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OBSERVATIONS ON THE MRIGAYA COIN
TYPES OF THE GUPTAS

JAI PRAKASH

I

Mrigaya or hunting was consiq i
Indi.an. political thinkers ng one of thzl ]li;etilitiolr:{l lzl:e sﬂzment
addictions.)  Vyusunas are of tiwo types, viz . ]1"(;1/(:7'0;“8 olr
Kamaju?  According to Kautilyn vices ’origi};atinp]outnmf
Kima, are fourfold, viz, mrignya, dyita (gnmb]ing%r wo .,
a..nd drinking.*  As regards the relative harmfulpess .of tlznen
vices due to kama, Kautilya refers to the view of Piéugzsze
one of his predece‘sso.rs on polity, who held mrigaya as the:
worst of all addictions.* But Kautilya rejects his views.s
and praises the royal game of hunting, because it resnlts
in the drsa_ppgnmnce of phlegm, bile and sweat, and leads
to the acquisition of skill in aiming nt.stalionnry,and movi
bodle§° etc. Kamandaka also refers to these uulivti':egr
of myigaya,” although he favonred hunting only u.ndet('lcert in
specific conditions. Kalidasn in Salkuntalay (II. 5) u;n
almost the phraseology of Kautilya, and very em.plmticﬁls
p01nt§ out the m?rits of myrigaya, stating ‘vainly. indeed ii’
hunting called o vice' (mitthyaiva vyasanash ?'adaﬁZi mriga:yE‘-

1. Makabharata gives the total number of vic
e es

cf., Sabhapz}rva.. 68.20 ; Udyogaparva, 33.923's sf{vif:n’

Rudradeva in his Syainikasastran, (1. 1-3) emu,merateg

cighteen addictions, the last of which js mrigaya °
2 Kautilya, VIII, iii. 4-5; Manvsmypiti, Vil 44'-48 50;

L amandakanitisara, X1V, 6-7; Matsya Purdng 215' 55,
3. Arihasastra, VI, iii. 5, 41, '42; Manusmedss wil. 50
enumerates the Aumaja vices ag drinking- ambiin .
women and hunting; in order of thejr e,ﬁe%tivenes?
Kamandaka, XI1V.7 repeats Kautilya, Cf. also Kali-
dasa’s Baglwassam, X1, 7. ' ) o
Arthasastra, VI, iii, 39-41,
Ibid, VIII, iii. 42-46,
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yam).! Sukra? suggests that kings should hunt such wild beasts
as vyaghra etc., and states that hunting infuses valour and pro-
motes the power to aim, diminishes fear and leads towards the
swiftness in hurling different weapons. Dandin's enumeration
of the merits of myigaya, though ironical’, is very elabornte.
Writing about the big hunt, he says, “there is nothing so
beneficial as huntling (mrigaya). 1t gives the legs magnificent
exercise ; and long-winded speed might prove very handy
after a defeat. It drics up the phlegmatic humour ; thus
promoting digestion, the sole foundation of bhealth. By
reducing fat, it makes the body vigorous, agile. It gives
power to endure cold, heat, wind, rain, hunger, thirst. It
interprets the mental actlivities of living beings from their
physical expression. It supplements scanty crops with the
flesh of deer, buffaloes, wild oxen, and other game. It makes
land routes secure by killing such creatures as wolves and
tigers, 1t wins the confidence of the jungle tribes”’* Rudra-
deva dwells upon the merits of hunting in an almost equally
enthusiastic manner® and makes it desirable for the attain-
ment of the three endsof life.® Rudradeva further states
that, “in hunting, all the five qualities of a Kshattriya are
developed, namely, the practice of archery, conduct towards
equals, agaility of motion, encrgy of body, cleverness in
the management of horses, and the knowledge of the
incomparable delight when the policy succeeds.”?

