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With the exception of two "
; ) (nos. 26 and
punch-marked coins weigh from 17.19 grains tzo7):’¢2dglr:ig: A

The coins by their appearance are m
e Co appe uch w

i(:;sif‘:: :gb(gd degl of weight in course of circulatgggj Sai[::iehatll\:,:
consideredon% tlc: the—type of -which the standard weight is
considered o ke 54 to 58 grains, the loss of 16 to 34 grains
moua b ve taken quite a long - time. This is also supported
R);  associated ' Roman coins. - The last known date of the
"thaxtnzl? pc;;n in the hoard is 117 A. D. So, it may be presumed
that eA o]fa).rﬂ v];as ‘deposited some time late in the second
the bufymk, even th:r: vltfhev?ét?gie tt;;eddepq:itfin hthe ity
hoard cannot be placed earlier th; 7 the begiman o
Soard_cannot s an the beginning of the
Christion e thag‘gg gagxest Roma.n coins in the hoard do not

Fnrtﬁermore;' although ituwas beli i

' e, 8 | elieved that

&sl.:a.bhshed her foreign relations in the remote pastgcz?lg' o

c;z;fe;:cehyvdas so far available. The present find ,shows l:](:::
ala i PR AN - N '

oy ate an_extensive _qurielgAn @d 1pland trade at & fairly

. An’analysis of “the com osition of th indi

only ;7% of the punch—ma.rkgd coins belo:ght‘:)aiﬁel;?:ﬁ:i oot
f:er:xg 5 thef: rest are of the "Mauryan period, This shOWSrtylfo.l;
theseox?:s'o the Mauryan period were in extensive use. Whether
these | oins show any pgl;tlcal influence of the Mauryas i

] or suggest mere brisk trade from the Northern }, d'm
Isnot easy to suggest. Probably both the factors e
ponsible for the preponderance of the Mauryan coins e e

~ Amongst the Mauryz;ﬁ" coins, 21
‘ % belong t
g(?‘ a.g‘ll 1t7axhto Group IILA (), 'In one ofghi: ;;%:5 gf
> L. Gupta'has "suggested the origin of these t 1ps of
coins fo Taxila and Madhyadea respectively N uks o
the proportionate finds 6f different pectlvg Yo e el of
the composition of hoards, noti o B fraoins. ont o me;
‘ , noticed by him from othe ts of
:ﬁg ;g:sx;tgr,h gﬁ; nog al.:pl;ear to be very different fror:'lptn;a: gf
] . So, the principle of identifying th igi
of these coins on the basis of compositi  he Board dues
position of the hoard does
not appear to be sound. .It requi inati :
. quires examinat

number of hoards before a final opinion could b: ;c;sng‘inge‘liarge

1. K. Menon, Kerala Culture, p. 87,

OBSERV ATIONS ON THE SO-CALLED K HAQGA-TRXT-A
COIN-TYPE OF KUMARAGUPTA I

JAI PRAKASH

[Plate 11

- The rhinoceros-slayer coin-type of Kumaragupta I is one of
“Fis rare types in gold. Four specimens of it were first described
% by the late Dr. A.S. Altekar! Since the discovery of the Bayana
Hoard three more specimens have bzen recovered and published
he earlier issues of this Journal.® The main purpose of the
‘present note is to examine, at some length; certain observations
de by Mr. S. V. Sohoni® towards the determination of the

nature of this coin-type. )

" Mr. Sohoni thinks that this coin-type has some religious
belief as its background. He admits  that the flesh and blood
=2 the rhinoceros were highly valued during & Sraddha,* yet he
fers to think “Kumaragupta I took only its horn,” - and
fyles this type as “the rhinoceros-protector type.”” In his
opinion Kumaragupta I is shown on the obverse as “about
o cut off the horn of a rhinoceros, but deliberately sparing
that animal's life. He was a Sringahartta os well os o Kharnga-
£3"'% {e, the protector of the rhinoceros. His observations
:re based on the following statement of S. H. Prater:

