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1.BuddhistsintheNorthαndNon-BuddhistsintheSouth

ThedensityofsitesofBuddhistsanctuariesintheareaaroundthecapitalof

thekingdomofKapi 釘， orinthenorthernpartofKapi 釘， isconsistentwiththe

distributionofthesitesgivenbyXuanzang. AccordingtoXuanzang'sbiography

editedbyHuili 慧立and Xuancong 彦保， theShaluojia 沙落迦monastery builtin

honouroftheKashgarianhostageisatthenorthernfootofahillaboutthreeor
fourChinesemilestotheeastofthecapitalofthekingdomofKapisl. Onthetop
ofthehilltothenorthofthismonasteryarecaveswherethehostagepracticed

samalhi ,andabouttwoorthreeChinesemilestothewestofthecaves ,thereisan
Avalokitesvaraimageonthehighmountain. Furthernorthwardonthetopofthe

GreatSnowMountains(大雪山)， abouttwohundredChinesemilestothe

northwestoftheroyalcity , thereisalakeofthenagaking , bywhichstandsa

*Thispaperpresentsaninterpretationofhistoryofsixth-eighthcenturyKapisland
KabulwiththeaidoftheevidencemainlyfromChineseliterarysourcesandpartly
fromarchaeologicalmaterials. Severalarticlesrelevanttothisobjectarebrought
togetherinordertomakemystandpointclearer. Kuwayama1975,1991band1998
reappearinamoreorlessrevisedformasthefirst, secondandfourthchapters
respectively.
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stupacontainingthebone-fleshsarfrasoftheTathagata. Tothenorthwestofthe
royalcityisalargeriver ,whichmayreasonablybeidentifiedwiththePanjshir
RiveraftertheconfluencewiththeriversGh6rbandandSalang. Onthesouthern
bankarethreeBuddhistmonasteries:twobuiltbythepreviouskingandtheother
byhisqueen. TothesouthwestofthecapitalisMountFilsara(象堅山)， onthe
greatsolidrockofthesummitofwhichisastupacalledFilsara. Tothenorthof
thestupaisalsoasangharama. ThenXuanzangsaysthataboutthirtyChinese
milestothesoutheastofthecapitalistheRahulasangharamaandastupawitha
heightofaboutahundredChinesefeet.
SuchadistributionofBuddhistmonumentsintheearlyseventhcentury
correspondswelltothedensityofBuddhistruinsandstrayfindsinthevicinityof
thethirdandlastoccupationofBegramsite ,suchasShotorak ,Qol-iNader ,Top
Darah , KhamZargar ,Jabalas-Saraj ,andPaitava(Fig.1). Infact ,noBuddhist
sanctuaryismentionedbyXuanzangtothesouthofthecapitalexcepttheRahula
sangharamaisolatedfromthenortherngroup. Suchisolationalsocorresponds
welltoastillstandingstupacalledBorj-eKafirthatistheoneandonlysitewhich
stillexistsinthesouthfarawayfromBegram.
IncontrasttothisdistributionofBuddhistmonumentsinnorthernKapi 釘， as
foundbothinXuanzang'sdescriptionandinarchaeologicalreality ,aretwoclearly
BrahmanicalmonumentsreferredtobyXuanzanginsouthernKapiS!:oneata
towncalledXibiduofaluoci 書蔽多伐刺桐，aboutfortyChinesemilestothesouthof
theroyalcapital ,andtheotheratAlunuoshan 阿路猿山，aboutthirtyChinesemiles
tothesouthofXibiduofaluoci. Inthiscontextspecialmentionshouldbemadeof
thetwonon-BuddhistmonumentsTapaSkandarandKhairKhana. AtTapa
SkandartheKyotoUniversityArchaeologicalMissionunearthedinthecenterof
thesitein1970themarbleUma-MahesvarastatueseatedonthebullNandin
togetherwithSkanda , thepedestalofwhichcontainsaninscribedhymnin
Acute-AngledBrahmfdedicatedtoMahesvara(Kuwayama1972). Ontheother
hand ,thediscoveriesofthemarbleSiiryaimages ,onebyHackinin1936andthe
otherbysoldiersin1980(BernardandGrenet1981), havebeenwellknownat
KhairKhana. InmorerecenttimesnotafewmarbleBrahmanicalimageshave
beendiscoveredespeciallyintheareatothesouthofMirBachKot , orthe
southernpartofancien
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populacedidnotliveinthesamearea ,butBuddhistsweremainlyinthenorthand
thenon-Buddhistsinthesouth. Inaddition ,suchacoincidenceofdistributions
knownfrombothXuanzang'sdescriptionandmodernarchaeologicalsurveysmay

revealthatthedatesofmostoftheremainsintheancientKapislareacould

convergewithinalimitedtimespanwhichincludesthetimeofXuanzang'svisitto

Kapi 釘，629.

2.Arun α αndZhun α

OnXuanzang'sroutefromChangantoNalanda , Kapi釘is thelastcountry
beforeenteringIndia ,therecordofwhichisplacedattheendofthefirstvolume
oftheDaTangX似ji. InKapiSiXuanzangfirstmentionsnon-Buddhistdeities ,
theshrinesandsupportersbeingrepresentedbythe‘deva ' shrines(天桐) and
heretics(異道) thatincludeasceticssuchasthePasupataswithnakedbodies

smearedwithashes ,theKapalikas ,andtheDigambaras. ThusBrahmanismhad
expandedto Kapisl , eastAfghanistanintheearlyseventhcentury. The
PasupatasandthesupportersofthisSivaitesectmostprobablybasedthemselves

inthetownXuanzangcallsXibiduofaluoci , whichshouldbeinterpretedasthe
townwithashrinededicatedto Svetavara , probablyacorruptformof
Svetasvatara ,andidentifiablewithanactualsite ,TapaSkandarorBalaHisarnear
SaraiKhwaja ,MirBachaKot ,aboutthirtykilometerstothenorthofKabuland
somefiftykilometerssouthofBegram. ThemarbleUma-Mahesvarastatue

foundinashrineofthissitehascorrectlybeenassociatedwiththeseventh-eighth

centuryBrahmanicalstatuesdiscoveredatothersitesintheKabulValleyandits

vicinity(Kuwayama1976).

Anothersiteofnon-BuddhistcharacterreferredtobyXuanzangisAlunuo ・

shan , whichcanbetakenasMountArut:la. Xuanzanglocatesitaboutthirty
ChinesemilestothesouthofXibiduofaluoci.Aboutthismountaintherewastold

alegendwhichsuggeststheconflictbetweentwohereticsects. Thefollowingis

atranslationbasedonBeal'sandmodifiedbythepresentauthor:

ThirtyChinesemilesorsotothesouthofthetownwithaSveta[s]va[ta]rashrine
insideisamountaincalledAlunuo(Arut;la). Theridgesofthismountainare
precipitous,itsrockyvalleysaredarkanddeep.Eachyearthepeakincreasesin
heightseveralhundredChinesefeet.AssoonasitdimlyfacesMountZhunahira
(く *dz ' iu[siu]nahil a)inthekingdomof*dzaukiuta(>dzaul[i]/dzauV=Zabulinthe
Islamicgeographicsources),itfallsdown.Accordingtolocaltradition,thedeity
Zhunafirstcamefromfartothismountaindesiringtodwellonit,buttheoriginal
deityofthemountaintrembledwithangerandshookthevalleys.Zhunasaid, ‘As
havingnowishtolivetogether ,youarethustrembling. Ifyouonlyentertained
measaguest , Iwouldconferonyougreatrichesandtreasure. NowIgoto
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Fig.1.BuddhistandBrahmanicalsitesintheKapiSi-Kabulregion. Blackdotsindicate
theBuddhistsites;starsBrahmanica1.
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MountZhunahirainZabul. Wheneverthekingandhisministersmayofferme
theiryearlytributes ,thenyoushallstandfacetofacewithme.'ThereforeMount
AruIjaincreasesitsheight ,andassoonasitstopsdoingso,itcrumblesdownatthe
top.