I
The survey of mrigaya as detailed above, shows how
esteemed as a kr3ga or pastime of ancient Indian kings it was.
It was favoured most by the Gupta monarchs, as is clear from

1. Kilidasa, Sakuntalass, 11, 4-5; cf. also Raghuwaiisa, 1X. 49.
2. NF gaIfcivegsaEIT T |
FFIaTdEAEIMETaTRian u
Sukraniti, 1. 31, 32.

As pointed out by Kane, . V., in History of Dharma-
$astra, Vol. 111, p. 55.

Dasakumaracharita, p. 160 (Traoslated by Ryder, A W.,
Bombay, 1956) ; text, VIII, p. 352 {Calcutta, 1936).
Syainikasastram, 111, 17.25, ed. by Haraprasad Shastri,
Calcutta, 1910.
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Syainikasastran, 111, 35.
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the evidence of their coins. Even those writers, who were not .

in favour of it, were probably forced by their royal patrons, who
liked it so much, to favour it and to recognise its advantages.!

Many Gupta kings are known to have issued mrigaya
type of coins. And these coins betray their issuer’s fondness
for the game of hunt. The mrigaya coin types of the Gupta's
consist of the Tiger-slayer type’ of Samudragupta, the
Lion-slayer type? of Chandradupta II, the Tiger-slayer,* the
Lion-slayer,® the Elephant rider-lion slayer® and the Rhino-
ceros-slayer types? of Kumargupta I, and the Horse-man-lion
slayer-type of Prakasaditya.? :

1. Cf.In Sakuntalwi (Ch. 1) the Vidiishaka oriticises his
mrigayasida friend, the king Dushyanta, for he had to
roam from one forest to the other in summer, with the
king and also becuse he drank the tepid and bitter
water of the mountain-streams (girinadi) and ate the
roasted flesh at odd hours. The Senapati flatters
Dushyanta, by saying that myrigayd has proved to be a
merit in the person of the King (II. 4). Dushyanta, at
this, refers to the statements of Vidtshaka who denounces
the hunt. At this, the Sendpati asks Vidiishaka to be firm
in his denunciation and opposition of the chase, and
himself he humours the king by recounting the merits of
hunting and finally adds a touch of satire to his states
ments by saying mitthyadva vyasanain vadaiti mpigaya-
yam (IL. 5). This shows that this game was not popular
even with the high officials of the state. probably because
it involved much trouble and exertion. Similarly,
Kamandaka listing the demerits of mrigaya states that
if a king wants to hunt inspite of its disadvantages, he
should do it in forests specially planted for the purpose
(XIV. 28-41),

2. Allan, BMC,GD., Pl 1I. 14-15; Altekar, BIIC., Pl, VI,

9-10; Altekar, Coinage of the Gupta Empirs, Pl. IIL 13-14, .

3. Allan, BMCGD., Pls. VI 11.17, 1X. 1-13; Altekar,
BIIC., Pls. X VI, 8-15, XVII, 1-14, X VIIL. 1-10; Altekar,
Coinage of the Gupta Bmpire, Pls. V1. 1-15, VII. 1.10.

4. Allan, BMC,GD., Pls. XIV. 14-17, XV. 1-4; Altekar,
BHC., Pl. XXVIIL, 1.15; Altekar, Coinage of the Gupta
Empire, PL. XII 11-13, :

5. Allan, BMC,GD,, Pl. XIV, 1-13; Altekar, BIIC,, Pls.
XXVIIL  1-15, XXIX. 1-15; Altekar, Coinage of the
GQupta L'mpire, P1, XII, 110,