; “In Nepal the flesh and the blood of the rhinoceros is
. - considered highly acceptable to the Manes, High caste
Hindus and most Gurkhas offer libation of the animal’s
" blood after entering its, disembowelled body. On ordinary
* Sradh days the libation of water and milk is ppured
. from a cup carved from its born. ‘The urine is considered
antiseptic and is hung in & vessel at the principal door 8s
a charm against ghosts, evil spirits and diseases. These
beliefs connected with the rhinoceros are prevalent in
varyiog form in Burma, Siam and China. They set a

1. BHC., pp. 296ff. :

2. JNSI., X1, pp. 910, pl. LI 7 ; ibid., X V11, pt. If, pp. 104.6,
pl. IX. 5 ; ibid., XXII, pp. 180f, pl, 1X. 3.

3. JNSIL,XVIl, pt. 11, pp. 178-186.

4. Ibid., p. 182.

5. Ibid., p. 184.

6. Ibid,, X VIII, pt. 11, p. 186.
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for its persecution.’”

Sohoni Has selected only the third sentence of the above

- paragraph and possibly the following statemerit = that the

horns of the rhinoceros * i
; ‘grow thr i ;
reproduced,”™ in formulating his thc:;f;? utlife andif lost are

. 'tBlllat we feAel that this anima! was
or its horn. As it can- be seen i ing i
itatfmen; to indicate that the ’lifteh e;? ;]ienaint;ﬁ% ;?asf;n;te:‘;s
S:a ;;h tcz religious significance of rhino-hunt connectedpwr;:l;
stateme‘:x : relr::lony, we do not know the authority of Prater's
statem; . may hgye bee_n based on some local Beliefs
ere is 10 doubt sufficient evidence from very ancient t 'te ,
show the religious significance of rhinoceros jn a. Sr&ddl::x e
;ne:‘x:zé At\.:cgdx%g to many texts,® wf;i]e the flesh of certain ani:;f;
served mn:s I rtahhman, as results in the temporary satisfaction
e et S, (L eating of the rhino flesh and some-other
things g in theirr permanent satisfaction, This litera
adition undoubtedly appears to be a strong.one, and it may ;Z

not. hunted exclusively

suspected that rhino’s flesh was sometimes actually served in a

Sraddha: ceremony. It could not
goglqzon. practice; for obvious reasons?f‘ Bc:tu F;g‘f J:Vaa‘;i bfeen. .
efinite -evidence, we can not. be quite su;e that 'to 2 5
common practice even amongst the higher: and more ;nﬂwns_t}
Ectlogs of the society, es;ecially when. we consider t}:ia:tlefnm
e time of the Upanishads, Buddha and Mahavira 'trglr?
non-lflllxng of animals and mnot taking of meat hadlbs €. :
tg;otvhv;nigd;nore %gd more popular. Asoka gave further implflsz
tién is'-quiathe clez?rt Izostt?:lil);roﬁfe‘t:ltledf o hBru;hmanicaHradL
m is 3 : e fact that i i
:;ilden:(t)oju:g?;nﬁzzgsl gnf;:se _a‘.ndvhnlf-hearted V:ti!ein?t:n::i:
iade t el killing i a Vedic sacrifice, but also f
.tpxs that-suitable adjustments were made i vitcial proserin
tions to avoid actual animal-killing, B%iﬁ?nﬁxci:tﬁm:; l:::lslm fs.

1, The Book.of Indi .
2 Tbide p 19{ ndian Animals, p. 192. .
3. dp. Dh 8, 11, 717,13 Baudh. Gri. Sa. 1L, 11, 534 ;
e, Auata, 88 610; Manuemrii, T, 26872 ; V.
Z42; Podma Purana, Srishti, 9. 152150; Vishpu:
15 Hatmge e 141, 42525 Vishru Purina, 10, 16.

iatl ’ - H [ e

;9 A2, Cf also, Skanda Purdya, xaii'.'.'“4'."1‘2’.’§‘8’. lfigzr?é
e o R i e
- 0 re. H et % oy .
raddha’; B, Samy XLVI, 30, O C1oan soimals at