ZhunathuscouldnotstayonthemountaininKapislandwenttothekingdom

ofZabul. ThiscountryrecordedbyXuanzanginthetwelfthvolumeoftheDa

TangX2仰が is oneoftheI紅gest countriestothesouthofofKapisl. Accordingto

hisaccount ,althoughthepeopleinthiscountryworshipvariousgods ,Buddhism
isthemosthonoured. Amongthehereticsthemostpowerfularethose

worshippingZhuna. Xuanzangsaysasfollows:

Thereareseveraldozen ‘deva' temples , andthesectariansofvarious
denominationsdwelltogether. Amongthosecounted ,theTirthakasaremanyin
numberandveη Tpowerful. TheyfollowZhunaｫ*siuna).Inthepastthisdeva
camefromMountAruIjaofKapisitoliveonMountZhunahiraonthesouthern
borderofthiscountry. Heshoweddignityandgavethepeoplehappiness , or
perpetratedviolenceandevil. Thosewhobelievedinthisdeityattainedtheir
wishes ,whereasthosewholookeddownonhimreceivedmisfortune.Therefore
allpeople ,bothfromfarandnear ,worshippedhim;andallpeople,bothfromthe
upperandlowerclasses , heldhiminreverence. Peoplefromneighbouring
countriesandofdifferentmannersandcustoms , kingsandcourtiersassemble
togethereveη T yearonanauspiciousdayofthatyear, andsincerelydevote
themselvesbypresentinggoldandsilveraswellasrare treasures , orby
competitivelydedicatingcattleandhorsesaswellasdomesticanimals.
Accordingly, the 宜oors werefullofgoldandsilver,whilethevalleyswerefullof
sheepandhorses.Nobodyhasanyintentiontostealthem ,butsolelytriestooffer
suchobjects. Thehereticswhointentlyservethedevapracticeasceticism ,and
thenthedevagivesthemmagicalpowerinreturn. Thehereticseffectively
performmagictotreatillness,bywhichmanyrecovercompletely.

3.0α 0， i.e. ,Kapisi
ItisnothardtotakewhatwasenshrinedonMountAruIJ.aastheimageof

Surya ,adeityhavingacloseconnectionwithAru 早a ， thepersonificationofdawn

intheformofadriverofthechariotofthesun ,althoughZhunaisofanuncertain
character(Simms-Williams1997:17-19). Xuanzang'sstoryis simple , but
suggestsahistoricalbackground:therehappenedaconflictbetweenthetwo

religiousgroups ,theSuryagroupandtheZhunagroup. Thewholestory ,witha
specialstressontherelationshipbetweenadeityofMountAruIJ.ainKapisland

ZhunainZabul ,allowsfortwointerpretations.
ThefirstisthatwhatXuanzangsaysmaybeacceptedashistoricalfact:when

theZhunagroupcametoKapislthemountainhadalreadybeenoccupiedbythe

groupoftheSuryafollowers. MountAruIJ.ahadbeenacenterofthesectwho

29



S.KUWAYAMA

honoredsuchagod , whentheothergroupworshippingZhunacamethereto
enshrinetheirowngod. Buttheformergroupdidnotacceptthenewone.
Followingaconflictbetweenthem ,thelatterhadtoshiftitsbasetoZabulistan.
Theotherinterpretationisbasedonaviewthatthereverseisthecase. The
incidentwhichthestorytalksabouthappenedbeforeXuanzang'svisit. Whenhe
firstreachedKapisl ,ZhunahadalreadygonetoresideinZabulandMountAm 明
wasoccupiedbytheopposinggroup. HardlybelievableisthattheSl1rya
followersopposingthemselvestotheZhunasupporterstoldXuanzangastory
sympathetictotheother. So,theSl1ryagrouptoldXuanzangthatithadlong
residedonMountAruI).ainsistingonitspriorityofoccupyingthatmountain
contrarytothetruththattheZhunagrouphadactuallydwelledtherebeforethe
Sl1ryagroupcame. Accordingtothissecondinterpretation ,theearlieroccupant
ofMountAruI).awastheZhunagroup ,andlatertheSl1ryagrouparrivedthereand
dispelledZhunatoZabulistan.
Infact ,wehavegooddocumentationfortakingthesecondinterpretationas
moreprobable. AparagraphfromthekingdomofCaointheWesternRegion
chapteroftheSuishusaysasfollows:

Asacustomofthiscountry,peopleworshipadeityofdubiouscharacter. On
MountCongling 葱嶺is itsstatuecalledZhun(順). Theceremonialinstitutionis
extremelygorgeous. Theshrineisroofedwithbothgoldandsilverplatesand
pavedwithsilveronthefloor. Morethanonethousandpeoplevisitthisshrine
eve 巧Tday.Infrontoftheshrineisabackboneofafish.Atthecenterisahole
throughwhichamountedhorsemancanpassfreely.

ThereisnoroomtodoubtZhunasidenticaltoZhunaintheDaTangXiyuji.
However ,whichZhundoestheSuishureferto ,theoneinKapi 釘or inZabulistan?
Levi(1895:374-375)solvedthelocationofbothJibinandCaowiththeconclusion
thatCaooftheSuishuisidenticaltoeitherCaojuzha 漕矩叱or Caoli 漕利in theDa
TangXiyuji. ThisinterpretationwaslatersupplementedbyMarquart(1901:285;
1915:249)andShiratori(1917:33-102)andfollowedbyFujita(1931:49a)and
Uchida(1972:69). UsingsuchatraditionalsolutionofCao,wehavetotakethe
aboveparagraphasexplainingwhatwasgoingoninZabul. However , the
discussionwhichfollowsfavorstheidentificationofCaowithKapisL
UntenableisthehypothesisthatCaoisanabridgedformofCaojuzha.
Xuanzangannota

30
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representsCaojuzha. TheaccountofZabulistanintheTangshusaysthat
EmpressWu(herreign:690-705)0伍ci all yused*Ziajiwatinplaceof*Dzclukfuta

or*Dzclukfuwhichhadbeenusedpriortoher. Thischronologically:fitswellwith
whatXuanzangandDaoxuanused. InearlyTangbeforeA.D.690 , therefore ,
CaojuzhawascalledCaojuandCaoliaswellasZaoli.IfCaointheSuiperiodhad
beenthesameasCaojuzha ,whywasCaojuzhanotcalledornotabridgedasCao?
CaoisdifferentfromCaojuzha.

ThekingdomofCaoagainappearsinanotherSuisourcewhichindicatesthat

itislocatedatthesouthernfootoftheHindukushonalongdistancetraderoute

connectingCentralAsiawiththeNorthwest. TheXiyuTuji 西域園記 ， the

IllustratedAccountsoftheWesternRegion , isabookofinformationaboutthe
WesternRegionbearingthesamecharacterastheWesternRegionchapterofany

officialdynastichistory ,suchastheSuishu. Thebookwaspersonallycompiled
byPeiJu 表矩(557-627) ， aSui0血ci al oflowrankinchargeofrelationswiththe

longdistancewesterntradersatZhangye 張披He succeededinediting

informationaboutvariouswesterncountrieshegotfromsuchtradersand

dedicatedittoEmperorYangdi 場帝， knowingwellhisinterestinsuchcuriosities.

ThisbookitselfisnowlostexceptforPeiJu'sprefacewhichisfoundinhis
biographyinChapter67oftheSuishu. Theprefaceincludesanimportant
referencetothreemainroutes ,theNorthern ,MiddleandtheSouthern ,whichlead
fromChina ,oractuallyfromDunhuang ,totheWesternSea(Xihai 西海) . While

Chinaislocatedintheextreme east , Xihaimeansthewesternendwhich
representsthethreemajorcivilizationsatthattime , i.e. ,theByzantineEmpire ,
SassanianPersiaandIndia. OntheSouthernRouteistheCaokingdomwhichis
thelastcountryofCentralAsialocatedjustbeforeenteringtheBeiBoluomenguo

北婆羅門園 which literallymeanstheNorthBrahmancountries. EvidentlyBei
BoluomenguoisidenticaltoBeiYinduguo 北印度園which appearsintheDa

TangXiyujiasindicatingoneofthe:fiveIndiandistricts ,orthenorthwesternpart
oftheSubcontinent ,whichextendsfromLaghmanandNagaraharainthewestto
thePunjabintheeast.TheSouthernRouterunsfromDunhuangwestwardtothe
WesternSeathroughthecountrieslistedinthefollowingorder:theCharkhlikｭ

Miranarea , Khotan , Kaghaliq , Tashkurghan ,thePamirs , Wa ‘khan , Tokharistan ,
thelandoftheHephth
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Xuanzang'sitineraryfromTokharistantotheNorthwestwiththerouterecorded
byPeiJuonecanbeledtoanunderstandingthatCaointhetimeofPeiJu(inor
before606)isidenticaltoKapisiinthetimeofXuanzang(629). ReallytheJibin
sectionoftheTongdian(Vol.192)saysthatinthereignsoftheSuiEmperorsJibin
wascalledCaowhichwaslocatedsouthwestofthePamirs. TheT.αngshu also
statesthatthecountrycalledJibinintheTangperiodisthesameasthatcalled
CaointheSuiperiod. JibininthiscontextisequaltoXuanzang'sKapi 釘， as
rightlypredicatedbySylvainLeviinthearticlecitedearlier. Xuanzangindicates
thatbetweenKapisiandCaojuzhaisFulishisatangna 弗栗侍薩償那. Kapisiis
differentfromCaojuzha. Cao, therefore , isKapi 釘， notanabridgedformof
Caojuzha. AlthoughCaojuzhaisnotfoundinanysourceinandbeforetheSui ,
CaoundoubtedlydiffersfromCaojuzhawhichisZabulistan.
TheaboveidentificationofCaowithKapisienablesustothinkthatKapisiwas
calledCaobytheChinesecourtabouttenyearsbeforeXuanzang'svisitandthat
CaokingdomintheSuishuthereforeshouldbereadasKapisi. Ifso ,thesecond
interpretationratherhitsthemark:ZhunintheSuishumustreflectaprevious
situationonMountAru I).a ,astheplacewascalledonXuanzang'svisit ,andthis
mountainmusthaveoriginallybeencalledCongling(MountPamirs)intheSui
Period.

