the abode of leopards and hyenas.
Wolves, which a few years ago were found in
great numbers in these hills, have disappeared.
Some of the older residents have told me that
in the mutiny year they appeared in great num-
bers, so much so that men never walked singly
in the fields, and that even in midday men,
women, ohildren, and goats were attacked. The
reward offered by Government has led to their
destruction in great numbers. The goatherds
report that their flocks now are seldom
attacked. The flow of water from the hot
springs is plentiful. The Mahommedans have
taken possession of ome of the springs—an
aot which the Brahmins complain of,—but the
principal source is still in the possession of
the Hindus. The buildings about the streams
aro deserted at night. At a little distance &
fakir, however, lives in solitude. The natives
apparently are afraid to approach the pass after
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dark. The camping ground is immedistely
under the walls of the modern Rajgriha.
The stone basement of the walls is in places
still standing, and the gateway facing the road
to the old capital of Maghadha Kusaogarah-
pura clearly traceable. It isan interesting fact
that the demons of the desert, spoken of by the
Chinese travellers, who still existin the shape
of Magheych Domes, are now no longer to be
found in the vicinity of their old capital, the
fow thousands that still remain inhabiting
Chuprah and Chumparun, far away in the
northern partsof Behar. North of the modern
Rajgriha stand the walls of a Mahommedan
fort. In 1857, with the first sign of re-
bellion, & descendant of the Mahommedan who
built this fort saddenly appeared, collected a
bandful of followers, asserted his claim
to the zemindary, and plundered the zemindary
kutcherry of the man in possession of the
estate. o was subsequently caught snd
hanged, and his property and the little he

geized. No one scems to bave been
concerned about his house, which still stands
tenantless, and so there stand side by side, first,
the remains of the old capital of Magadhs,
whose history is lost in antiquity, the modern
capital even then a ruin five centuries after
Christ, the Mahommedan fort, whose builder
for o while held and ruled the country, and,
lastly, the dismantled house of his descondant
Hyder Ali Khan by name, who was more
recently hanged in the cause of peace and
good order. A municipal outpost at present
guards the historical capital of ancient
Behar.
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Tt is a moming's ride from the cave whers
the first Buddhist synod met to the site of
the great Buddhist monastery at Narlanda
This site was selected probably on account of
the rich soil of the neighbourhood. Theopinm
and other orops wore most luxuriant at the
timo of my visit. Half-flled tanks and nu-
merons mounds mark the site of the largest
Buddhist monastery of ancient Behar. The
Brahmins hers, ns in every other place in
Behar, are abeolutely ignorant that Buddhism
ever existed. Of Goutama they have heard
as nsage, but either throngh ignorsnce or
design they ignore the existence of any pre-
vious religion except Hinduism. Narlanda is
said to be the ancient Kandelpore. There are
two large mounds with smaller mounds in
front, and other outlying mounds both on the
north and east. The  prine-
pal court-yard " sooms to have

beenaparallelo- |~ \_J gram ; tha
enstern nnd | %% | western sides

longest;  the ¢ horthern  and
southern ends oocupied by
gignuticstupas. ’ The basement
walls of both | N | the ~northern
and  southern 8 stupas still re-
main. Some of the stone slabs

and the door steps are still in their places,
looking as fresh as if they had been recently
placed there; remains of pillars and heads
of capitals of columns lie seattered about.
A little distanoe to the north is another mound ;
near to it is o large stone statue of Buddha,
similar to the one at Telerawan. Numerous
stone-cut figures are still to be seen Lying nbout.
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I found & large stone lying in some jungle.
There are six pigs carved on it, and the central
figure a wild boar. Tt bears an inseription.®

I also found a very perfect half-eircle of
carved capital in good preservation, which I
removed to Behar. I doubt not that many
interesting remains still lie buried. The place
bears marks of baving been ruthlessly de-
stroyed. A huge building like a DBuddhist
stupa crumbling to pieces would in collapsing
form & mound with its idols and stone pillars
in the centre. Weo might expect to find the
bricks of the centre portion as good as the
bricks of the foundation. Few objects of in-
torest have been found in the centro of these
mounds. The stone columns have disappeared
altogether, or else are found lying at n distance
from the stupa. It scoms to me that both
fire as well as the spade was employed to
destroy every vestige of a worship which was
detestable to Brahminism. 1f, 08 some suppose,
Buddhism arcse out of the desire to throw off
the yoke of Brahminism, the Brahmins, in
their turn, are not likely to have dealt
leniently with the great centre of Buddhism
when once they had the power of destroying it.