6. Altekar, BIIC. Pl. XXX, 1.4; Altckar, Coinage of the
Gupta Empire, PL. XI11, 1.2.

7. Altekar, BHC., Pl. XXX, 5-8; Altekar, Coinage of the
GQupta Empire, P1. X111, 3-6; JNSI, X1, PL1IL 7.

8. Allan, BMC,GD., PL XXIIL 1-6; Altekar, Coinage of the
Gupta E'mpire, P, XV, 14-15,
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Several scholars have found in these coin types allusions
to certain military conquests or expeditions of the Gupta
kings. It has been suggested that Samudragupta issued his
Tiger-slayer type of coins to commemorate his successful
expedition in Bengal or in the Mahakantdra and an allusion
to the king Vyaghraraja detected in the cpithet Vyaghra-
parakrama.! Similarly the Lion-slayer type, in all its classes,
is taken to refer to the military expedition of Chandragupta 1I
into Sauwrdshtra and it is snggested that the epithet
Sithavikrama® alludes to the defeat of Rudrasimiha. And
although it has not been possible to find allusions to the names
of enemy kings in the epithets adopted by Kumaragupta I on
his issues, it is stated that the Rhinoceros slayer type signifies
a successful movement in or occupation of Bengal and Assam,?
a hypothesis not confirmed by any other source. Similarly it
has been pointed out that the Tiger-slayer type of Kumar-
gupta I “may possibly indicate that he attempted to repeat
the southern venturc of his grandfather.*” Iven the Horse-
man lion-slayer type of Prakasaditya has been found not
without any political significances aund it is regarded that the
Horseman part was associated with the Southern provinces of
the empire and the Lion-slayer with the North.

But, it seems to us that these coin types of the Guptas
do not contain anything special and need not necessarily be
interpreted as indicating victories in various regions. Firstly,
because, of all Gupta Gold coins, it is arbitrary to select only
the Mrigaya types of coins for such interpretations especially
when most of the Gupts types essentially are of a military

1. Raychaudhuri, PIIAL p. 543 n. 1, Calcutta, 1953 (6th
end.) ; JNSI, vol. XXIV, p. 34ff, Cf. also for simijlar
views, Mookerjee, R, K., T'he Gupta Empire, p, 35, 55,
Bombay 1959 ; Chattopadhyaya, S. K., The Early History
of North India, p.163; Agarwal, V.S. Nagari Prachs-
ript Patrikd@ (Vikramanka, Uttardardha), pp, 263-264,
(V. S. 2001).

2. Mookerjee, R, K., The Gupta Empire, p. 55; Ray-
chaudburi, H. C., P AL, p. 543 n. 1 ; The Classical Age,
pp. 21-22 ; The Vakataka Guptda Age, p. 157, Banaras,
1954 ; JNS I, vol, XXIV, p. 37.

3. Joshi, M., JNS I, vol. XXIV, p. 38 n. 2,

4. Raychaudhuri, H.C., PITAL, pp. 569-570; Chatto-
padhyaya, S., The Early History of North India,
pp. 177-178.

5. Alan, J., BMC, GD., pp. Ixxxvi, xci; Raychaudhuri,
PITAL, p. 587.
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significance.! Secondly, the detection of allusions to Vyighra-
raja and Rudrasithha III in Vyaghraparakramah and Sisiha-
vikramah has no sound and secure basis. Because kings such as
Samudragupta and Chandragupta II could hardly have enter-
tained the idea of comparing themselves with their aforesaid
vanquished enemies, One variety of Chandragupta's Lion-
retreating class contains the reverse epithet Svisirhavikramah?
and there is no reason to believe that this king could have
accorded the honorific Sri to his humbled enemy. Another
reverse epithet Sirikachandral® clearly indicates that the
reverse legend is nothing more than a title of Chandragupta.
And the same must thercfore be the case with Samudragupta,
Further the Vishpudharmottara Puranpa® states that kings must
employ Vikrama ending names, a fact which may confirm our
contlention.