4.D αtiny theAppe αrαnee oftheBury αGroup

ThenextquestioniswhenthecultofZhuninKapi 釘was knowntoChina.
TheCaoenvoyarrivedinthecapitalcityduringtheDaye 大業era (605-617) ,
accordingtotheSuishu. Theexactyearisnotknown. Onlyafterhisdedication
oftheX:かu TujididPeiJugivetheemperoradvicetoinvitewesterncountriesto
hiscourtinordertofulfiltheemperor'swishtogetcuriousobjectsfromthe
westernworld. So, anyinformationaboutCaothatPeiJugotinZhangyeis
presumablytheearliestavailableintheDayeera.
Ifso ,thedateoftheeditionoftheXiyuTujimaysolvetheproblem ,yetno
directevidenceforitisanywhererecorded.Inaddition ,itdi 長rs amongdifferent
sources. IntheZizhiTongjian 資治通鑑， thewholerecordabouttheeditorial
workisplacedintheveryendofVol.180, i.e. ,afteraseriesofeventsinthetenth
monthof607, butdoesnotintrudeintothenewvolumewhichbeginswiththe
recordsconcerningthefirstmonthof608(ZizhiTongjian:Vol.180). Theauthor
oftheZizhiTo ηgjian thereforeseemstohaveregardedtheeditionascompleted
before608,possiblyin607. Ontheotherhand ,inthe]iuTangshu(Vol.63)we
findPeiJu'sworkinbetween605and607. Uchida(1973:115-128)has
convincinglysucceededindatingtheeditiontosometimebetweenthemiddleof
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605andthemiddleof606. IncomparisonwithPei]u'scareerinthecourt ,the
earlierhalfof606:fitswellwithaperiodwhenhecouldhavecompiledit. The
ZhunhadbelievablyleftMountConglinsometimeinbetween606and629
(Xuanzang'svisittoKapisi)foramountainonthesouthernborderofZabulistan
whichtheyweretonameMountZhunahira , whilethenewSl1ryaoccupantsof
MountConglinchangedthenametoMountAruQa.

5.DissimilarityoftheTwoSuperimposedSα nctuα ries

TheexcavationbyHackinrevealedtwosuperimposedshrines , earlierand
later ,ofdifferentstylesonahillofKhairKhana(Figs.2and3). Thelatershrine
complexconsistsofseveralbuildingsextendingonaridgegoingdownwardtothe
eastandendingwithaflatsquareterracesupportedbystoneworkatalowerlevel.
Theholyprecinctconsistsofthreeindependent ,rathersmallcellsforimages ,of
similarplanandsize ,facingeastandplacedonthesamenorth-to-southlinewithin
aspaceenclosedbywallsonthreesides. Thisiscalled‘TroisSanctuaires'inthe
reportoftheexcavations.Accesstothesanctuaryisonlygivenbytinydoorways
onbothnorthandsouthwalls ,whiletheeastsideofthesanctuaryisopentothe
airandsupportedbyahighretainingwallbasedonthefloorofthealready
mentionedterracebuiltbelowonthelimestonebedrockofthehill. Theretaining
wallactuallyisthefrontwalloftheearliershrineabandonedandsystematically
:filledwithmudbricksandrubbleuptotherooflevel ,onwhichanewfloorwas
builtforthe'TroisSanctuaires.' Thelatershrineswerebuiltontopofthe
previous‘Ancien Sanctuaire ,'butsetbacktothewestwithaspaceontheeast ,or
infrontofthem. Theearlier ‘Ancien Sanctuaire'consistsofthreeroomsunder
oneandthesameflatroof. Thelargeandsquarecentralroomisopentotheeast
throughanarrowdoorway ,andconnectedtoaroomoneachsidebybarrel-vaulted
passages. Thewallsmeasureabout4metershighwithabreadthofabout2.4
meters.
Themethodofconstruction ,andnotonlytheplan ,ofthetwosuperimposed
sanctuariesquitediffers. Theretainingwallsoftheterraceinthewesternhalfof
whichtheearliershrineisbuiltisofcoarsestoneworkrecallingthediaper
masonryinTaxila , whilethewallsoftheearlierbuildingaremadeofpakhsa
layersthrownonafoundationof:finelypackedslabmasonry. Thecoreofthe
wallsseemstohavebeen:filledwithmudandtinychippedstones.Thefaceofthe
wallsisverythicklycoatedwithfour-cm-thickwhiteplaster(chunah) , which
remainedstillintactatthetimeofmyobservationsin1964and1974. Eachlater
shrinehasalowfoundationworkedwithlargedressedlimestone ,theinterstices
being:filledwithsmallslabs. Onthethreesidesofthesesquarefoundationsare
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Fig.2.KhairKhana. Planandsection. AfterHackinandCarl1936.
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theenclosurewallsbuiltwithsquaremudbricks ,thesizeofwhichmeasures38
em.x38em.x9em.
Abuildingofthelaterperiod ,calledHbyHackin ,locatedatthetopmostpart
ofthecomplexisstrengthenedwithacirculartowerateachangle.Nothingisleft
ofthearchitectureofthisfortress-likebuildingexceptforthefoundationof
coarse ,stonework , theheightofwhichisaboutonemeterabovetheground.
Sincethedirectiondiffersfromthatofthemainbuildings , Hackintakesthe
bastionedbuildingasmuchlaterthanthemaingroupofthreeshrines(Hackinet
Carl1936:5). Itismostunlikelythatthebastionedbuildingwasbuiltafterthem.
BuildingHislocatedonthehighestpartoftheKhairKhanacomplexinorderto
lookoverthewholearea ,eventotheextensiveeasternplain. Comparableinplan
andfunctionwiththisarethetwofortressesatBegram ,onelocatedinsidethecity
wallsandtheotheratthesouthernborderofthedwellingareawhichhadcome
intoexistenceasaresultofexpansionbeyondthethenuselesscitywalls.
Therefore , suchfortressesareevidentlyofthelaststagesofthetown(Hackin ,
Carl&Meunie1959:104and106). Theyappearedinaperiodwhenpeople
neededsomethingtodefendthehabitationareainplaceofthecitywalls. The
existenceoftheoneinsidethecityfurthersuggeststhattheroleofcitywallshad
indeedcometoastandstill. ThelatersanctuaryofKhairKhanastrengthenedby
suchafortressmusthavestillbeeninuseduringthelateststagesofKapi 釘

Begraminthelaterhalfoftheseventhcentury(seealsoChapterII).
ThelatershrinescontainedatleastthethreemarbleSllryastatues. The
SllryastatueseatedonachariotwiththedriverAruIJ.ainfrontwasfromthedebris
inbetweentwooftheshrines. Abasewithastandingwarriorandwithoutany
maindeitywasfoundinsituontheplinthsetupagainstthebackwallofoneofthe
shrines. Thethirdstatue ,astandingSllryaofmostelaborateworkmanship ,was
foundbychancein1980atthefootoftheKhairKhanahillandpromptlyreported
byPaulBernardandFranzGrenet(1981:127-146).
TheseatedSllryaiswornoutonthesurface ,whereasthestandingsungod
appearsasifithasjustbeenfinished. Inadditiontothethreemainsculptures
unearthedsofar ,socketswerefoundontheplinths ,actuallythreeineachshrine.
UndoubtedlytheyoriginallyreceivednineBrahmanicalimages. Theshrinesare
similarinsizetoeachotheran
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Fig.3.KhairKhana.Aviewfromtheeastin1974ofthreeweatheredcellsandtheearlier
massiveshrinebelowthem.(Photo:Neg.No.Ca258-34)

religiousarchitecturesatKhairKhanaleadustothefollowingidentification:the
‘Ancien Sanctuaire'wasdedicatedtothedeityZhunonMountConglin ,asthe
Suishudescribes , andthe‘Trois Sanctuaires'weretheSuryatempleonMount
Aru jJa ,asXuanzangrecords. SuchachangeatKhairKhanaisdatabletosome
timeinbetween606and629. ThelatershrinesatKhairKhanawhichcontained
atleastthreemarbleSuryaimageswereinstalledsometimebetweenthesedates.
Therefore ,themarbleSuryastatues ,seatedorstanding ,oncedisplayedtogether
withotherpiecesofBrahmanicalsculptureonthesecondleveloftheKabul
Museumbutsince1992unfortunatelymissing ,areroughlydatabletotheseventh
centuη T .