‘Some pundits hold the view that Buddhism
was the religion of the Chandrabangsho
dynasty, between which and the Surjobangsho
dynasty a bitter hatred existed, and the lntter,
when it came to power, destroyed every vestige
of the former. I would here hazard the spe-
enlation that the Mahunths of Behar are the
modern representatives of Duddhism. Like
the Buddhist mendicants, they are in theory
= Ita weight prevanted its removal to Bubar,

e lhl Rl e |
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nsoetios; like the Buddhists, they lead o
monnstio life; like the Buddhists, they build
and inhabit stupas; like tne Buddhists, they
receive into their religion men of all costes ;
like the Buddhists, they do not burn their
dead. Between the Mahunths and the Brah-
mins there exists a deadly hatred, which is
symbolised in modern times thus:—The Ma-
hunths areate an effigy of a Brahmin in sugar,
pierce it with anarrow, and then eatit. Is this
hatred typieal of the war of extermination
which swept Buddhism from Behar and de-
stroyed such noble buildings s once formed
the monastery of Narlauda P

Following the same route, but backward, s
the pilgrim Huen Thsang, I marched from Nar-
landato Tilarh, the ancient Tiladaka. To the
west of the village isa large mound, the remaius
of o stups, the stone pillars of whioh the
Mahommedans years ago collected, and used in
building a mosque. An enormous slabof stone
exists, which, no doubt, once formed a back
to o figure of Buddha. The remsining half
is probably still buried beneath the rubbish.

I found a Pali inseription ona pillar now
used as a support to the entrance door of the

musjid.

On hunting sbout the place I came across
a elab with an Arabio inseription let into the
wall, the letters of which are nearly obliter-
ated, the village children being in the habit
of polishing it with bits of stome. 1t bears
the following inseription i—

Tos—s in we ples sl Glo 11 U

igh gd in Jad el o Wisly
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TRANSLATION.

It is said by the prophet that God builds a
bouse in the heaven for him who builds a
mosque in this world. This mosqne was found-
ed by Shabaz Khan, son of Yozid Juzani,
Collestor of Mulk Khani, during the reign
of Bher Bhah, Bultan. The mosqne cost 208
Tangas of the silver coin ourrent at the time of
Bher Bhah, dated 12th of Rubil-ukhra, second
month in the year Hijra 907. Builder Koojah
Kundabanda—may he long continus in this
world.

My Mahomedan prodecessor in the offica of
Collector had made good use of the stones of
the Buddhist stupa ; at least he has preserved

the pillars from wanton
e Mahom- destruotion. . 'The village

of Tillara has seen ifs
best days, and s in a ruinous and deserted
condition. There are numerous mounds to be
found in this part of the district. Those exolu-
sively of earth are the remaius of Mahommedan
fortsa The brick mounds belong to the
Buddhistieal period.

MANEER OR MUNAIR.

I can find no mention in Cunuingham's
Ancient Geography of Iodia that Huen
Thsang visited the place now known as
Msneer or Munair. After leaving Benares,

s
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the Chinese pilgrim first visited Ghazipore;
then a monastery, Aiddhakarna, 33 miles to
the east of Ghazipore, identified as the modern
Bikapore, 70 miles from Patna and 84 miles
from Benares. From Bikapors he went sounth-
eastwnrds, crossed the Ganges, and reached
the town of Mohosalo or Mohasara. No dis-
tance is given, but the place is identifled ns
Mosar, 6 miles to the west of the modern
Arrah. I quote from Cunningham - “The
pilgrim then suddenly mentions his arrival at
the temple of Naroyen, to the north of the
Gaoges, without stating - either its distance or
bearing from the last place.”” This place is
identified as Revelgunge, & miles to the west
of Chuprah. Sixteen and two-thirds miles to
the south-east he visited a stupa identified as
Dighwara, and from Dighwara he visited
Vaisah (Hajopore),” so that although the pil-
grim was within & few miles of the site of
the modern Munair, it had apparently at that
time nc objeot of interest for him It is very
possible that Moho-8Balo or Mosar is the
ancient name of Mubair, and the direct
crossing to Revelgunge would be at ornear
Munnir. There is conclusive evidence that
there was a Buddhistical stupa of importance at
Munnir at that early period, the pillars of
which exist to this day, and are exaotly similar
to the pillars of the stupa at Tillara; and I
am inclined to think that Munair is the
Molo-Splo of Huen Thsang. Its position on
the bank of the Gianges, on the high rising
ground, would merk it as a suitable and natural
site for a stupa. In later days the mound
may have been used as a burning place, henoe