Thirdly Kumaragupta’s Tiger slayer type also does not
indicate his military cxpedition towards south. This expedition
can be supported neither by the find of 1,395 coins from
Satara district nor by Kumaragupta's imitation of the Trai-
kutaka money. And even if imitation of the Traikutaka
coinage and the discovery of a hoard in Satara district may
support a theory of southward expansion or expedition by
Kumaragupta, we have no Vyaghrardje to fight him in the
Mabhakantara as in the case of Samudragupta. Fourthly, the
supposed allusion to an unknown king possibly of the name
of Khadga and his defeat at the hands of Kumaragupta in
Bengal is without any foundation,

Fifthly, the Horseman and Lion-slayer types should not
be associated with the southern and the northern provinces of
the Guptas, because their Gold coinage was intended as an
imperial and international currency. The silver and copper
currencies of the Gupta’s were meant to satisfy local needs and
traditions,

1. The present writer considers the Standard, the Archer,
the Battle-axe, the Swordsman and the Karttikeya
types of the Guptas as indicative of the military strength
and power of their issuer’s. Aévamedha and certain
dubious types like Apratigha (?) etc., may also be partly
military types.

2. Allan, BMC, @D, p. 44, Pl IX. 11; Altekar, Cosmiage of
the Gupta Bmpire, pp, 111, 119, P1. VII. 5.

3. Allan, BMC, GD., p. 43, Pl. IX. 10; Altekar, Coinags of
the Gupta Epire, p. 118, P1. VII. 4,

4. Shah, Priyabala, Vishnudharmottara Purana, vol. 11, p, 30;
Baroda, 1961.
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Thus it appears that it is not proper to derive such
political conclusions from the Gupta coins of the hunting
series.

m

However, we feel, that all the mrigaya coin types of the
Guptas should be considered together for a correct determi-
nation of their exact nature. Such a consid.cmtlon, as
proposed herein, would point out a gradual and independent
development of the coins of this series,

Samudragupta, the initiater of this type, uses his ’epltl}et
vydghraparakramalz, both on the obverse! and reverse?, with
his name on the other side. This shows that the king had
not yet been able to determine as to which of the two faces
of the coin would be suitable for his epithet.

Howsoever a great and able administrator Chandragupta II
might have been, he cerlainly was not a greater military
conqueror than his illustrious father.’ Bu_t it seems, he was
not prepared to accept this [act. Iis Lion-slayer type was
inspired and imitated from the Tiger-slayer type of his father.
And the adoption of Lion for this type, as also the chosen
prey of the king, for his big hunt, indicates that he thought
himseif to be grcater, morc courageous and valorous than
Samudragupte. These issues, therefore, were mtended.to
outrival the wvyaghraparakruma i. e., Samudragupta, with
the help of sishavikrama of Chandmgu'pta II. B_ut,
Chandragupta I[ unlike his father, uses his reverse title
sirmhavikrama even on the obverse but always in association
with a long and high sounding legend (Narendrachandrah
prathitarao rape jayatyajeyo bhuvi sihhavikramah) at least
on the Lion-combatant and Lion trampler varieties of
this type. Thus it appears that this king fixed the place
of the epithet qualifying his lion-like valour on the
reverse, but he could not totally depart from the carlier
practice and consequently he gave his reverse epithet on
the obverse as well, although as a part of the long legem'i.
Another point of difference from the Tiger-slayer type of his

. The epithet occurs on the obverse on Allan’s, BAC, G!),,
! I’E.e;{).lllf, and 7\ltckar’s Coinage of the Gupta Empire,
PL. 11 14 ; BIIC, PL. VL. 9, . ’
2. Aud on reverse on Altekar’s, BIIC., PL, VI, 10 ; Allan’s
BMC. GD, PL, 1. 15; and Altekar's, Coinage of the
Gugpta Lmpire, PL, 111, 13. )
3. Altﬁmr, Coinage of the Gupta Empire, p. 70 ; of. Allan,
BMC, GD., p. xli; BIC., p. Ixxxv,
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father is found in the introduction of at least two new
variations of simhavikrama (i. ¢., §risimihavikrama and simha-
chandra), as pointed out elsewhere.

Kumaragupta I seems to have accepted the preceding
mrigayd types as two established numismatic conventions
and thercforc issued coins of these types. His Tiger-slayer
type is a close imitation of his grandfather’s type. This
king, however, used irimas vyaghrabalaparakramak® on the
obverse and Kumargupto'dhiraja® on the reverse, with a view
to improve on Samudragupta’s issues. The invariable use
of the honorific é1Zmas shows that Kumaragupta I was using
his obverse epithet as a designation qualifying his strength
and prowess.

