Subject: Re: uraga and AlavAy

From: Michael Rabe 

Date: Sat, 3 Apr 1999 10:29:37 –0600

On Wed, 31 Mar 1999 02:54:43 EST, Sudalaimuthu Palaniappan writes:

"Kalidasa in his Raghuvamsa calls the capital of the Pandya kings of Tamil region as "uraga". Kalidasa's use of this name for Madurai is very significant. The name uraga is based on the name Alavay found to be attested for the first time in the post-Classical Tamil text, tEvAram, of 7th century..."

This may very well be a correct inference, but it is at odds with the views of E. Hultzsch [_Gadval Plates of Vikramaditya, c. A.D. 674_, EI X (1909-10): 102], who cites Venkayya's equation of Kalidasa's Uragapura with Uraiyur, an ancient capital of the Cholas near Tiruchi and his own preference for matching it with the coastal Buddhist enclave, Nagapattanam [i.e., Ptolmey's Nikama]. In other words, I think it's an unwarranted stretch to say that because Kalidas identifies his Uraga with the Pandyas that he must necessarily have had Madurai in mind. Perhaps his knowledge of Southern geography wasn't so precise after all!

Precluding the identification with Madurai is this passage from the cited plates:


"This VikramAditya....having entered the Cholika province was encamped in Uragapura which is situated on the southern bank of the Kaveri... » [ibid., p. 105, ll. 22, 23]


Wasting time,

[that should be spent grading],

Michael Rabe

SAIC/SXU/Chicago

Subject: Re: uraga and AlavAy

From: Venkatraman Iyer

Reply-To Indology

Date: Mon, 5 Apr 1999 10:11:28 PDT

>>Kalidasa in his Raghuvamsa calls the capital of the Pandya kings of Tamil region as "uraga". Kalidasa's use of this name for Madurai is very significant. The name uraga is based on the name Alavay found to be attested for the first time in the post-Classical Tamil text, tEvAram, of 7th century... 


>This may very well be a correct inference, but it is at odds with the views of E. Hultzsch [_Gadval Plates of Vikramaditya, c. A.D. 674_, EI X (1909-10): 102], who cites Venkayya's equation of Kalidasa's Uragapura with Uraiyur, an ancient capital of the Cholas near Tiruchi ...

It looks V. Venkayya, from Andhra, mixes "uragapura" with "uRaiyUr", a part of Tiruchy in the Chola heartland. Pl. note  uRaiyUr has no connection with Pandyas that early.

On the contrary, S. Krishnaswami Aiyangar, Some contributions  of South India to Indian culture, 1924, University of Calcutta  correctly identifies uragapura woth Madurai. In p. 338, "Then comes Kumari with a cape and harbor. It is also referred  to as a holy bathing place, and the coast region is then described  as extending eastwards till it reaches Korkai where pearl  fisheries are and the Periplus offers the interesting piece of  information that they are worked by condemned criminals. Then  follows another coast region with a region inland called according  to the Periplus, Argaru, [1] taken to be the equivalent of Uraiyur.

These two regions of the coast country are somewhat differently  named in Ptolemy. He calls the region between Nirkunram and Camorin  as in the country of Aioi (Tamil Aay). [...]  [1] Is this (Periplus' Argaru) not more correctly Uragapura  (Halasya or Madura), the capital of Pandyas? UraiyUr, the Chola  capital and the country dependent thereon must have begun far  north of this region - somewhere about ToNDi in the Ramnad district  now."

S. Krishnaswami Aiyangar in 1920s has written that uragapura's  identification with Madurai is correct. He further  hints that uragapura-hAlAsya name was first attested in the  Periplus, even prior to Kalidasa! Is there a discussion on Argaru in Lionel Casson, The Periplus Maris Erythraei, 1989,  Princeton or uragapura in Ptolemy, The Geography, Dover?

Sincerely,

V. Iyer

Subject: Re: uraga and AlavAy

From: Sudalaimuthu Palaniappan

Date: Fri, 16 Apr 1999 21:42:44 EDT

Rabe wrote :

"This may very well be a correct inference, but it is at odds with the views of E. Hultzsch [_Gadval Plates of Vikramaditya, c. A.D. 674_, EI X (1909-10): 102], who cites Venkayya's equation of Kalidasa's Uragapura with Uraiyur, an ancient capital of the Cholas near Tiruchi and his own preference for matching it with the coastal Buddhist enclave, Nagapattanam [i.e., Ptolmey's Nikama]. In other words, I think it's an unwarranted stretch to say that because Kalidas identifies his Uraga with the Pandyas that he must necessarily have had Madurai in mind. Perhaps his knowledge of Southern geography wasn't so precise after all!"

What is needed is not the precise location of the capital of the Pandyas, but rather knowledge of Pandyan traditions. For this, there is ample evidence that Kalidasa was intimately familiar with the traditions regarding the Pandyas. At least in this he seems to have been better informed than the modern scholar Venkayya. G. S. Ghurye, in his book, "Indian  acculturation" says that in Raghuvamsa, Kalidasa says the following:

1. Agastya was the officiating priest for a Pandya king

2. The Pandya king was so powerful that Ravana thought it prudent to effect a peace-treaty with him.

3. Pandya kings wore a special necklace.


Item 1 is mentioned in the Sanskrit portion of the vELvikkuTi copper plates of 770 AD.