( 1¢ )

the name: the great burning place—Mahasara
wtetwtzl. There is, however, another spe-
culation, viz, that as the Sone river flowed
some six miles to the south of Munair and now
flows west of the mound on which stood the
Buddhist stupa. and in later years the residence
of the Rajahs of Munair, the alteration in the
course of the river;, may have swept away
all traces of the Mohasara of Hian Thsang.
Munair at one time must have been a place of
considerable size. The numerous mounds ; the
noble trees; the great ferility f the soil, and
its conspiouous position on the river bank,
would have attracted a Hindu, na it did sub-
soquently a Mahommedun population. It is
probable that owing to the alteration in the
course of the river, many most interesting and
ancient remaing have been entirely swept
away and buried in the deep sands which
surround the present town., The natives
have a tradition that the Mahommedans threw
all the idols which they found here into the
river. The inhabitants are ignorant of its
past history, even the Sajnda-nashin, a most
intelligent and well-educated man, who is also
an Honorary Magistrate, has no information
88 to its past history. There is o traditionary
slory, however, of a Rajuh, a Hindu of Munair,
whom the Mahommedans ousted, and whose
temples and palace they destroyed. I am
inclined to think that the name of Munair is
a Hindu name, probably an sbbreviation of
Muni-ira, cootinued by the Mahommedans
under Becunder Lodi, who ocoupied the place
on account of its attraotive position, which
even to this day is socknowledged : the week
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spent at Munair being always the pleasantest
part of the Collector’s cold-weather tour.
The name possibly owes its origin, as does
Motihari, (the neckluos of pearl) to its natural
beauty, muni ®fi in Sanserit signifying a gem—
Muni-ara, the house of beauty. The numer-
ous Mahommedan tombs, mnd the noble
mosque-and tank, all bear evidence fo the
attraction it must have had for the Mahom-
medans at an early period of their conquest.
FProbably owing to the encroachment of the
river Bone, and the erosion of the older city,
it gradually becames depopulated. The earlier
inscriptions are on the mosque of the Pari
Durgah 1014 Hijree, about A.D. 1600,
Although Benares and Gazipore became sub.
ject to the Mahommedans so early as 1193, the
district of Barun remained in the hands of
the Hiudu zemindars till the 15th century, and
it was only towards the elose of the 156th con-
tury that Sikundar Lodi custed the zemindars
of Barun from their estates. The mosque
and durgah at Munair must have been com-
menced late in the 15th century. The present
objects of interest are—

1. The large tank, said to have been
constructed by Sikundar Lodi, now
endly out of repair, and towards the
repair of which the road ocess should
contribute. The tank is the only
available source of drinking-water
now that the river is at some distance
from the town.

2. The mosque, with its beautiful tracer-
ies in stonework.

-
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3. The stone griffin clasping an ele-
phant with its forelegs, facing om
old Hindu shrine. A faesimile of
this griffin is to be found in the dis-
triot of Jaunpore.

4. The tomb of Shah Makhdoom Dow-
lut an object of veneration to Baffees
and Sunees, but not to Shias,

5. The tomb of Nawab Tankur.

The attention of the Mahommedan zemindars
has been called to the condition of the mosque
and durgah with o view to raising subscrip-
tions for its restoration. The buildings are the
only specimens of Mahommedan architecture
in the district, and it becomes s public duty
to preserve them. The cost of repair will
probably not be less than Rs. 50,000. I have
had copies made of the Persian inseriptions
«n the large and small tombs, which may with
their translations find a place here.