II.TheNapkiCoinsandtheKhingalDynastyinKapisi

1.Cogniz αnee oftheBull-he αded Crown

HistorianshaveoverlookedtheexistenceofalocalkingcalledKhingalin
KapiSfdespitethepenetratingattentionpaidtoitbyPetech(1988:187-194). In
realityAkingdominauguratedbyKhingalexistedintheKabulValleyswith
capitalsatBegraminthesummerandHundinthewinter.Itcameintoexistence
inparallelwiththepoliticalweakeningoftheHephthalitestowardthemiddleof
thesixthcenturyandlasteduntiltheriseoftheTurksinKabulinthemiddleof
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theseventhcentury. OneoftheearliestmentionsofthatdynastyistheCao 漕

kingdomintheSuishu 惰書 whichisidentifiedwithKapislinthetimeoftheSui ,
asdiscussedinthepreviouschapter.
TheexistingSuishusaysinthesectionoftheCaokingdomthatthekingwears
thegoldencrowndecoratedwithafishhead. Thesamecrownisalsomentioned
intheCefuYt 仰zgui 珊府元亀 (Vol. 960),sincetheauthorsofthisbookperhaps
quoteditsdescriptionfromthesameSuishuastheexistingone. Mentionofthe
CaokingdomisalsomadeintheBeishi北史 (V01.97)andtheTo η:gdian 通典 (Vol.

192). TheBeishiwaseditedbyLiYanshou 李延書in 659quotingthethen
existingWeish 仏Zhoushu 周書 (History oftheZhouDynasty)andSuishu 惰書

(HistoryoftheSuiDynasty) ,whiletheTongdianwaseditedbyDuYoubetween
766and768.
ThedescriptionsoftheCaokingdomintheBeishi北史 and theTongdian

通典 are thesameasthatoftheexistingSuishuexceptforthecrownwhichis
describedasbull-headed , notfish-headed. TheeditorsoftheBeishiandthe
TongdianunquestionablyusedtheSuishuassourcematerialinordertocomplete
theCaokingdomsection. Ifso,theSuishutheyconsultedwasdi 宜erent fromthe
existingoneandmusthavereferredtoabull-headedcrownoftheCaoking.
Muchlaterin1319theparagraphintheTongdian 通典 was againcopiedinthe
WenxianTongkao 文献通考. Then ,fivehundredyearslater ,in1829,aselected
translationoftheaccountonCentralAsiankingdomsinthelastvolumesofthe
WenxianTongkaowastranslatedintoFrenchbyAlbertRemusat. Throughthis
Frenchtranslation(Remusat1829:211)Gδbl (1967:135)noticedthegoldencrown
withabullheadinrelationtoaseriesofcoinswithaking'sbustwearingacrown
decoratedwithbull-headandtothePehlevilegendNapki , Nspk , orNezakand
degenerateversionsthereof. Unfortunatelyhedidnotmakeuseofsuchan
importantChineseaccountforsettingupachronologicalsequenceofcoins. Itis
notimportantwhetherornotabuffaloispicturedoncoinsandabullisdescribed
inthehistoricalsources. Importantistheproblemthatscholarshavesince
MarquartbeenregardingtheCaokingdomasZabulistanintheIslamicsources
andZabulistanasacountryoftheHephthaliteswho ,asal-Khwarezmlsays ,were
remaininginKhalaj. DidtheHephthalitesreallyresideinZabulistanandKapisl?

2.TheAbsenceoftheHephth αlites

NowrittendocumentcontemporarywithorsoonaftertheHephthalites
supportstheextentionoftheirpowerbeyondthewesternHindukushtoKapiSi
andZabulistan. Infact ,sourcesmentioningtheriseandfalloftheHephthalites
arescarceandfragmentary ,buttheHephthalitesectionintheWesternRegion
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chapterofthe Weishu 魂 書 (Vol. 6.2279)describesthattheysubjugated

Samarkand , Khotan , Kashgar ,Margiana(Anxi)andthirtyothersmallcountriesin
theWesternRegionandthattheycalledtheirstateabigcountry(大圏 Da Guo).

TheaccountofSongyun'straveltotheHephthalitesaseditedinVolume5ofthe

Luoya 昭Qielanji 洛陽伽藍記 (Record oftheBuddhistMonasteriesinLuoyang)

alsotellsthattheirpowerextendedtotheTurksinthenorth ,toKhotaninthe
east , toSassanianPersiainthewestandtothestillunidentifiedregionDieluo
牒羅 at thetimeofSongyun's0伍cial visittotheHephthalitekingathis

headquartersinTokharistanandtotheteginofGandharain520(Zhou1963:195,
197;Wang1984:225). Itfurthersaysthatsomefortycountriessenttheirenvoys
totheheadquarters. Thesamesourcealsoinformsusthattheycontrolledthe
importantplacestotheeastofthePamirs ,sayingthatTashkurganinthePamirs
andYarkandonthesouthwesternmarginoftheTaklamakanDesertwereunder

theirrule(WeishuVol.6.2279f.). ItisveryimportantthattheWeishuand
Songyun's account , whichareofgreatvalueassourcesofcontemporary
informationabouttheHephthalites , makenomentionofBamiyanandKapiSi
amongthevassalstatesoftheHephthalites.1

TheGreatYuezhi 大月 氏section oftheWeishu(Vol.6.2275)saysthatthe
kingoftheGreatYuezhicalled]iduoluo 寄多羅 ( > *kidara) , braveandfierce ,
eventuallysenthistroopssouthwardandinvadedtheBeiTianzhu 北天竺(the

NorthwestincludingpartsofthePunjab)crossingthegreatmountains(DaShan

大山) tosubjugatethefivekingdomslocatedtothenorthofGandhara.

Particularlyinvaluableisthestatementofsubjugatingthefivekingdomslocated

tothenorthofGandhara. TheKidaraKushansdidnotcomefromthewest ,but
fromthenorthtotheNorthwest. Theverysamenumberofkingdomsisrecorded

