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“KHADGA-TRATA” COINS OF KUMARAGUPTA 1
By S. V. SOHONI

The Bayana hoard contained! four coins of what has been
called, “the rhinoceros slayer type”. A fifth piece has recently :3
been described®. One may hope that more would be found.

All these five coins are of Kumaragupta I.  This type holds
a unique picture on either side ; of a king on horseback hunting 3
a rhinoceros (on obverse) ; and of a river goddess (viz. the Ganga) 3§
with her right hand pointing upwards, standing on a crocodile 3§
having  long snout and with o female attendant holding
royal umbrella.

There are three main suggestions in this analysis—

(a) that the rhinoceros was not intended to be killed and &
was hunted for its horn ; ;

(b) that natural history and popular® lore about the rhino-}
ceros must be taken into account correctly to appreciate ]
the mint master’s intention ;

(c) that the Ganga was depicted us o pathway leading to 3
heaven ; and that most probably, the occasion was a¥

g at Prayaga. 2

Several details are worth noticing about this rhinoceros3
hunt. It is apparent that Kumaragupta I's mnt office paid close§
attention to natural history. 3

There are three known varieties umong rhinoceroses—

(1) The big one-horned rhinoceros, on whose flanks the¥
fold behind the shoulders stops short of the top ridge of the
back.

(2) The small one-horned rhinoceros, on whose back thr
fold behind the shoulders runs right over the top ridge.

(3) The two-horned rhinoceros.

As regards accessibility, the big one-horned rhinoceros is3
more conveniently hunted. The other two varieties are notf
found in this country or near its frontiers, The small one-horned;
rhinoceros is seen in Burmese jungles; and the two-horned$
species is now confined to the Malay peninsula and Java and

(1) A. 8. Altekar: Catalogue of the Gupta Gold Cosn in the Bayind
Hoard, 1954.
(2) J.N.8.1. Vol, XVII pt. II pp. 104-1086. g
(3§ S.H. Prater: The Book of Indian Animals, pp. 191-194.

XVIII] “KHADGA-TRATA" COINS OF KUMARAGUPTA I 179

is rare elsewhere, it being even doubtful whether it at all
survives in Burma and Assam.

It is the big one-horned rhinoceros which is shown on
Kumiragupta I's coin. Its size can be inferred on a comparison
with that of the royal mount. Its distinctive churacteristic is
also clearly seen; there is no fold carried over the back behind
its shoulders.

It is not necessary to bold that Kumaragupta I had to go
to Kamarupa to hunt a big one-horned rhinoceros. Essentially
an inhabitant of forested banks of rivers, this variety is found
in Nepal and partly in northern fringes of Tirhut jungles; and
in isolated areas in Kamarupa. Prater has observed, “Formerly
extensively distributed in the Indian Peninsula. Today it is
restricted to parts of Nepal and Assam. In Nepal, it is found
only in the country to the east of the Gandak River known as

. Chaitwan, in Assam in isolated areas of the plains.”

The rhinoceros of this variety is found even now straying
into Champuaran jungles in North Bihar, particularly in the
forests on the Gandak left bank where that river debouches into
the plains.

It is more probable that Kumiragupta I's hunt of
rhinoceros took place in North Bibar jungles adjoining the
Chaitwan region in Nepal, not fur away from Vaidali, than in
distant Assam. A ruler of Pataliputra would have found this
more convenient., Sailing from Pataliputra, he could have gone
upstream the Narayuni (also called the Gandak or the rhinoceros
river) up to Govindganj; and then to Triveni by the ancient
route on which Asoka has left his pillars. Tirabhukti-vishaya was
almost o home province of early Gupta rulers. Its headquarters
at Vaisali was only 27 miles from Pataliputra. A seul of
Kumaragupta I's mother Dhruvasvamini was found at Vaisali.
It is not unlikely that Dhruvasvamini’s children were very
fumiliar with Tirabhukti-vishaya with all its attractions viz. places
sanctified by association with Ramu and Sita in Mithild and its
famous jungles.