Inseription on the mosque of Dan Durgah,
constructed by Ibrahim Khan Kakur, 1014
Hijree :—
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This insoription I have translated as fol-
lows :—

Happy he who in this perishable world has
sown the seeds of goodness in the feld of
eternity, particularly he who has built this
mosque like to yon temple of righteousness
over the tomb of Sheik Ahiah, who wasa
leader among the companions of the Prophet.
I Ibrahim Khan Kakur built this mesque in
the name of God: while seeking in deep
humility and anxiety the date of this building
1 was suddenly inspired and found these
lines.

This mosque was built by Ibrahim 1014
Hijree.

Inscription on the tomb of Choti Durgah,
called Rouza, constructed by Ibrahim Khan
Kakur in 1025 Hijree—
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There is no other God, but one God and
Mahomet is his prophet.

‘When Shah Dowlut, & leader of religion,
the Polar star around which the other stars
revolve, brighter than the sun and moon,
departed from this life to the sacred world of
paradise, the composer of these lines found
the date of his separation in the following
words :—Hoe is the heir of the prophet in the
present age, and for the date of the construe-
tion of this Musjid two pearls fell from the
casket of hisheart. The one, * BaShumar Roza
Ahbab.” Reckon this among the Mausoleum
of friends; and tho other, “Manind Bahist
Jawida aiman bad. Like Paradise safe in
every respect. Date 1025 Hijree.

Mukdoom Shah Dowlat died in 1017 Hijree.

(3) Inscription in the same mesque con-
structed by Ibrahim EKhan Kakur,
- 1028 Hijree.
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“When by the grace of the Great Architect
this grand kaba-like world-adorning structure
was completed, the heart of the sinner (com-
poser of these lines) searched his wisdom for
the date of its construotion, which suggested
a passage, meaning Ibrahim caused this temple
of God to be construsted.”

Inseription on the tomb of Nawab Tankar
Kulli Khan, who died 983 Hijree—-
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TRANSLATION.

& There is no God Sué one God, and Mako-
met is his prophet.
* Men unknown to me shall come,
* And tread my ashes o'er,
"I grieve to think my life is gone,
“ And all that Tife to me it gave.
* Thonugh flowers shall spring and spring shall
bloom,
" Yot I shall rest within my grave.

%“The death of Tanker Kulli Khan, the
obedient son of Shaikh Badokshani
Khan, to whom God showed mercy and

gave pardon, occurred in 983 Hijree.”
In closing these remarks on the antiquities
~of the Pitna distriet, I may refer to the very
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interesting discovery, some three years ago, of
what were undoubtedly the remains of the old
city wooden walls of Pataliputra, described by
Megasthenes.

To tho east of the city, near the Begumpur
Railway station, is a plot of ground known as
Bhaikh Muttee Gurhi, long used as an open-air
latrine, and for depositing the carcasses of
animals. My predecessor, Mr. Mangles, took
steps to convert this offensive eye-sora of
the city into a public garden. The Govern-
ment placed a part of the money realized by
the sale of the property of the Wohabee con-
spirators at his disposal for this purpose. The
centre of the plot was dug out to a depth of
80 feet to furm & serpentine lake, when the
workmen came upen masonry wells, and laid
bare the foundation of a regular line of
wooden pallisades, the thick timber posts of
which, to the height of several feet, were still
standing embedded in masonry of large flat
bricks. The direction of the pallisade was
nearly due enst and west. Some iron instru-
ments were also found, so worn by age as to
crumble in the hand. In other parts of the
gity, in sinking wells, the operations are con-
stantly obstructed by logs of timber found at
similar depths. It appears, then, that the
surface of the country has considerably risen.
The description of the Grecian Ambassador
has been singularly verified. I write after
sotual examination of the pallisade, having
visited the place immediately after the timber
was cxposed.

I may add that I was present when the top
of oue of these old wells of Pataliputra wasun-
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covered ; it was a simple masonry well, very
gimilar to modern wells, The workmen were
greatly excited and proceeded to clean out the
earth which had accumulated. Two days later
again I visited the place. The workmen were
in great glee, as there wasnow a good depth of
cool, clear water in the well, and they were
tasting the water, which was declared to be
very sweet. Singular to relate, the next day a
violent outbresk of cholera occurred among
the workmen, which threatened to stop the
progress of the excavations. I then had the
well closed and the use of the water pro-
hibited.