[Vol. XxV

great value upon the animal and provide the main reason

53] - SOCALLED KHADGA-TRATA COIN-TYPE 31

literature from very ancient date! extol the virtmes of
5 and prohibit  mest-eating. A certain apathy towards
“esating had grown quite strong by the Gupta period, and
though yegetarianism may not have Leen the role, meat-
ing . was probably not very common, especially amongst
Shar. classes. But even if it is admitted for the sake of
t that rhinos meat was sometimes served in a Sraddha
v, being a special occasion, there could of course be no
ifion of sparing the animal’s life and hunting it only for its
as Sohoni thinks. While he quotes’ some of the
s to show the association of rhino with Sraddha, it is strange
“he ignores this poiat.
‘But, whatever may have been the religious significance of
flesh in 8 Srazddha ceremony, it appears to me that
agupta issued this type purely as & mrigaya - type or,
'is more sccurate, as following & numismatic tradition
- dynesty’ Mrigaya coin-types, introduced by Samudra-
- were continued by Chandragupta II and Kumaragupta 1,
ame an-important feature of the Gupta gold coinage.

“the_ following pages, we intend to consider some other
aised by Mr. Soboni in his note on the coin-type under
ion. : S :
‘Kalidasa in Raghuvamsa® refers to Dagaratha as removing
of the rhinoceroses by means of o kshurapra. Sohoni
" this statement of Kaliddsa to prove his  hypothesis,
this description has no bearing, whatsoever, on the
type under discussion, primarily because it is only a poet’s
of :describing a scene full of action and at the same time
alogising his roysl hero. To Sohoni, Kalidasa's kshurapra is
eapon used to cut off the rhino’s horn, and “even on our
ip. Dh. S4.. 1. 5.16.16, 1. 5.17. 29-37 ; Vas. Dh, 84,
X1V, 3037 ; Baudh. Dh 84, I. 5,12.5; Gaut. Dh. 8t.,
XVIi. 16-31; Manysmysts; v.'11-18, V, 48, 53, in verse' 95
“Hesh is called the diet of Rikshasas, Yakshas and Pidachas,
“X1.158 ; Adoka prohibited the slaughter of all quadrupeds
. which are neither used nor eaten’’including rhinogeros,
Bhandarkar, AS$oka, 5th PE, p. 309; Mbt., Sinti,
_-36.. 2124, Karopa. #4. 11; Rdmayana, Ayodhya
*  Kapda, 76. 38; Uttara Kanda (Ch. 59) refers that
King Brahmadatta was cursed for serving flesh to a
Brahmapa ; Mbt, Santi, 337.5 prohibits slaughter of ani-
mals even for sacrifices and states that only food grains
should be offered ; Fa-hien quoted in PHAL, p. 558 (6th
edition) Beal, 8%-Tw-Xi, p. 89 ; Al-Btruni, ch. 68,
JNSI, XV, pt. 11, pp. 182-3.
JNSL, XXIV, pt. 1I, pp. 152-163.
4, 1X.62; cf. also XI 29.

wio
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coin there is a small curvature at the other extremity”.! Byt

we think that there is neither any such curvature in the

weapon held by -the king (see the enlar
. : ged photo, h

dmw'm_g, Pl 1. 4) nor this weapon is identical wﬁh Ic?l;zgap!::% '
Mallinatha, commenting on Raghuvamiz (IX. 62), déﬁne;s'