assubjugatedbytheHephthalitesintheWesternRegionchapterofthesame

1 ItisimportanttoappreciatethenatureofthecontentsoftheWesternRegionchapter
oftheexistingWeishuinordertouseitproperlyasauthenticinformationaboutthe
WesternRegionkingdomsinthetimeoftheNorthernWeiDynasty.Sinceithadlost
manyparagraphswhenthecompilersoftheBeishitriedtousetheWeishuasasource
fortheirownWesternRegionchapter,theyfilledthemupwithparagraphsextracted
fromtheZhoushuandtheSuishu. TheyeventuallyreplacedtheWesternRegion
chapteroftheoriginalWeishuwiththenewlycompiledchapteroftheBeishi. The
WesternRegionchapteroftheexistingWeishuisinfactanexactcopyofthatofthe
Beishi. ThatchapteroftheexistingWeishuthereforeconsistsofmixedinformation
derivedfromdifferentsourcesofdifferenttimes. Fortunately,accesstosomeofthe
originalparagraphsiseasilygivensincethosequotedfromtheZhoushuandtheSuishu
areeasilyrecognizable. InformationabouttheHephthalitesintheexistingWeishu
canthusbeusedasauthenticandcontemporaneouswiththem.
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sourcebook(WeishuVol.6.2279｣.):Yarkand (Zhuju 朱 倶 )， Tashkurghan
(Kepanduo 渇繋陀)， Wa ‘khan (Buhuo 鉢和) ， Chitral(Shemi 除蒲) andGandhara
(Ganduo 乾陀)， allofthembeinggovernedbytheHephthalitesintheirheydayin
thefirstthirtyyearsofthesixthcentury. Thecourseandmethodofnomadic
invasionintoIndiaisnotlikelytobemanifold ,andtheHephthalitesmayhavealso
followedtheirpredecessors. Theexistenceofthefivekingdomstothenorthof
GandharaandnomentionofBamiyan , Kapi釘， orZabulistanmayleadustothink
thattheHephthalitescametotheNorthwestthroughtheareabetweentheeastern
HindukushandthewesternKarakorumanddidnottouchtheareasfarthertothe
west.ThisiswhySongyun'snarrativeandtherelevantparagraphsintheWeishu
significantlykeepsilenceaboutallofthekingdomsinandsouthofthewestern
Hindukush.
UsefulforprovingtheabsenceoftheHephthalitesinKapislandZabulistanis
Songyun'sitinerarytowardtheresidenceoftheHephthalitetegininGandhara
fromtheirheadquartersinTokharistan.AstheLuoy ，αng Qielanjitells(Zhou1963:
192-209;Wang1984:224f よhe proceededfromTashkurghaninthePamirs
throughWa ‘khan totheHephthaliteheadquartersinBaghlan(Kuwayama1989:
120ff.)andleftthereforGandharathroughZebak(Bozhi 波知)，Chitral(Shemi)and
Swat(Wuzhang 烏場) . ThereisnomentionofcrossingtheHindukushtoKapis1.
ParticularlyonhiswaytotheGandharanteginfromTokharistan ,hemusthave
passedthroughHephthaliteterritory ,becauseSongyunwasnotasimplepilgrim
buttheheadofan0血cialNorthernWeimissiontotheHephthalites. Sothefive
kingdomstothenorthofGandharaandSongyun'sitinerarylendstrongsupportto
theviewthattheHephthalitesneveroccupiedtheareasofBamiyan , KapiSf,
LaghmanandNagarahara ,allsouthoftheHindukush ,nottospeakofcountries
furthertothesouthofKapi 釘， e.g. ,Zabulistan.
Tothecontrary , kingdomssuchasBamiyan , Kapisl , andZabulistanfirst
appearintheSuishu ,theXiyuTuji(IllustratedAccountoftheWesternRegions
editedinorbefore607)andthebiographiesof五naguptaandDharmaguptainthe
TangGaosengzhuan(TangBiographiesofEminentMonkseditedbyDaoxuanin
themiddleoftheseventhcentury) ,allposteriortothedocumentsconcerningthe
Hephthaliteactivities ,suchastheWeishuandtheLuoyangQielanji.
IntheearlierhalfofthesixthcenturytheHepht
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theRuiruichiefPoluomen 婆羅門and in523Poluomenhadtriedtofleetothe
HephthalitesinquestofprotectiononhisfailureinrebellionagainsttheChinese
governmentatDunhuang(WeishuVol.6.2302;ZhoushuVol.10.3262). The
decayoftheHephthalitesattheirmainheadquartersinTokharistanhadalready
begunwhentheTurkishchieftain , MuganKhaqan 木粁可汗 ， attackedthem
immediatelyafterdefeatingtheRuiruisinbetween552-555(TongdianVol.196;
BeishiVol.10.3287). AneyewitnessofthiseventisJinagupta ,aBuddhistmonk
ofGandharanorigin , wholefttherein554forChineseCentralAsiaviaKapi 釘，

BamiyanandTokharistan. HisbiographerDaoxuanmakesaspecialallusionin
theTangGaosengzhuan 唐高僧惇 (Vol. 2)tothe‘current politicalemergency'
whichJinaguptaoftensufferedfromonhisstayin555attheHephthalite
headquarterswherehesawthelandextensivebutbarrenwithoutproducing
anythingtoeatanddrink(TaishoShinshuDαizokyo 大正新修大蔵経 50 . 433c).
ThreeyearslaterSinzhibuKhaqan , anotherTurkishchieftain , attackedthe
HephthalitesfromthenorthinalliancewithKhusrowIwhohadreplacedthe
pro-HephthalitekingKawadIandhadclosetieswithSinzhibuashisson-in-law
(Marquart1901:64;Altheim1969:II ,260-261;Haussig1956:23). Thisattack
releasedtheTashkent , FerghanaandSamarkandregionsfromtheyokeofthe
Hephthalites ,andtheybecameunabletosendmissionstoChineseNorthernZhou
afterthatdate ,asrecordedintheHephthalitesectionsoftheZhoushu 周書 (Vol.

3.918). Inbetween562and568Ton-shadZijie 通設字詰eventually crossedthe
AmuDaryaundertheleadershipofSinzhibutoforciblyoccupythemostfavorable
landsforpasture(SuishuVol.6.1854).
AstheHephthalitesinTokharistanwereweakenedattheadventofthe

Turks , theirtieswiththeteginoftheGandharaHephthalitesnaturallywere
broken. IntothispoliticalvacuumalocalkingdomintheKabulValleyroseto
powercoveringallthevalleysextendingsome300kilometerseasttowest
betweentheirsummerheadquartersatBegramattheconfluenceoftheGhorband
andthePanjshirRiversandtheirwinterresidenceatU<;labhaI).<;lapura/Waihindon
therightbankoftheIndus. ThekingdomiscalledKapislbyXuanzangintheDa
TangX 似ji andJibinintheChinesehistoricalsourcesoftheTangDynasty. The
identificationofJibinwithKapisiwasrightlymadebyLevi(1895;1896).Therise
ofKapislwasnotadir
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economicwealththatenabledthelongsurvivaloflargenumbersofBuddhist
monksandmonasteries. TheTurkishattitudetoleaveGandharauntouched
causedthetraditionaltrunkroadrunningthroughtheeasternfringeofthe
Hindukushtobecomedeserted. EventuallyGandharaandenvironsinevitablyfell
intoeconomicdecline;hencethedesolateBuddhistcommunitiesaswitnessedby
XuanzanginJalalabad , Gandhara , Swat , Taxila , andotherminorstatesinthe
Punjab.AsshownbythefactrecordedinabiographyofXuanzang-theDαTang
DaCiensiSanzangfashizhuan 大唐大慈思寺三蔵法師停 (GreatTangBiographyof
theMasterofTripitakaintheGreatCienMonastery)-thattheTurkishchief ,
Tardu-shad ,inTokharistanofferedtoescorthimtoKapisl ,theTurkspolitically
hadgoodrelationswithcountriestothesouthoftheHindukush ,mostprobably
throughBamiyan. Thefirstappearanceoftheactualroutesconnecting
TokharistantoKapislthroughBamiyanoccursinthebiographyoftheBuddhist
monk五nagupta whowasattheHephthalitecourtinTokharistanin555, as
mentionedabove(TangGaosengzhuanVol.2;Chavannes1905:333f.;Kuwayama
1987:718f.). Basedonthisevidence , itispresumablycorrecttosaythat
GandharalostitseconomicsuperioritytoKapislsometimeinthemiddleofthe
sixthcentury.

3.TheKhingalDynαstyofKapisi
Insofarastheaccessiblewrittensourcesareconcerned ,thekingdomofKapisl
sentadozentributarymissionstotheTangcourtfrom619onward(Kuwayama
1991a:115,Table3). Speakingof658,thetimeofthefirst0血ci al settingupof
theXiuxianDuduFu 修鮮都督府(governor generalshipXiuxian)atJibin 粛賓

(KapisI),the]iuTangshu 奮唐書 (Vol. 16.5309),theTangshu 唐書 (Vol. 20.6241)
andtheTangHuiyao 唐曾要 (Vol. 99)describethatthe:firstkingofKapislwas
Xingnie 馨華-x[i]ang-ngar inMiddleChineserestorableto*henger>*khingal
(khingar}-andthatthekingshiphadbeeninheritedfromfathertosonforthe
twelvegenerationspriortothepresentkingcalledHejiezhi 局撤支-rarrartsie in
MiddleChineserestorableto 三hargharchi> *ghar-ilchi. TheCefuYuangui 加