I leaveit to theorists on the causes of cholern
to speculate on these facts, but to me it seems
an all important fact that the first use
of thete wells, which had been closed for
probably nearly 1,500 years, should have cansed
sn gutbreak of cholern of o severe type,

The following extracts, copied from Mr.
MoCrindle’s Aneient Indin, refer to the Patna
of by-gone days.

“ According to Megasthenes, the mean
breadth of the Ganges is 100 stadia and its least
depth 20 fathoms. At the meeting of this
river and another is situsted Palibothra, a city
of 80 stadia in length and 15 in breadth. It
is of the shape of a parallelogram, and is
girded with a wooden wall, pierced with loop-
holes for the discharge of arrows. It hasa
diteh in front for defence, and for recoiving the
sewage of the city. The people, in whose
country this city is situated, is the most dis-
tinguished in all Indis, and is called the
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Prasii. The king, in addition to his family.
name, must adopt the surname of Palibothros
as Bandra Kottos, for instance, did to whom
Megasthenes was sent on an embassy.

Frag. XXV, Btrab. XVI, 3536, p. 702.

It is further said that the Indians do not rear
monnments to the dead, but consider the virtues
which men have displayed in life, and the songs
in which their praises are colobrated, sufficient
to preserve their memory after death. But of
their cities, it is said that the number is so great
that it cannot be stated with precision, but
that such cities as are situated on the bavks of
rivers or on the sea-const, are built of wood
instead of brick, being meant to last only for
a time, go destructive are the heavy rains which
pour down, and the rivers also, when they over-
flow their banks and inundate the plains;
while those cities which stand on commanding
situations and lofty eminences are built of brick
and mud—that the greatest city in India is
that which is called PalimbotAra in the
dominions of the Prasians, where the streams
of the Erannaboas and the Ganges unite,—the
Ganges being the greatest of all rivers and
the Erannabons being, perhape, the third largest
of Indisn rivers, though greater than the
groatest rivers elsewhere; but it is smaller
than the Ganges where it falls ioto it. Megas-
thenes informs us that this city stretched in the
inhabited quarters to sn extreme length
on each side of 80 stadis, and that its
breadth was 15 stadia, and that a ditch
encompassed it all round, which was 600
ect in breadth, and 80 cubits in depth, and
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that the wall was erowned with 570 towers
and had four-and-sixty gates.”

In regard to the slotement given in the
sbove extract of the position of the ancient city
of the Prasii, where the streams of the Eran-
naboas and the Ganges unite, I may add that
the point of junction of a third river is clearly
identifiable. A former mouth of the Sone was
immediately behind the Collector’s house, and
extended nearly as far as what is now known as
the Bajahpur bridge on the road to Dinapur.
In the great inundation of 1879, the tendency
of the whole of the water which had spilt from
the S8one, and the Ganges over the banks was to
run back into the Ganges at this point. The
former bed of the Bone is clearly discernibla
by the levels. At another period the river
appears to have run from a point some miles
south of the Sone Railway bridge to the south
of the modern Bankipur and to have joined the
Ganges further east. At one period its course
was from west to east ; and what are now known
ns the tal lands, lying immediately on the sonth
of the East Indion Bailway line, mark the site
of one of the ancient beds of the Sone river. It
is also more than probable that some of the hill
streams flowing from Gya also fell into the Sone
at Bankipur, and there ran into the Gunges.
In later years these streams have worked a
more easterly channel for themselves, and fall
into the Ganges at Futwa.

From the dircovery of the tops of masonry
wells at o distance of 30 feet below the
presant lavel of the country, and the existence
of large timbars &t a similar depth, it is
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clear that the site of the old city lies deeply
buried in the soil Part of the former site of
the city too has been washed awny. The
breadth and depth of land washed away may
be ascertained by any observer who will place
himsolf in a boat moored parallel to the
present bank of the city and observe the course
the river has taken from Paleza Point. This
point, which is formed of hard clay, has hitherto
withstood erosion. From this point the river
takes a deep curve to the south. Opposite
the civil station of Bankipur the breadth of
land washed away varies from 3 a mile to
1} miles. Opposite the eastern part of the
ancient city the extent of the erosion can be cal-
enlated. The breadth of the old city, we are
told, wns 15 stadia or 10,102 English feet. The
wooden walls laid bare during the excavations
are 2,280 feet from the present river bank, so
that there has been an crosion of 7,922 feet.