Kumargupta uses severnl variations of legends and
epithets on his Lion-slayer type. Kumaragupta issued this
type, only in two classes viz.,, Lion-combatant and Lion-
trampler. The restored obverse legend of var. A. of Class I
is Kshitipatirgjitamahendrah Kumaragupto divam jayati,® and
this legend is slightly different from the obverse legends of
his father. But the obverse legends of varieties B (Kumara-
gupto vijayz sivhamahendro divar jayati) and C (Kumaragupto
yudhi sishhavikramah)® show that variety A coins might be the
latest issues of this class (I). The coins of this class contain
either §rimahendrasimihak® or simply as sivihamahendra’. The
obverse legend of class II is o step still further (Sakshadiva
narasivtho sirmhamahendro jayatyaniSam)?, and the coins bearing
this obverse legend, probably are still later issues. The

1. Altekar, Coinage of the Gupta Empire, pp. 191 and 192.

2. Altekar also thinks that “the reverse legend is an adapta-
tion from and an improvement over that of Samudra
gupta. It reads ‘Kumaragupto’dhirdja,...the word
adhiraja being obviously more appropriate than raja
for an emperor, The change in wording here seems to
be deliberate,” Coinage of the Gupta Empire p. 191;
BIIU., p. ciii.

3. Aitekar, Coinage of the Gupta Impire, p.186 ; BHC.,
p civ. PL. XXVIIIL 8.-10,

4. Altekar, Coinage of the Qupta Empsre, p. 186. 9

5. Altekar, Coinage of the Gupta Empire, p. 186 ; BLIC., p.
civ-cv, PL, XXVIII. 1-7 ; XXIX. 8-15.

6. Altekar, Uoinage of the Gupta Empire, p. 187, 189-190,
PL. XIl. 1,6,7,8 ; BHU., pp. civ-cy, PL. XXVIII, 810,
13,14 ; XXIX. 7

7. Altekar, Ibid, p, 188, 190, PL. XII. 2-4, 9-11; BHU. pp.

civ-cv.
8. Altekar, Ibid, p. 187 5 BHC., p. cv.
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reverse epithets of the coins of class I are the same as those
of class I. One thing may here be pointed out, that the use
of simhavikrama by Kumargupta on the obverse of his Lion-
slayer coins, and both on obverse and reverse by Chandra-
gupta shows that they meant to blazon their Ljon-like
valour. The latter adopted this adjective as a designation
for bimself. This will explain why the reverse adjectives of
Kumaragupta are sisithamahendra o Srisishkamahendra different
from sishavikrama. So he wvydghraparakrame of Samudra-
gupta compares and qualifics his tiger-like prowess. And the
same is true of Simhavikrama and Sirmhamahendra of the sub-
sequent kings. But Kumaragupta I seems to have styled
it a bit differently than his illustrious father to show his
superiority over the former. And thisis further confirmed
by the gradual development of the obverse legends of Kumara-
gupta's Lion-slayer type which is itscll an evidence indicative
of his self-supposed superiority over his father.

Kumaragupta I on the obverse of his LElephaut rider
lionslayer type styles himself as Kshataripu Kumaragupto
rajatrata jayati ripusn.! ‘This legend shows him to have exter-
minated his enemies, as a protcctor of the vassals, and asa
conqueror of the cnemies. The mention of the protection of
feudatories is interesting. The reverse legend Sishhaniharita
Mahendragajal scems to be a new feature in as much as it
mentions the State Elephant of Kumaraguptn, almost equal
to the Airavata of Indra. This also indicates his sense of
superiority over his predccessors.