府元亀 (Vol. 970)recordsthattheJibinmissioncametotheTangcourtinthe
eleventhmonthofthefourthyearoftheYonghui 永徽era (653)tellingthatthe
crownprincesucceededhisfatherinJibin. AccordinglyGhar-ilchimighthave
becomeakingofJibininoralittlebefore653.
Asnotedabove , thefirstmentionofKapislinanykindofsourcesisthe
biographyofJinagupta. Hestayedtherearound554onhiswaytoBamiyanand
theHephthaliteheadquartersinTokharistan. Theassociationofthiswiththe
aboveTangsourcessuggeststhatKhingalfoundedhisdynastyinthemiddleof
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thesixthcentury. Later ,in661,whenTangChinafirmlyestablisheditspolitical
presenceinCentralAsia ,thepositionoftheXiuxianggovernorgeneralofKapi 釘

wasreconfirmedatthecapitaltownwhichtheTanghistoricalsourcescallthecity
ofEhe 遁乾*rarrar. Thenameofthekingisnotshownherewith ,butthevery
silenceaboutitinthesourcesrathersuggeststhatGhar-ilchimusthavestillbeen
thekingevenin661.Inanycase ,weareallowedtoadmitthattherewasinKapi 釘

alineofkingswhichwasinauguratedwithKhingalinthemiddleofthesixth
centuryandcontinuedatleastuntil661.
TheGeographySectioninthe]iuTangshuandtheTangshusaysthatthestate
of]ibinpoliticallyconsistsofelevenprincipalities. Thisnumbermatcheswith
thatgivenbyXuanzangwhorecordsthatthekingofKapi 釘rules overmorethan
tenprincipalities.Thefactthatsuchprincipalitiescoveranextensiveareamainly
alongtheKabulRiverwithKapi 釘as king'ssummerresidenceandGandharaas
thewinteroneisalsoshownbyXuanzang:onthewaybackfromthedoabtoChina ,
hewaswarmlyreceivedbytheKapisfkingatUQabhaI).Qapuraonthenorthern
bankoftheSindhuortheIndus ,fromwherethekingaccompaniedXuanzangto
proceedtoKapisfthroughNagarahara , Laghman ,ParachimlrandGhazna. The
maintowncalledEheintheTangsourcesispossiblyidentifiablewithKapi 釘・

BegramofPeriodIII , which ,accordingtotheexcavationsbyGhirshman , came
intoexistenceafteralongvacuumfollowingPeriodIIofBegram , probably
contemporarywiththeKushanruleinIndia. Thislocalkingdomtothewestof
theIndusthatemergedwiththedeclineoftheHephthalitesappearsinChinese
sourcesaseither]ibinorKapisf,occupyingtheareawithmodernParawaninthe
westandYusufzaiintheeastandkeepinggoodrelationswiththenewborn
KarkotaDynastyofKashmfrintheregionstotheeastoftheIndus.

4.IdentityofKh ingαt

First , carefulattentionshouldbedrawntotheidentificationoftheKhingal
DynastywithadynastyoftheCaokingdomintheChinesesourcesoftheSui
period(581-618). Asdiscussedindetailinthepreviouschapter , Caoisnotan
abridgedformofeitherCao ・juzha orCao ・Ii ， whichareassignabletoZabulistan ,
butsynonymouswith Kapi 釘which theTangChinesecalled]ibin. The
identificationofCaointheSuitimewith]ibinintheTanghadalreadybeen
recognizedbyDuYou 杜佑. HereproducedallofthethenSuishu'srecordsonthe
Caokingdominthesectionon]ibinintheTongdianwhenheeditedthelatterin
766-768.
Xuanzangtellsthatonhisvisitin629toKapi 釘， thekingbelongedtoafamily
ofChali 利利 (Da TangXiかu ji , Vol.1), whichisaChinesesynonymforthe
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K号atriya. ThisclearlyshowsthattheKhingallineofkingsbelongstothe
k切triya . InthemanuscriptsoftheDaTangXiyuji ,databletotheTangperiod
andfoundinDunhuang ,andinotherspreservedinexistingBuddhistmonasteries
inJapan ,suchasChusonji 中尊寺and Ishiyamadera 石山寺， Chaliisreplacedby
Suli 卒利which usuallymeansSogdians. YettheexistenceofaSogdiankingof
Kapisldoesnotseemofanyhistoricalreality. Thiswordmightpresumablybe
derivedfromacopyist'smistake , atleastifonedoesnottakeseriouslythe
statementoftheSuishuthatthekingofCao(Kapisl)hadthefamilynameZhaowu
昭武. ThisnamewasusuallyheldbylocalSogdiandihqans. Thisstatementof
theSuishumayhavebeenconfusedwiththeaccountofaSogdiankingdomalso
calledCao 曹 . TheChinesecharacterappliedtotheSogdiankingdomonlylacks
thefirstthreestrokesofthecharacterforKapisianCaoandsharesthesame
phoneticalvalue. Thesecharactersthereforeareliabletobeconfused. Insofar
astheIndianterminologyisconcerned , theKhingalkingofKapi 釘was nota
descendantofthenomadicHephthalitesbutindigenous ,belongingtothewarrior
class. SincethekinginXuanzang'stimewasnotHephthalite , allkingsofthe
KhingalDynastyinKapislwerenotHephthalite ,succeedingtothethroneatleast
upto661fromKhingaltoGhar-ilchithroughakingmetbyXuanzang.
ThereisotherevidenceforseparatingKhingalfromtheHephthalites:
differentcoinage. IfthedynastyinauguratedbyKhingalwastrulylocaland
issuedcoins , theymusthavedifferedfromthelastseriesofHephthalitecoins
depictingthepeculiarbustsofHephthalitekings. Infactthereexistsan
enigmaticseriesofcoinsbearingontheobversethePehlevilegendNpkiMLK-a ,
NspkMLD-sh ,ordegenerateversionsthereofasreadbyGobI(1967:E.198-205 ,
217 , 221 , 222 , 262, 264-269and271). Thisspecificcoinagehasalwaysbeen
attributedtothelineofHephthalitekingsanddatedusingmanydifferentmethods
bydifferentscholars;e.g. , deMorgan(1923-1936) , Ghirshman(1948), GobI
(1967), and 乱1itchner (1975),whohaveallheldfasttoaninterpretationofhistory
thattheHephthalitesgovernedoverZabulistanandKapi 釘even aftertheTurkish
occupationofTokharistan. Wehavealreadyarguedagainstthisillusory
interpretation. Actuallyasubstantialdifferencebetweentheabove-noted
HephthalitecoinseriesandthatbearingtheNap
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theNapkicoinsalsoborrowsomeelementsfromSassaniancoins. Forthosewho
beginmintinganewseriesofcoins ,theuseofelementsoncoinsanteriortothem
maynotbeunusual.
InthehistoricalcontextoftheNorthwestandeasternAfghanistan , however ,
severalnamesofkingsquitesimilartothefounderoftheKapisfkingdom ,
Khingal , areknown:(1)DevaShahiKhiilgilaontheHephthalitecoins , (2)
KhiilkhilaintheRiijatara 宛g勿fand(3)Khinkhil(Khinjil?orKhinjal?),anArabic
transcribedformofKhiilgilaorKhiilgala ,inal-Ya'qubl'sTa'rikh(Houtsma1969:
479).WealsoaddtotheaboveanotherKhi 白gala inthetwolineinscriptionofthe
marbleGaI).esastatuefromGardez ,whoismentionedtobeSriShahi/Uc;lc;liyana
Shahi(seethelastchapterandKuwayama1991b).Petech(1988:187-194)thinks
thatKhingalisnotapersonalnamebutaneponymbasedonthenameofadynasty
whichpasseddownfromgenerationtogenerationineastAfghanistanandthe
Northwest. However , itdoesnotseemreasonabletoregardKhingalasan
eponymandtoattributethesenamestooneandthesameethnicline. Khinkhilor
KhinjilwasoneoftheKabulShahsofTurkishorigininthetimeofal-Mahdi
(775-785) ,asal-Y ぜqubf mentionsthatal-Mahdisenttokingsofvariouscountries
messengerswhoaskedfortheirsubmissionandthatmanyofthemdidsubmit
amongwhomweretheKabulShahcalledKhinkhilandothers. Khiilgalainthe
GaI).esainscriptionisalsooneoftheKabulShahs ,identifiablewithBofuzhunwho
ascendedthethronein745asstatedinthe]iuTangshu(Vol.198)andtheTang
Hu かω (Vol. 99)(Kuwayama1991b:283). PossiblyArabicKhinkhilisidentical
withChineseBofuzhun. NeitherisadescendantoftheHephthalites. Basedon
theTangsourcesmentionedearlier ,thekingGhar-ilchiwasthetwelfthkingofthe
KhingalDynastywhoascendedthethroneinorbefore653. Thetwelve
generationsaresolongthatXingnie(Khingal)seemstohavefoundedthedynasty
intheremotepast. Ifso ,KhingalofKapisfcannotbeidenticalwitheitherofthe
abovenamesassociatedwiththeKabulShahs.
KalhaI).a'sKhiilkhilaandKhiilgilaontheHephthalitecoinsarechronologically
closertoKhingalofKapisL Neverthelesstheyalsoarehistoricallydistinct. The
Riijatara 必g勿i (Stein1900:I, 52, Tara白ga 347)saysthat ‘his [GokarI).a's]son
Narendraditya...borethesecondnameofKhiilkhila. …, InthiscaseKhiilkhila
clearlyindicatesapersonal(ind
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acceptablethatKhi:rikhilaNarendnllitya ‘must berecognizedintheEphthalite
rulerwhocallshimselfonhiscoinsDevaShahiKhi:rigila'(Stein1900:I,80). The
GonaI).(;HyaDynastyissaidtobemuchearlierthantheKarkotaDynasty. The
KarkotaDynastywasfoundedbyDurlabhavardhanaPrajfiadityawhowas ,
accordingtoKalha I).a , onthethronebetweentheyears3677and3713ofthe
Laukikaera(6011602-637/638)andcontemporaneouswithXuanzangwhopassed
throughKapislandKashmirsomesixtyyearsaftertheHephthalitebreakup. So,
thedateofKhi:rikhilaNarendradityaisassignabletosometimebeforeorevenlong
before600 , whichisconsistentchronologicallywithKhingaloftheChinese
sources , howeverhewasHephthalite. SinceKhingalofKapisl , aspreviously
shown ,wasnotHephthalite ,hecannot , therefore ,beassociatedwitheitherDeva
ShahiKhi:rigi1aontheHephthalitecoinsorKhi:rikhilaintheKashmirchronicle.
Butanadditionalquestionarises:CouldKhi:rikhilaNarendradityareallybea
HephthaliteruleroverKashmir?
TheaccountofSongyun'svisitin520clearlyreferstotheHephthaliteteginas
akingofGandharawho‘hasbeen:fightingagainstKashmirforthecontrolofthe
territoryforthreeyears'(Zhou1963:210;Wang1984:235).AsIinterpretedthis
passage(Kuwayama1989:95f.),theking ,infact ,residedinthevicinityof]helum
totheeastoftheIndusratherthaninGandharatothewestoftheIndus ,:fighting
forcontrolofthesalttradetoKashmirwhichhadcausedbothofthemtoclaimthe
territory. Itisreallyincrediblethattherewouldhavebeentwodifferent
Hephthalitekings , oneinGandharaandtheotherinKashmir , :fightingagainst
eachother. ThenamesandeventsoftheHephthalitekingsplacedbeforethe
descriptionsregardingtheKarkotadynastyintheRajatara 必g勿f mayhave
intentionallyorunintentionallybeeneditedintothedynasticlistsbyKalha 早a for
whomanyvacancyinhistorywasunthinkable. EvenifhewasHephthalite ,
KhiIikhilintheKashmirchroniclepresumablywasnotakingwhoresidedinand
actuallyruledKashmir , butsomewhereoutside it , ormore properly , the
NorthwestexcludingKashmir.