Item 2 is mentioned in the Sanskrit portion of the taLavAypuram copper plates of 908 AD.

Item 3 is mentioned in cilappatikAram, not later than 5th century AD, and later copper plates.

Consider the tradition of Ravana's peace treaty with the Pandyas. Not many Tamil scholars would know that story. It is first attested in Tamilnadu in the copper plates cited above. When Kalidasa was aware of that story, and when Madurai was known to Megasthenes and Kautalya, I do not think it is reasonable to doubt that Kalidasa knew Madurai was the capital of the Pandyas. (On the other hand, Venkayya's identification of Pandyan capital with uRaiyUr is like identification of Palani in Tamilnadu with Pilani in north India based on superficial similarity.)


"Precluding the identification with Madurai is this passage from the cited plates: _This VikramAditya....having entered the Cholika province was encamped in Uragapura which is situated on the southern bank of the Kaveri..._ [ibid., p. 105, ll. 22, 23]"


This uragapura has been discussed by T. N. Subrahmanyan in the Proceedings of the Seventh All India Oriental Conference and identified as Tirunageswaram/pAmpUr east of Kumbakonam. (See Thirty Pallava Copper Plates, 1966, p.44). If anything, it only shows that this identification of uragapura with uRaiyUr is wrong too.


Regards
S. Palaniappan

Date: Mon, 19 Apr 1999 04:36:42 PDT


These pioneering epigraphist took at face value, as do I, the Gadval plates assertion that in c. 674 A.D. the Chalukya king Vikramaditya I first sacked Kancipuram and then continued southwards as far as Uragapura on the Kaveri. It seems perfectly reasonable, moreover to equate THAT Uragapura with the one Kalidas mentioned a couple centuries earlier, [but as a city of Pandyas]. The only uncertainty or difference of opinon between them was as to which place along the Kaveri had that name in the 7th century, if not earlier. Two alternatives they came up with were Uraiyur, i.e, the environs of Tiruchi, or Nagapattinam, on the coast.

So, to my esteemed contemporaries, who share an interest in these matters, I have expressed doubts that Kalidas was referring to Madurai when he wrote of Uraga of the Pandyas. Perhaps, when he wrote Pandya mandalam extended northwards to include portions of the Kavari delta.

So I retract my comment that he was less than well informed about the Tamil place names of his day. But it is unwarranted, I believe, to ascribe a snake-related name to Madurai on the basis of the Kalidas reference, which is what I took Palanaiappan to be doing last month.


Likewise, if Kalidas is the first to report that: 

"2. The Pandya king was so powerful that Ravana thought it prudent to effect a peace-treaty with him."

then I take it as more likely that the author of the Sanskrit portion of the taLavAypuram copper plates [>908 AD.] knew Kalidasa's reference, than the alternative, espoused by Palaniappan that Kalidasa was familar with an allegedly earlier local tradition among the Pandyas. The assertion strikes me more as a poetic conceit than a local sthala-puranic tradition.

And as far as special jewels are concerned, just about every dynasty of ancient India had them in abundance: special jewels, drums, crowns, icons, you name it... I don't see the Raghuvamsa reference as indicating any special knowledge of Pandya specific palladiums.


PraNAms,
Michael Rabe

SAIC/SXU/Chicago

Subject:Re: uraga and AlavAy
From:Venkatraman Iyer 

Reply-To Indology 

Date:Tue, 20 Apr 1999 06:14:19 PDT

>the Gadval plates assertion that in c. 674 A.D. the Chalukya king Vikramaditya I first sacked Kancipuram and then continued southwards as far as Uragapura on the Kaveri. It seems perfectly reasonable, moreover to equate THAT Uragapura with the one Kalidas mentioned a couple centuries earlier, [but as a city of Pandyas].


Kalidasa does not mention Uraga is on the Kaveri river.

THE uragapura is on the Kaveri, acc. to Gadval plates.

The Gadval plates' uragapura could be Nagapattanam, Nagesvaram (T. N. Subrahmanian), or TiruppAmburam (Tevaram).

I think the Kalidasa's uraga and Chalukya reference to uraga are two different places.


>And as far as special jewels are concerned, just about every dynasty of ancient India had them in abundance: special jewels, drums, crowns, icons, you name it... I don't see the Raghuvamsa reference as indicating any special knowledge of Pandya specific palladiums.


However:
The Pandyas wore a special necklace from Indra. This is told in CilappatikAram (7.29.1-2, 5th century) and Rajendra Chola 's prasasti/meykkIrtti (11th century) - the tamil portion of Chola royal announcement tells us that the Chola King took away the necklace of Indra from the Pandyas. 

If Kalidasa is talking of the special necklaces of Pandyas, it is something special.

Yours,
V. Iyer