It could be safcly assumed on account of this variety’s
extensive distribution in North India centuries ago, that Kumara-
gupta I could have hunted a big one-horned rhinoceros, much
nearer home than in Assam. In a list given by Bana' of
presents sent from Kamarupa for Harsuvardhana, no rhinoceros
was specifically mentioned, probably, on account of its not
being regarded as o rare animal. Secondly, as would presently

appeur, this factor of distance was a muterial consideration.

(1) Bana's Harsha-charitra. pp. 217-218.
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A mint master has to think of several aspects before g
coin type is decided wpon. The space available for showing
any drawing on o coin is very small. Having received an
imperial order that a rhinoceros should be depicted, care had
to be taken to distinguish it from say, » wild boar. This was
done by emphasising a very characteristic feature which has
been described by Prater in these terms: “on the flanks,
shoulders and hind quarters, the skin is studded with masses

of rounded tubercles.”” Our Catalogue refers to these rounded 3

tubercles as ‘“‘black spots’”.
On the coin, the horsemun is shown having taken the

safest position while deuling with his rhinoceros. There is -

ample indication that the rhinoceros had been stalked i,

followed from behind und taken by surprise. This was not 3

done without good reason. A parallel position would ensure
safety, since with its grotesque and heavy build a rhinoceros
cannot change its course easily. TFurther, Prater has noted
that this animal is solitary as u rule and has referred to one of
its strange habits which helps its enemies : “Along the numerous
rivers which flow through the jungles of the Nepal Terai the
rhino has particular places for dropping its excreta. Mounds so
accumulate in places. In approaching these spots, a rhinoceros
walks backwurds and so fulls an easy victim to poachers.”

Therefore, the rider came to a sudden halt, moving
behind the animal. The horse is shown as prancing on its hind
legs—firstly, because this is what it does in such circumstances ;
and secondly, because it wus necessary to show its neck away
from that of the rhinoceros, to uvoid confusion of detail.

On the coin, the rhinoceros is shown with 1its head
and its horn raised to their highest point. This was not without
a very fundamental reason.

If one were to calculate, using details of this coin, drawing,
the sweep of the weapon held by the horsemun, it is clear that
the tip of the weapon would bave hit the horn of the rhinoceros
with maximum effect. The horseman’s right foot is on the
rhinoceros’ back. This position helps the delivery of the blow.
It is clear from ull five available coins that the horseman is
shown wutching the head of the animal—and most probebly its
horn. (e¢f. top and middle figures on p. 181).

Whatever that weapon might be, the sharpest edge
would bhave mude no difference to the back of the rhinoceros.
Judging from the way the weapon is shown as being held by
the horseman, it is either resting or is just being moved for
making the maximum swing for striking against some object.
It is clear that the rhinoceros cunnot be killed or even severely
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Top : See page 180.
Middle : See pages 180 & 183.
Bottom : See page 198.
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injured with a sword—blow on its flank, shoulders and hing
quarters, in contrast with any other amimal similarly struck. >

Only the horn was linble to be dismembered. Prater h
observed, “The horn is formed of a closely matted mass of §
horny fibre, issuing from the skin. It has no connection with§§
the skull, although a supporting boss of bone in the skull may3
serve as its foundation”. It grows throughout life and if lost g%
reproduced. It is prized for its supposed medicinal properties’§
ulso. Average length is 15 to 16 inches. A male has shorter 3
and thicker horn (as on the coin), blunted in combat.

This much is inferred from details known about §
distribution, physical characteristics and habits of this animal,

In minting this curious coin type, what was intended’
to be impressed on Kumaragupta I's subjects ? “Commeme-;
ration” of a successful hunt in Kamarupa does not seem to be o
satisfactory motive.  This animal was not 2 monopoly of that3
region. Further, a rhinoceros is far less destructive than 2 wild §
elephant ; and very much more innocent than a yellow cat like
tiger or lion. It feeds on grass; and only during rains it migh
damage cultivation. [t is not a menace to human life.