I regard the discovery of the tops of the
wells as & matter of considerable importance,
and as explaining in o great measure the
absence of any remains of the great city.
Writing of Patna in his report of 1872-73,
Mr. Begler has the following :—

Accordingly as Pitaleputra ocoupied the
south banks of the Ganges before the change
of the course of the Sone, all or almost all
traces of the ancient city must long since have
been swept away by the Ganges; but in
direet corroboration of my supposition that
Pitaleputra had been out away by the
Ganges even so early as Bhaktear Kolji's inva-
sion of Bengal, I need only point to the
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entire silence of the Mahommedan historians
regarding it and its immense forf, publia
buildings, &». DBhaktiar Kelji could not
posaibly have left the great fort of Pltaloputra
in his rear while advancing on Behar, and he
certainly did not beseige or take it, What then
had become of it. No mention ooours of any
fort—great or small—at or near Patna till Bher
Shah's period," when ho is recorded to have
ercoted the fort at Patna at o gmall village of
no name, and this detailed account does not
even allude to a fort or ruins of one as
existing at the village of Patna *  *

* *  Again, modern Patns does mot
stand on the site of the old Pitaleputra, but
very closs to it, the old city having ocoupied
what is now the bed of the Ganges, and per-
haps part of the great island botween Patna
and Hajipur, on the opposite side of the
river.

Mr. Begler has been misled by the absence
of ancient remains, the faot being, that the
site of the ancient city lies buried some 30 foet
below the level of the present city. Situated
on a narrow strip of land between two such largs
streams as the Ganges and the Sone, which latter
then ran south of the city, and parallel to the
Ganges, it must have been subject to heavy
mundations; and I have no doubt whatever
that during an excessive riss in the river
Sone the embaokment gave way and the site
of the ancient ity was complotely inundated
and covered by a heavy deposit of sand,
and many of the amcient buildings which
stood low were entirely destroyed with many of
the inhabitants. The populstion which escaped,
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migrated in a body to the south of the river
Bone, and taking up their residence on the first
high ground they came to, formed a settle-
ment at Behar. As recently as the year 1870 a
great inundation ocourred. The Sone rose inone
night some 50 feet, rushing into the Ganges
with the roar of & mighty torrent it caused that
river tospill over its banks between Manair and
Dinapur, converting the whole country into one
vast sea, with a depth of water varying from 10
to 15 feet No doubt the railway embank-
ment as well as the Deegah canal helped to
raise the level of the water to an excessive
height, but the force of the waters as they were
drivon over the banks was sufficient evidence
of the ealamity that would have befallen a
great city.  In one night the town of Deegah
was an absolute ruin. - Tn the main street of
the town men and women were wading through
the streets in places with only their heads visible,
The highest land in Patea is a natural ridge
which, running along the south.bank of the
Ganges, reaches its highest point immediately
north of the place where the remains of the
wooden walls were discovered. That point at the
period of which I am writing stood far higher
than at present above the level of the country,
end would not have presented a sufficient area
but for a very few inhabitants to live upon.
To this day the city of Patnais for the greater
part of the distance confined to a long, narrow
strip, the land south of the strip being ocou-
pied by the old bed of the Sone. Buddha® is
said to have foretold the destruction of the

® See Archmological Survey of Indis, Velume VIII, page L
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ancient city—a prophecy based, I doubt not,
upon the dangers he eaw from the position
of the dity, and its dangerous proximity between
two large rivers, rather than from any divine

Year by year the old site was inundated, and
grodually a greater deposit tock place, till all
remains of the ancient city were entirely lost
sight of. The evidenco is—

(@.)—The discovery of masonry wells far
below the present surface of the
country.

(6)=The discovery of tall, up-standing
timbers imbedded in large masonry
bricks at a depth of 30 feet below
the present surface.

(c)—The presence of large picces of
timber at great depths below the
present surface found by well-
sinkers.