5.AuthenticityoftheBullCrownintheSuishu
AsImentionedatthebeginningofthispaper , thebullcrownoftheCao
(Kapisl)kingisreferredtointheWesternRegionchapteroftheBeishi(Vol.10.
3238f.)editedbyLiYanshouin659. Thebullcrownisalsoseeninthe]ibin
sectionintheTongdia 肌 Vol. 192, editedbyDuYoubetween766and768.
UndoubtedlytheSuishuwasoneofthemainsourcebooksforDuYou. However ,
innoaccessibleeditionoftheSuishu ,Vol.83(theWesternRegionchapter) ,isthe
‘bull head'found ,butstrangelyisreplacedbya':fishhead.' TheCefuYuangui
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(Vol.960)editedintheeleventhcenturyalsofollowsthesurvivingeditionsofthe

Suishu. Consideringthechronologicalorderofthesereferencestothecrown ,
differencespossiblyexistedamongtheSuishus ,orbetweentheexistingeditions
andtheonesthatwereusedfortheBeishibyLiYanshouinthemiddleofthe
seventhcenturyandfortheTongdianbyDuYouinthemiddleoftheeighth.
WereitnotforthebullcrownintheSuishuwhichwasavailabletoLiYanshouand
DuYou , theycouldnothavedescribeditintheiraccountsoftheCaokingdom.
ThissuppositiongivescausetothinkthattheoriginalSuishucertainlyalludedto
thebullcrownandthatthekingofCao(KapisI)hadactuallywornthatcrownuntil

theearlyseventhcentuη T . Yet ,beforeacceptingtheabovesolution ,weshould
furthermoregiveabriefexplanationastothesourcematerialsusedforthe

WesternRegionchapteroftheoriginalSuishutoprovehowtherecordinthat
chapterisauthenticandcontemporary.

IntheendoftheWendi 文帝regime andintheearlyhalfoftheYangdi 場

帝， orin602-610 , informationaboutcountriesinCentralAsiaandintheSouth
Asiansubcontinentwasvariouslycollectedbyseveral0伍cials tohelprealize

Yangdi'spolicytowardtheWesternRegionandeditedinsuchpublicationsasthe

Xifanji 西蕃記 (Record oftheWesternBarbarians) ,theDaSuiXiguozhuan 大

惰西園停 (Great SuiRecordoftheWesternCountries) , theXiyuTuji 西域園記

(IllustratedAccountsoftheWesternRegion) , theTianzhuji 天竺記 (Record of
India) ,andtheDamojiduozh ωn 達摩笈多停 (BiographyofDharmagupta). Allof

theseeditionsmusthaveservedasbasicsourcesfortheWesternRegionchapter
oftheSuishuwhenlatercompiledbytheearlyTang0血cers in629-630.

TheXifanjiwaseditedinanunknownyearbetween602-610byaSui0血cial ，

Wilie 章節 ， whotravelledastheheadofan0自cial missiontothewestern
countriesinthecompanyofDuXingman 杜行漏 . Althoughitislost , some
paragraphsfromitexplainingsomeSogdiancitiesarequotedintheTongdian.
AccordingtotheprefaceoftheWesternRegionchapteroftheSuishu(Vol.6.
1841), WilieandDuXingmanvisitedatleastthreekingdoms:libin(KapisI)
wheretheygainedanagategoblet;thekingdomofShi 史(Shahr-e Sabz)from

wheretheybroughttendancinggirlsandothercuriousthings;anda ‘town of
aking'sresidence(wangshe cheng 王 合 城 ) ' wheretheyfoundBuddhist
scriptures.2

Inc.602theDaSuiXiguozhuanwaseditedbyYan
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themselvesorbyChinesemonkswhohadbeeninCentralAsiainsearchof

scriptures. HetherebybecamewellacquaintedwithDharmagupta , whomhe
knewwellenoughtopublishhisbiography. DharmaguptaarrivedatSuiChangan

(properlycalledintheSuitimeDaXing 大興) in590leavingTakkadesainthe

Punjabandtravellingintheeightiesofthesixcentuη T ， aftertheHephthalite

decay , throughKapisl , Bamiyan , Tokharistan , Badakhshan , Wa'khan , Kucha ,
TurfanandDunhuang. YanCong'sbiographyofDharmagupta , thoughlost ,
thereforemayhaveincludedtheextensivedescriptionsoftheaboveCentral

AsiatickingdomswhichmadeupthemainpartsoftheDαSui Xiguozhuan.

Daoxuan'sbiographyofDharmaguptainVolume2oftheTangGaosengzhuan

clearlystateshowthisrecordwascompiled:

RealizingthatDharmagupta'sknowledgeaboutthesecountriessurpassedthe
informationgivenbyotherIndianmonkswhohadreachedChanganbeforehim,
YanCongeditedonbehalfoftheemperorarecordofthekingdomsinthewestern
region. Itconsistedoftenchaptersonproducts , climates , towns , politics ,
education , codesofconduct , foods, dress , treasuresandnaturaltopographies
(Taish δShinshu Daiz δky δ 50 : 435c).

TheDaSuiXiguozhua η unfortunately ceasedtocirculateandwaslostafter

Xuanzang'sDaTangXiyujibecamepopularenoughtotakeitsplace ,although
XuanzangseemstohavetakeninformationthereinforhisXiyuji.