Perhaps an explanation lies in terms of a religiousg
belief associated with this animal. Its flesh and blood were'
considered highly valuable for use during a ¢raddhz.  Prater:
remarked, “On ordinary sraddha days the libation of water and:g
milk i1s poured from u cup carved from its horn.” 3

This aspect deserves examination, In his Smrit
Manu laid down that tlesh of a rhinoceros should be regarded a
being fit for a muni (Chapter II[, 27 2)!, Later, he has counted
rhinoceros among amimals eligible for human consumptio
(Chapter V. 18)*; and an animal killed for conducting religious
rituals attained salvation for itself and the performer (Chapter V.
42)3

These notions hold good in Nepal even to-day-with?
specific reference to performance of $raddka. This is also no
without other authority. Thus, in Paraskara Grihys Sitra itH
was enjoined thut rhinoceros flesh should be used (vide Sraddha 3

() wremE wgmes: SEWgiHEd AY: |
WA FeT geamfy = gam: 0

(2 mframeas Mat SE+F AL |
VeTtTE ARSI IaRAEE: |

(3) qeiiy agfgariga=amifgiza: |
I 9 G swPrRgEAT |
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£ Qitra Kandika. VII).! In the Sraddha Kalpa section of
4 Gobhila Grihya Sitra, the rhinoceros has been mentioned as

first essential requisite of Akshayyatripti (vide Saptam: Khandika
2)® In the Yajnavalkya Smriti also flesh of a rhinoceros has been
l-G‘;fen-ed to as a desirable material for performing a Sraddha’
Yajnavalkya proceeded to say that,

aegtfa TATEATE FAMATARL |

quEsEet Aarg @ faaa: v
By saying that ‘T2’ other places were also intended ; and
in the PaTERT=ATEAT on this stanza was observed,® that other
places like Gungadvara and Praydga were also referred to.

This reference to performance of Sraddha at Ganga-
dvara and Prayaga is important.

There is no doubt that the Ganga was shown on the reverse
of this rhinoceros coin. Some clue to that goddess’ gesture is
furnished by these lines from Kalidasa—

AoasafirTy SegEeal Sl
FEEATTTRATNIAISEIATAE
(RV. VIII (95)

(1) GgRIEAMEFITTH ARSI |

Fentaatem Ry yasageast e adRas: o
(BV. XIII. 58)

WEY: U1 WG &3 Aramas e |
® (Meghaditam 54)
The river goddess is shown standing on an elephant-headed
crocodile.  (¢f. middle figure on p. 181) N
This was to identify the river as o Samudrapatnz, riding on
a matanganakra.
Kalidasa has stated using that very phrase of ageas:
aitea aateatfes Mo fugmtageataa |
37 qut agerasaaTEAtaa fossTE: |
a& ¥ (RV VIII 26)

(1) spnmyzagal: | @FANET |

(2) armagrza AEY: 1 () 1 SR

@) wgfd AgTARE AYEFARET AL
SrgfRs S ArE AHmEEEs |

@ = w1
Ama warta 3R TR aE
dfigeat moata W ST FA



184 JOURNAL OF THE NUMISMATIC SOCIETY [vb‘;

Performance of n Sraddha was o duty which Rumatagupty {
could not have avoided. Using materials taken from a rhing¥
ceros, waos expected during & Sraddha. Kumiaragupta 1 only]
took its horn. ;

I should add that in Nepal it is common practice that thos. 38

who want to perform Sraddhe have themselves to
rhinoceros. i

But a coin must be read in terms of mot only what i3
depicts but of what is specifically inscribed on it i. e. according
to its legends. b

Certain points stand out prominently. 3

There is no reference to either any valour being pér
formed or any sluying being done, in sharp contrast with legend<3

on coins showing a tiger or lion hunt. No pardkramal wagd
claimed nor any description as a Nikanta.? No large title liké
Maharajadhiraja or any poetic reference has been incorporated:
eg. of Kumiragupta being a moon® ‘on this world or of hse]
dynasty. b

The obverse legend on this rhinoceros type coin hagl
its initial word or phrase obscured. Only the lust letter in thef
word or phrase is visible-and even our 5th coin does not clead
this® detail. Dr. Altckar has suggested restortng this word -as
“wab’®. Idonot see how this restoration is at all possible
Firstly, ‘this word is never used in uny Gupta coin legend$
Secondly, there seems to be more space left than would bé

occupied if only this word were to exist. Thirdly, if there wered

a word ending with &, it could have been #fa@: also, -as thid}
word or its variant occurs so frequently on Kumaragupta's coins
But this is ““tta’” und not “ta” on one out of five coins; and if]
it represents a word ending in Rta it could be some dther word]
e. g. Harta or Karta also. g

An important part of this coin legend is ‘Khudgatrata’y
Dr. Altekar has suggested’ that, “The unknown asuthor of they

metrical legend malkes a pun -on the word Khedga and -describesy

the emperor as “Bharta Khadgatrata Kumaragupta jayatyanisam 3
‘Ever victorious is the lord Kumarugupta, who is khadgatrata

protector by the sword (khadgenatrata), as ‘well as protecto '

5.

from rhinoceroses (khadgebhyastratay” .