kshurapra as lkshurapraih Saraviseshash chandrardhabanairi
yarthah. Thus kshurapra was in fact a"crescent-t:pgggaggr‘z;:.
:v::grctzns fwzahn.t K\z\mirugupta’holds is, as we shall see, a
fror:: e}; Cg ochr?’tmlght sword. VThe two are entirely different
Similarly the depiction of Gafigd on the re i
type cannot be taken to have been intgnded to sen‘;zr:z :.frt)}:;
to heaven.' For, if it were so, what would be the significance
of depicting the same deity on the tigerslayer coin-type of
Sa.mul_c?lrag];:pta ﬁndSKumﬁrﬂguptn I? . :
urther, Mr. Sohonij thinks that this type of Ki -
gupta I was issued early in his reign, bzgause ‘gg‘slil;;?a;:e
fuller on head"here than on other coins. His figure is also
more youth.ful. * But this point, we feel, can be best explain-
ed if the rhinoceros-slayer type is taken to be a mrigaya type,
as pointed out by me earlier® We know from . Kailidasa who
is generally placed in the Gupta period, that kibgs aloné with
_their attendents used to put on a special dress® (mrigayavesha)
while going .on huptmg. The practice of putting on a hunting
dress matching with the colour of the forests was also known
to the royal author of M@nasoll@sa.! Therefore, the dress of the

1. JNSL, XV, pt. 11, p. 186.
Altekar, BHC., p. cvii, and 296 f ; ibid., The Coinage of

s

XXIH, p. 290, also takes it to be a d
TNSIL, XVIIL, ptil, p. 186,

JNSI, X VI, pt. 11, p. 186.
iIN.S,;S'_i., XXllV. pt. II, p. 152-163. .

n Sakuntalam, King Dushyanta orders his attend hus:
Apanayantu bhavatyo mrigayaveSam (Act. I]).n Ie::l %g;::'
Zaz::'t: a(tl,ﬁ}RSO) Ddaéar;tha is styled as mrigavanopagama-

8. a, and as Grathitamauls: aloya -
palaia-savarnatanuchkadah, (IX.Sul;r e vanamaloyd tar

7. m%)ﬁ&a[ s ){mg?ﬁ%tﬁx
3 srartga(gifaia)ammnfife: 0
NeQERE(TF)  gHa MRt
AT R - AemaioEsEg )
gamt g 3R afewr  admbag
frfmmeargda qeat weat (7ed) Frdmdq o
wAergeeT gl Forrdrecren |
e st P gl
-Manasollasa, 1V. 15. 1468-1471.

b el

the Gupta Empire, pp, 198 ff; Vidya Prakash, JNSI, V
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upta kings on their mrigaya type of coins can well be taken
- e the same as the hunting suit known from literature. And
‘hat Sohoni takés to be the ‘plentiful hair’ of . Kumira-
ppta. 1, may probably be the Grathitamaulirasau Vanamalaya
e of headdress. Hence, the thinoceros-slayer type need not
e been issued early in the reign of its issuer, Onthe -
contrary, it was probably issued comparatively later in his
“And it is due mainly to this fact that so far we have
Ccovered only a few specimens of 'this type. Had it been
ned earlier it would have been found in larger numbers in

e Bayana Hoard. .

In ‘order to clerify the mrigaya nature of the rhinoceros.
yer type, we intend to point -out & few more details from -
tain texts. Someévara prohibits the huntijng of rhino!
d some other animals. Had it been considered so ‘valuable .
he performance of the Sraddha, the suthor of Mansolldea
ald certainly have prescribed its hunting. But as he makes
“such reference, it seems that ‘at least in south, the flesh of
fio rhino was usually not- served” And his prohibition of its
unting indicates- that it was listed along with- such wild
imals as tigers' and bears and its bunting was _prohibited
imarily as a precautionary measure to save the person of
king, v o ¥

However, on' the basis of Syainikaiastram of king Rudra-
eva, of. Kurmanchale (Kumaon), & very late work (13th to
6th century A.D.), it seems that hunting from horse-back
gives much pleasure (I11. 17). Concerning the rhino hunt, king
FRudradeva states that five or six men are enough for hunting
inoceroses. The horses of the hunters should be quiet and
Zwelltrained in the swiftness of motion. The animal should be
Fruck with small darts (kshudrasakti) in quick succession on its
ack. And if it turns back, the horsemen should run to front