Thus Kumaragupta, by the issue of Tiger and Lion-
slayer types, appearsto have publicised himself as equal to
Samudragupta and Chandragupta 1I, nay far superior to
them both in cournge and prowess. This megalomaniac
tendency of Kumaraguptn 1 is further evidenced by his
Rhinoceros slayer type of coins. On these coins, he calls
himself the protector by the sword from the Rhinceros
(Bharta khadgatrata Kumaraguplo jayatyanisarn),® their reverse
contains an epithet, in the nature of a designation, as Sri
Mahendrokhadga on the pattern of the former types. This
type similarly, bas nothing from which some political bearing

can be adduced.

Further development of the coin types of the sport-
series was checked after Kumaragupta due to disturbed

Altekar, The Coinags of the Gupta Empire, p. 196 ; BH(.,
PP. cvi, cix, contains a slightly different reading.
2. Altekar, BHC., pp. cvii-cviii, PL, XXX, 5-8.

—

.
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political conditions of the Gupta Empire. And the only other
type of the sport-series, namely the Horseman-Lion-slayer
type of Prakasadiya, no doubt is a mixture of the Horseman
and the Lion-slayer types of the Guptas. It was inspired
by the Llephant-rider Lion-slayer type of Kumaragupta I,
and shows its issuer’s craze for a new type. The obverse
legend of this type is only partly restored to (vijitya) vasudhasi:
diveh  jayati,'! and  the reverse has Sri  Prakasadityah.
Prakadadityn was so feeble a ruler that he could not have
held the northern and the southern portions of the Gupta
kingdom intact as Raychaundhuri® contends.

v

The only important fact that can be gleaned from the
mrigaya types of the Gupla's, is their love and fondness
for the game of hunt®. They may also acquaint us with the
wild beast or bensts they favoured most to shoot down,
either on foot or from animal back and with the weapons they

liked to play this game.

The views of Kalidasa etc. on hunting, taken together
with the numismatic evidences indicate that it was not only
favoured for the fun of it, but also for its merits. But,
it appears that in spite of all its merits, the game of
mrigaya was not favoured by some ancient Indian political
thinkers. Kautilya, though favoured it, as pointed out ear-
lier, yet imposes certain restrictions on kings interested.
in mrigaya. He says thata “forest...provided with only one
entrance, rendered inaccessible by the construction of ditches
all round, with plantations of delicious fruit trees, bushes,
bowers, and thornless trees, with an expansive lake of water,
full of harmless animals and with tigers (vyala), beasts of
prey (margayuka), male and female elephants, young elephants,
and bisons—all deprived of their claws and teeth-shall ;,be

1. Allan, BMGC, GD,, p.135, PL. XXI1I. 1-6; Altckar, Coinage
of the Gupta E'mpire, p. 285.

2. Raychaudhuri, H. C., PHAL, p. 587,
Altekar, BITC. pp. cvii ; cf. also, Coinage of the Gupta
Empirve, pp. 105, n. 1, 197 ; Vidya Prakash, JNSI,
Vol. XXIII, pp. 270-271. Vidya Prakash’s suggestion
that the Archer type of Gupta’s also ‘hints towards hunte
ing’ (p. 271) is, however, baseless.
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formed for king's sports’.” Kamandaka follows the pattern
of Kautilya, and having pointed out the merits and demerits
of mrigaya--perhaps with a view to divert o king’s liking for
it—puts forth an alternative suggestion. He says, that if
a king is inclined to enjoy with mrigaya he should cause
the planting of & myigayaranya near the capital city.® This
forest should be 1§ yojanas in length and breadth, and should
be encircled by a high wall which could not be crossed by
the beasts® This forest should be cleared of hills, thorny
bushes and poisonous trees etc. It must contsin ponds,
flowers and shady trees.* This preserved forest should also
be full of animal herds of male and female elephants, young
elephants, tigers etc. without claws and teeth, and hornless
mrigas (probably rhinoceroses).” The forests preserved for
the royal hunt should contain wild beasts of different
species.” And when the king enters this forest for hunting,
his armies should be kept in waiting, at a distance? (surely
for protection). Further, Kamandaka says that the king
will enjoy his hunting expedition in such a forest with all its
merits, this is the way of hunting befitting a king, and that
s king should not go ahunting like mrigas® (wild beasts).
Since Kamandake was not much removed in time from the
Guptas, his statements in this connection, may be said to have
implied some actual practice of & similar nature. But such
preserved forests hardly would have allowed the Brahamanas
etc. to establish @shramasz etc. therein. And as the woods
mentioned by Kalidasa in his Sukuntalz and Raghuvathia appear
to have contained hermitages etc., his forests do not appear
to have bcen preserved ones. The poetic descriptions of
Kalidasa testify to it. But, however, we feel that Kailidasa