One may readily agree that there are occasionally puns in}

Gupta coin legend. A well known example is “Refamataes ]

(1) Bayina Catalogue, p. 277.
(2) Ibid. p. 294.

(3) Ibid. p. 242.

(4) Ibid. p. 248.

(6) Ibid. p. 208.

(6) Ibid. p. CVII.

(7) Ibid,
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aqﬁl gaﬁ%ﬁlimtﬁ"w: », which involves reference to the rising
sun as well as to a king whose power is responsible for increa-
sing public welfure. DBut I submit thut there ure good ressons
for holding that there was no pun on the word @,

Nor is thete much help from a comparable legend on
what has been termed “clephant rider type” coin, about which
Dr. Altekar hus remarked’, “The obverse legend is most
probably  Kshataripuwrajatrata  Kumaregupta jayati ripun,
«Kumaragupta, whose enemies have been destroyed, and who
protects feudatory kings, conquers the enemies.’

A metrical legend is more comgact and would not commit
s mistake of inconsistancy between enemies having been already
destroyed and: enemies remuining under conquest.

There o re, however, certain dependable parts of both
obverse and reverse legends on this rhinoceros type coin which
are definitely of value in making its appreciution. The reverse
legend is Ori Mah:ndra Khadgal. Dr. Altekwr hus trunslated:
it as, “Rhinoceros (killed by) Mahendra.” This conclusion,

- placed within brackets, is not tenable. It is inconsistent with

a definite phrase put on the obverse viz. *Kladgatrata’. This

. phrase could certuinly mean, <protecting a rhinoceros”.

Kumaragupta does not claim to be n Khadya Nihanta (as done
for a hion on his lion hunt Lype coin.)
Thut this was proper interpretation, 1s conclusively

proved by a remurkable stanza of Kalidasa in Canto II of the

R’aylzm:anﬁam devoted to u remarkable description of Dasaratha’s

R bunting in his forests.

gt FaefiFie egemgFegRaTn el ge:
g wEalmmiaga: WOAglsgd 3 7aY ag damg: )

(BV. XL. 62)
Kalidasa would have it that DPuaSaratha did not kill

rhinoceroses but only removed their horns as he merely wanted

to put down those who raised their tops or heads too high
due to pride. :

Our coin is perfect numismutic parallel of this stanza.
In fact, I would not be surprised (should a speculation be
permitted), if hunting in ull its variety of amimal, described in
this supremely beaytiful Canto were found to have correspond-
ing coin types besides those relating to rhinoceros, tiger and lion,

B so far discovered. Based on healthy contemporary outlook on:

advantages of hunting, this description has tor its central
pringjples, restraint und, discriminution. Thus the deer and the

fi- pencock are not even touched. The yak loses enly its tail;

(1), Bayana Cutalogue, p. €IX.
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and the rhinoceros, only its horn. The wild buffalo is shet
tl_lrough the eye'as the puir of horns must be preserved. Ip 3
tlggrs’ mouths are lodged arrows as would make them into
quivers; and the lions' are killed as if to cuncel the debts owed 4
te the war elephants. The mint-master clearly paid his tribute 3
to Kalidasa. : 3

Is it without significance that these three coin types of J
Kumaragupta I, ®gat type =araa@wasa type and {ag figaar.
AEZNA type should have been so clearly explained in four #
COl_lsecutive stanzas devoted to hunting these three kinds of k-
animals in this supertb Canto 1X of Kalidasa's Haghuvaniam ? '
A close relation between un extremely rare rhinoceros protection *
type coin and stanza No. 62 in that canto is not without some ~§
bearing on Kalidasa's chronology. 3