(d)—The low-lying tract of land imme-
diately to the south of the present
city, yearly converted in the rainy
geason into one vast ses, which un-
doubtedly formed the bed of & great
river.

(e.)—The fact that the natural drainage
of the country is to the south, and
not into the Ganges on the north.

Deep down in the soil part of the old city
lies, the rest far below in the river bed. No
wonder then in the long ages succecding this
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great calamity no mention is to be found of
the greatest city of Behar. From time to
time the high bluff alluded to has been selected
as the site of citadels where the Nagaran of
the Rajah of Magadha and the Kila of Sher
Shah, 1541, were both built.

C. T. METCALFE.

Patna,
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APPENDIX.

Tae sapreme incomparable, the vanquisher of the
five deadly sins, who was gifted with five means of
perception, having so-journed for forty-five years (s
EBuddho) and fulfilled in the ntmost perfection every
ohject of his mission to this world, in the city of
Kusinara in the sacred arbor formed by two “sil"
trees on the full moon day of the month of Wesakho
this luminary of the world was extingnishad. On
that spot innumerable priests, Brahmans, traders,
and suddras as well as devos assembled. There were
also soven hundred thousand priests, of whom the
Thero Maha Kassapo was at that time the chief.,

The high priest having performed the funeral obse-
quies over the body and sacred relies of the divine
tencher, and being desirous of perpetuating his doe-
trines for ever, on the seventh day after the lord of the
universe, gifted with the ten powers, had demised
rocollecting the silly declarstion of the priest Sub.
addo, who had been ordained in his dotage, and more-
over recollecting the footing of equality on which he
had been placed by the divine sage by econferring on
him his own sacred robes as well as the injunctions
given by him for the propagation of his doctrines, this
all-nccomplished  diseiple of Buddho for the purpose
of holding a convoeation on religion convened five
hundred priests who had overcome the dominion of
the passions of great celebrity, versed in the nine
departments of doctrinal knowledge, and perfeet in
every religious attribute, On necount of & disqualifiea.
tion, however, attending the Thero Anando, thers was
one deficient of that number : subsequently the Thero
Anando also having been entroated by the other priests
to takepart in the convooation was likewise included :
that convocation could not have taken place without
him.

These nniverse-compassionnting (disciples) having
passed half a moath in celebrating the funeral obse-
quics seven days and in the festival of relics seven
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days, and knowing what was proper to be done, thus
resolved ¥ keeping Wasso * in the city of Rajagnha:
let us thers hold the eonvoeation on religion ; it cannot
be permitted to other (priests) to be present.”  These
disciples making their pilgrimage over Jambadipo ns
mendieants, administering consolation in their afflie-
tion (at the demise of Buddho) to the wnst popu-
Istion spread over the various portions thercof, in
the month of “ Asala"” during the increase of the
moon, being the appropriate bright seasom, these
supports of the people, in their faith, reached Raja-
guha, a city perfect in every sacerdotal requisite.

These Thiros, with Kassapo for their chief, stead-
fast in their design, and perfect masters of the doe-
trines of the supreme Buddho, having arrived at
the place aforesaid to hold their * Whasso,” canseid,
by an application to king A jasattu, repairs to be made
to all the swored buildings during the first month of
“Wasso.” On the completion of the repairs of the
sacred edifiees, they thus addressed the monarch:
“ Now we will hold the convoeation on religion” To
bim (the king) who enguired * what is requisite,” they
replied & session hall.” The monarch, enguiring
“where?' Inthe place named by them, by the side
of the Webbars mountain, st the entrance of the
Sattapani eave, he speedily cansed to be built a splen-
did hall, like unto that of the devos.

Having in oll respeets porfected this hall, ho had
invaluable carpets sproad there, corresponding with
the number of the priesis. In order that being
soated on the north side, the south might be faced
the inestimable, pre-eminent throne of the lugl:
priest was placed there. In the centre of that hall,
facing the east, the exalted preaching pulpit, fit for
the deity himself of felicitous advent, was erected.