1. Shamashastry, Artha$astra, BK. IL 2; QE-IENTER

qEgE SRR G g R geTE
WA AigTgRagiadred g e O
FAT W 30 Not only this, forests even for public
hunting were to be preserved on the frontiers of the king-
dom : gaffafayy sweay arargmE yiada av fABm uvn
Kangle, ArthaSistra, Vol. I, Bk. 11, 2, 34, p. 34.

2, Kimandaka, X1V, 28.

3. Ibid,, XIV.29.

4, Ibid., XIV. 30-31,

5. grdavaerqd  gfeadrwermifag 1
aAgFaEeats fameglamife 7 1

Ibid., XIV. 34,

6. Ibid,, XIV. 39,

7. 1Ibid., X1V. 40,

8. Ibid., XIV, 41-42,
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certainly had the said mpigayarapyas in mind, which is
clear from the fact that Dagaratha shoots down different
species of animals—deers, boars, wild buffaloes, tigers, lions,
elephants, yaks and also the rhinoceroses?, with a remarkable
ease, But then, if he had the pattern of mrigaya—forests in
mind, why did he failed to describe them assuch ? The answer
will be that if he would have described them as mrigaya-forests,
he could not have been in a position to locate the Ashrama of
Kanva in it, as also the existence of Sravane Kumara with his
parents. We feel, this fully explains the difficulty of Kalidasa.

Therefore, in the light of these facts the tiger, lion and
rhinoceros-slayer coin types of the Guptas, need not neccessa-
rily be taken to suppose the conquest of a region which
asbounded in these animals, and wherein the victor would

have enjoyed the game of hunting.

All these literaty references and suppositions based on
them, can further be confirmed by epigraphic evidence.
The royal pastime of hunting was popular even with the
Rashtrakiifas. An inseription of Govinda III* shows how the
king killed boars, preserved for his sport with spear. This
evidence shows clearly “that there were game preserves in the
variotts centres of the empire for the use of the emperors and

courtiers.””?

On the basis of all these grounds it can well be said that
the Gupta kings had their own preserved forests, fully equipped
with animals of various species, to meet out their hunting
demuands. And their mrigayz types were meant to denote
only their skill in hunting and nothing more than that.

1. Raghwamsa, 1X. 53, 55, 57, 59-60.
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Manasollasa, IV. ch. 15. vs. 1441-45, pp. 42, 276-7,
2. Indian Antiguary, Vol. XI. p. 126,
3. Altekar, Rashtrakitas and their Times, p. 351, Poona, 1934,
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From the narratives of Kalidasa it appears that the kings
and their attendents used to put on a hunting suit (mrigaya
veia)' while out on mrigaya expeditions. He gives a graphic
description of king Dagdaratha who entered the forest for
bunting, clad in a dress matching with the colour of the
woods.® In this connection his long hair is mentioned as tied
up with a vanamale®. King Someshvara also states that
the king, as also the ladies of the harem and the attendents
accompanying him on hunting ventures, must all be dressed
in fully green dvipadi's’,

The dress of the Guptas on their mrigaya types, must
therefore presumably be the said hunting dress suitable to the
occasion,

1. Sakuntalam, ed. kale, p. 68 ; Raghwoanisa, 1X, 50
2. Raghuwvaiisa, 1X, 49-51. .

3. Ibid, IX, 50,

4. Manasollasa, Viméati 1V, Ch, 15, V. 1471,