Kalidusa has referred to ‘‘gag» as the weupon used
to slice off the horns of rhinoceroses—and not ®g. 1 suggest
that even on our coin there is a small curvature at the other -
extremity and that “@g» has been used in the legend strictly to
mean u rhinoceros. :

ot If this analysis were broadly correct. it would mean 3
at—
(1) Kumaragupta I is shown ubout to cut off the horn of a §
thinoceros, but deliberately spuring that animal’s life. He was 3
a STFEAt as well us o @gzmaN,
(2) In accordance with a law of corresponding qualities §

e.g. strength of tiger or prowess of u lion being excelled by the §
king, as on the tiger or lion slayer coins, the wellknown belief 3
about the rhinoceros possessing a very long life led to this coin’s §
reverse legend of i #¥z®g ; implying that Kumaragupta I had §
even o longer life. This claim probably turned true. 3
(3) This coin strikiugly brought out that Kumaragupta I %
would permit nobody keeping his head high in front of him i.e. G
would sharply deal with every form of haughtiness.
(4) The rhinoceros horn was useful during a =g to an- 3%
cestors. The Ganga indicated a road to Heaven. The coin 3
was minted in early part of Kumaragupta I's reign. His hair §
are fuller on heud here thun on other coins. His figure is also .§
more youthful. Hence his rhinoceros protector type coin might §
have been struck soon after he succeeded his father. That'}
animal had definite associations with performunce of a g
This coin thus throws some light on Kumaragupta’s succession.

(1) Prater has noted that the lion was once found over the whole of ‘
Northern and Central India as far south as the Narbada. Kuméragupts I
need' not have gone to Saurashyra to kill lions. Similarly tigers are also found 8
outside Bengal. -

_ This explaina how a king of Ayodhya like Dasaratha could deal with 8
mixed agsortment like lions, tigors, rhinoes und yaks. 4

THE GOLD CONTENT OF GUPTA COINS
By SacHINDRA Kumar Maity, M. A. (CaL) Pu. D. (LOND.)

2A. Jogesh Mitter Road, Calcutta 25.

The gold content of Gupta coins has so {ur been investigated
only by Cunningham (Table [L.b) and Sinha (Table 1. c.).
In comparing their results we found some serious discrepancies.
So we thought it advisable to study the gold content of the coins
of the eatlier Gupta Kings. In testing the coins we had the
invaluable assistance of Mr. S. K. Guha, B. Sc., postgraduate
research student, Birkbeck College, University of London, who
weighed each coin both in air and water with great care. We
have weighed almost all the gold coins of Chandragupta I and
Samudraguptn in the British Museum, with the exception of a
few worn pieces; and for comparutive study we have also
weighed eight Archer-type coins of Candragupta II and nine
Archer-type of his son and successor Knmaragupta I.  Thus, a
careful study of 77 coins of the early Gupta kings has fully
convinced us that Cunningham's analysis is incorrect. -

We have prepared an exhaustive table of early Gupta coins,
and also of eleven coins of the late Kuganu king, Vasudevu in
order to understand the former properly. From the Table Il.a
we may draw some very intersting conclusions. Our unalysis
of Candragupta Kumaradevi coins in Table la agrees with Dr.
Walker's report (Table 1. b) on some of these coins, while on
others the two analyses differ by only a few grains. These
variations may be due to the fact that his assistant weighed the
coins in water by means of o fine iron wire, which 1z not very
flexible and suitable, instead of by fine cotton thread used by us
at the time of taking the weights. So there is only a slight
difference between the two sets of result: obtained by Dr. Walker
and ourselves. The air weights of the coins numbers 4 and 7
in the B. M. C. are not correct, for there is no loss of weight in
water. In view of the discrepancy of weight in these two coins,
we do not depend on the B. M. C. for air weight. It may thus
be the fact that there is some discrepancy also in the B. M. (.
in the case of the Candragupta Kumaradevi coins. In any case,
cither Cunningham’s coins are entirely different from ours, or
errors crept into his investigations. So we ignore his findings
and concentrate our uttention on our own analysis.

From the point of view of pure gold content we may group
our coins in five categories :—

(I) Vasudeva coins ... 118 grains