The king thus reported to the Theros: * Our task
is performed.” Those Theros then addressed Anando
the delight {of an audience), “ Anando, bo-morrow, is
the convoeation; on account of thy being etill
under the dominion of human passions, thy presence
there is inadmissible: exert thyself without
intermission, and sttain the requisite qualification.”
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The Thero, who had been thus enjoined, having
exerted a supernatural effort, and extricated himself
from the dominion of human passions, saitained the
qualifioation of * Arabat.” On the second day of
the sooond month ofd" Wasso” these disciples assem-
bled in this spendid hall. Reserving for the Thero
Anando the seal appropriate to him alone, the {other)
sanctified priests took, their places aceording to their
seniority, while some among them were in the act of
enquiring * where is the Thero Anando? In order
that he might manifest to the (assembled) disciples
that he had attained the sanctification of “ Arabat, "
(at that instant) ; the said Thero made his appearance
emerging from the earth, and passing through the air
(without touching the floor), and took his seat in the
pulpit specially reserved for him,

All these Theros, accomplished supporters of the
faith, allotted to the Thero Tpili (the elucidation of
the) * Winayn,” and to the Thero .!.n-mdc:. the whole
of the other branches of © Dhamma.” Tho high priest
{Maha Kassapo) reserved to himself (the part) of
interrogating ‘on * Winaya,” and the aseetic Thero
Uphli, that of discoursing thereon. The one seated
in the high priest's pulpit interrogated him on
“ Winaya ; " the other seated in the preaching pulpit
expatinted thereon. From the manner in which the
“ Winaya " was propounded by this master of that
branch of religion, all these™ Theros, by repesting
(the discourse) in chanis, became perfect masters
in the knowledge of * Winaya."

The said high priest (Mahs Kassapo) imposing on

himself (that task) interrogated on “ Dhamma " him

{Anando) who, from among those who had been
his auditors, was the selected gnardian of the doe-
trines of the supreme ruler. In the same manner
the Thero Anando, allotting to himself that (task),
exalted in the preaching pulpit, expatisted without the
slightest omission on * Dhamma,™

From the manner in which that sage (Ansndo),
accomplished in the “Wélého,” propounded the
“Dhamms,” all these priest repeating his
discourse in chants, became perfect in ** Dhamma.”
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Thus, this convoeation, hall by these benefnctors
of mankind for the benefit of fle whole world, was
brought to a close in sevon months, and the religion
of the deity of felicitous advent was rendered offee-
tive for enduring five thousand years by the high
priest Maha Kassapo,

At the eclose of this convoeation, in the excess
of its exultation, the self-balanced groat earih
quaked six times from the lowest abyss of the
Ocoan, :

By various means in this world, divers miracles
have been performed. Becsuse this - convoestion
was held exclusively by the Theros, {it is called) from
generation to generation the * Theriya Convooation,™
Having held this first convocation, and having

full measure of human existence (of that period),
all these diseiples (in due conrse of nature) died.

In dispelling the darkness of this world these
disciples became, by their supernaturs] gifts, the
luminaries who overeame that darkness. By (the
ravages of, death like unto the desolation of 5
tempest, theso great lominaries were extinguished,
From this example, therefore, by a piously wige
man (the desire for) this life should be overcome,

The third chapter in the Mahiwanso  entithed
“The First Convocation on Religion,” composed
equally to delight and aifliot righteous men,
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Thus, this convoeation, held by these benefactors
4 of mankind for the benefit of the whole world, was
& brought toa close in seven months, and the religion
p of the deity of felisitous advent was rendered offec-
] tive for enduring five thousand years by the high
! priest Maha Kassapo,

At the close of this convocation, in the excers
of its exultation, the self-balanced great  earth
quaked six times from the lowest sbyss of the
: ocean.

By varions means in this world, divers mirscles
have been performed. Becanse this  eonvoeation
was held exclusively by the Theros, {it is called) from
prma? generation to generation the * Theriya Convoeation.™
Having held this first comvocation, and having
conferred many benefits on the world, and Lived ihe
full measure of human existence (of that period),
all these disciples (in due course of nature) died.

In dispelling the darkness of this world these
disciples became, by their supernatural gifts, the
luminaries who overcame that darkness, By (the
ravages of, death like unto the desolation of o
tempest, these great luminarics wore extinguishod.
From this example, therefore, by a piously wise
man (the desire for) this life should be overcome.

The third chapter in the Mahiwanso entitled
# The First Convoeation on Religion,” composed
equally to delight and afllict rightoous men.
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