@ﬁwmﬂﬁm(m)m(m @
Fent frasaf @ Daat g o
Manasoll@sa, 1V. 15, 1451-52.
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and others should strike it from behind.! It is no
Kumaraguptd is clearly shown about to strike thf:e;oiﬁ{ it:;ut
behind (PI. L. 4). The pictorial suggestion of Sohoni is hi hlm

] 'll:enjectlltal. The kshudraSakii weapon mentioned in S aii'kg'
$astram’is proba]?ly the same as the fakti weapon mentl%ne(; in
the lA}laho.bad pillar inscription of Semudragupta® and Ra hm
mfm_sa_ of _Kihdﬁsa. Mallinatha explains dakti as éa‘ztu:;
kasuqazwfkemyudkcm and refers the authority of Amarakos.’lla
as kasusamarthyayoh Saktih. Sakti is generally” taken to be.
spear or javelin.* But the weapon in Kumfragupta’s hang
which he seems to be in a mood to thrust in the back of
the rhino .in quick succession seems to be a straight aod
pointed sword-like object. And if this straight sword nf‘
Kumaragupta has anything to do with the (kshudra)iakii gf
Rudradevs, its identification with spear becomes improbable,
The object with which Kumdragupta I has been de icted
bunting the rhino in all probability is & sword (khadga) aF; it is
specifically styled as such on the obverse and reverse i'nscriptions

. Sohoni’s view that [Bhar]tta is »aning
meaning]
l]:e res;Llaced by [Harltta® does not seem to b:gcz::e:tn 4 z};o‘ii
; :.—veits ov;rcl;r fum;r:g:l]:pta \:Las not hunting the rhinoceros only
. . rther, the word khadgatrats i i
};ﬁ;—ndtggﬁs t;;z appear to mea;h the proteciqor of ath;nrhixla‘:c:r%l:
- th e in question should not be na ’
"I‘he_ rhlqo, being a.hnrmless creature, cannot n;;dtaaksens::%
justification for the king to spare its life. Kumaragupta
bunting the rhinoceros and not sparing its life, an;giufhus v:g:
-whole of the coin legend, as .pointed out by Altekar, makes

1. o=@ amede sawaffeeege
¥ gniaRw gEERa fasafy )
TFMTEW T TGN 7 9 0
TARGIGT: o fafear 3 namy
& gedY Ju gEwwar g e o
TER afe W Raifaar
fasrearg Fraraer arfe samman o
Jearfrer SM Fely Efy gyt
M A TN SgEgeR 0
Syainikasastram, 111, 36-40.

2. D.C. Sir L
3 XL, 7S7trcar, Select Inseriptions, p. 256.
4. Vidya Prakash, JNSI.,!XXIII,‘p_ 287,

5. JNSL,XVII, pt. IL.tp.1184, -
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‘s pun (BHC., p. cix) on the word khadge. The reverse -legend
also, 1 feel, should be understood in the same context. Sri-
Ymahendrakhadgak should probably be translated as ‘the illustri-
us sword (or rhinoceros) Mahendra’, and not as ‘Rhinoceros
l(kil]ed by) Maohendra’ as done by Altekar {BHC., p. cviii).

But even if, for the sake of argument, Sohoni’s view
35 accepted for a moment, some difficulties arise. First of
all, if we believe that this type was issued during the Sraddha
*Kumdaragupta's father, can we say that Kumdragupto
as the only Gupta king who loved his father, or were
jnot Samudragupta and Chandragupta 1I interested in obtaining
ermanent peace for their immediate ancestors, or were mnot
they strong and skilful enough to hunt a rhino to fulfil
he Sraddha requirements; and if they performed the
Sraddha of their pitris and fed the Brahmanas .with rhino’s
fesh, why did they fail to issue coins of & similar content ?
These are some of the questions which will have to be
swered before finally accepting the view of Mr. Sohoni
d_rejecting the mrigaya character of the rhinoceros-slayer
typé of Kumaragupta L. ‘ .
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Coins issned by Trader’s Guilds (1-3); Rhinoceros-slayer Type of
Kumaragupta (4); and Gadhia Coins (5-16)