TheXiyu Tuji , onlytheauthorPeilu'sprefacebeing extant , wasan
illustrateddescriptionofCentralAsiankingdomsbasedoninformationgivenin

2 Thewangshechengsimplymeansatownofaking'sresidence. Wheneveritappears
inBuddhistcontextsitisusuallytakenasaChinesetranslationofR<ljagt;hainEast
India. However ,carefulattentionshouldbedrawntothefactthatitisusedinthe
Suishu. TheSuicourtdoesnotseemtohavegotanyinformationaboutIndiabefore
DharmaguptacametoChangan. ThatiswhyYanCongandPei]ueditedtheRecord
ofIndiainbetween606and610basedonDharmagupta'sknowledgeaboutIndia.
Therefore , IdonotthinkthatWilieandDuXingmanclimbedupR<ljag ゆa oreven
actuallyreachedmainlandIndia. ThesectionontheHephthalitekingdominthe
WesternRegionoftheZhoushudescribesthat ‘theHephthalitekingresidesinbadiyan
cheng 抜底延城 whichinallprobabilitymeansthewangshecheng'.Thiswordbadiyan
hasbeenbelievedtobeapropernounbutsimplymeansatownofaking'sresidence ,
orthecapitalofakingdom.ThewangshechengintheSuishuis,Ibelieve ,copiedfrom
Wi] 旬、 Xijanji. Idonothesitatetoascribeittoaleadingtownaroundwhichthe
Hephthalitescustomarilyresidedintentsastheirqishlaq. Therefore ,WilieandDu
XingmanvisitedtheHephthalitecapital , althoughtheHephthaliteshadalready
declinedbythetimeoftheirvisit. Foradetaileddiscussionaboutthewhereaboutsof
theHephthalitecapital ,ortheirqishlaq,seeKuwayama1989.
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606bylong-distancetradersatZhangye. TheprefacebyPei]uinhisbiography
intheSuishu(Vol.6.157ff.)remarkablyelucidatesthethreemajorroutesleading
fromDunhuangtothethreecontemporarycivilizedworlds:theByzantineEmpire ,
SassanianPersiaandIndia(SuishuVol.6.1579f.). Onthesouthernroute , to
India ,onecanreachNorthernIndiabypassingindueorderseveralkingdomson
thesouthernfringeoftheTaklamakanDesert ,TashkurghaninthePamirs ,the
Tokhara(Tuhuoluo)andHephthalite(Yida)regions , Bamiyan(Fanyin)inthe
HindukushandKapi 釘(Cao) southofit.
ThusthesourcematerialsusedfortheWesternRegionchapteroftheSuishu
areauthentic. HencethedescriptionintheSuishuthataKapi釘king inthelate
sixthortheveryearlyseventhcentuη Tworeagoldencrowndecoratedwithbull
headishistoricallyreliableandalsoprovesthathewasquitedistinctfromthe
Hephthalites. Thelatesixthortheearlyseventhcenturycoverstheperiodofthe
KhingalDynastywhichlastedfromthetimeofKhingalthroughXuanzang'stime
until661attheearliest. Ifso,weareallowedtothinkthatthecrowndecorated
withbullheadisthedynasticoneoftheKhingallineofkingsinKapisl ,notthat
oftheHephthalites.
Neglectofthebullcrowninthewrittendocuments ,atleastinthelightofthe
evidencegivenbyRemusat , haspreventedscholarsfromlocatingthecoins
themselvesintheirproperhistoricalcontext. Amisconceptionaboutanillusory
HephthalitepresenceinKapisiandZabulistanhaslongstronglyinfluenced
scholarstotakeafirmholdofahistoricalunrealityandattributetheso-called
NapkicoinstotheHephthalitecoinage. TheHephthalitesreallyhadnothingto
dowiththesekingdoms ,butdirectedtheirconcernsonlytowardtheNorthwest.
AreferenceintheSuishutothecrownwornbyakingofCaolendsstrongsupport
fortheidentificationoftheNapkicoinswiththoseissuedbythekingsofthe
KhingallineofKapisl.

6.CoinswithBullCrown:Coll αr，psed αnd Uncoil αr，psed Types
Besidethereversedepictingwithinasinglebeadedcircleafire-altarinthe
centerandanattendantoneachsideofit ,ontheobverse , also ,certainSassanian
elementsaremanifestonthemoreorlessdegeneratetypesofthebull-crowncoins
classifiedbyGobItoE.262-E.271. Thelatterrequiresdiscussionfirstinorder
toobtainanapproximatedatingofthewholeseries(Gδb I's E.198-205 , 221 , 222,
262-271).
E.262andE.264haveonbothsidesasinglecircleandontheobversein
particularthestar-on-crescentmarkatthreecornersoutsidethecircle. These
SassanianelementsareconfinedtothecoinsofHormizdIV(579-590)andof
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KawadIfromhis13thregnalyear(500)tothe19th(506). E.263hascrescents
withoutstarsplacedatthreecornersoutsideasinglecircleasfoundonlyonthe
coinsofKhusrowI(531-579)andVahramIV(590-591). Ontheotherhand ,E.
265andE.266bearaspecificmark , a ‘wineglass ,'replacingthestar-on-crescent
seenonE.262andE.264. Coinswiththewineglass-likemarktherefore
representafurthermodifiedormoreremoteversionoftheSassanianprototypes.
ThesethreeSassaniancointypesarechronologicallyconfinedtothesixth

century , specificallytheyears500-506and531-591. IfweexcludeKawadI's
coins , whichareexceptionallyearlier , theothersmostlyconvergetowardthe
secondhalfofthe6thcentury ,butsignificantlyhavenothingtodowithanycoin
ofKhusrowII(590/591-628)andhissuccessors.Althoughitishardtodetermine
whichistheexactprototypeofE.262andE.264, KawadI'scoinsorHormizd
IV's,thetwoemissionsmightdependonthelatterratherthanKawadI's. The
reasonforthisassumptionisthatKawadIwastheSassaniankingclosesttothe
Hephthalites:hehadbeenahostageintheHephthaliteheadquartersinthetimeof
PerozandlaterwasapuppetkingoftheHephthalitesduringtheirmostpowerful
period. FortheKhingalDynasty ,comingtopoweraftertheHephthalitedecline
inthefiftiesofthesixthcentury , thecoinageofKawadImusthavebeen
historicallymoredistantthantheothers.Thereforethebull-crowncoinsbearing
theaboveSassaniancoinelementsareroughlydatabletosometimeinorafterthe
secondhalfofthesixthcentu 町人

Theotherdegeneratetypesofcoinswithbullcrownareassignableto
sometimeafter615-627. TheV-shapedbeardoftheattendantsbesidethefireｭ
altaronthereverseofE.266onlyappearsontheKhusrowIIcoinsissuedinhis
eleventhregnalyear(602). ThroughoutE.267-E.271,thefollowingpointsare
observable:(1)ThecollapseofthePehleviscriptisclearlydiscernible , e.g. ,the
illegiblydegenerated'pontheobverseandbg'onthereverse;(2)A star聞on­

crescentmotifonbothsidesoftheking'sheadissharedwiththespecificcoinsof
KhusrowIIissuedonlyinhisregnalyears26(615/616),27(616/617),36(625/626)
and37(626/627);(3)ThereverseofE.267depictsamarkhord-likedeer ,whileE.
268andE.269bearastandingking-likefigure , inadditiontoawineglass-like
motifonthereverse.
Thereusewithcount
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ofKhusrowIIsooftenappearedintheKabulregionfromthesecondhalfofthe
seventhcenturytotheeighthcentury. However ,quiteabasicdifferenceexists
betweentheseArab-Sassaniancoinsandthecoinswithbullcrown:thelatterdid
notusethediesofSassaniancoinsbutonlytooksomeoftheelementssuchasthe
star-on-crescent;forthecoinswithbullcrownonlyminorelementsofthe
Sassaniancoinswereneeded. Thedifferencechronologicallysuggeststhatthe
bull-crowncoinsareanteriortotheArab-Sassaniancoinsorroughlybeforethe
lastdaysoftheSassanians. Ofthebull-crowncoinswhichbearSassanian
elements , therefore ,somearedatabletoafterthemiddleofthesixthcenturyand
theothersaftertheseconddecadeoftheseventhcentury ,whilenoneofthemis
laterthanthethirdquarteroftheseventhcentury.
Thebull-crowncoinswithoutSassanianelements , oruncollapsedtypes
(GobI'sE.198-205 , 217 , 221 , 222),begantobemintedwiththeinaugurationof
theKhingalDynastyapproximatelyinthemiddleofthe6thcenturyoralittle
earlier. Thecoinshavetheking'sbustfacingrightwithacrowndecoratedwith
abullheadeitherontopofitoratthefrontandflankedattherightandleftsides
byextendedwings.Anotherusualelementisacrescentplacedatthelowerfront ,
whichlookslikeanelementsupportingthebullhead. Inthecasewherethebull
headisplacedontopofthecrown ,thecrescentsupportsanotherelementsuchas
adiskorastar-likeobject. Totherightoftheking'sbustisthePehlevilegend
NpkiorNspkandtotheleftofitaPehleviscriptclearlyreadableasainthecase
ofNpkiandshintheother ,accordingtoGobI. Healsothinksthatthelegendon
somecoins ,suchasE.198, 200 , 201,202and205 ,canbereadasNpkiMLKplus
aandthatonothers ,suchasE.217,221 and222,asNspkMLDplussh. Gδbl

thinksthatNspkMLD-shischronologicallypriortoNpkiMLK-a. Ontheother
hand ,Humbach(1966:I, 59),withoutanyregardtoαand sh ,readsNpkiMLKas
npkyMLK' ,whichisrestorableto'nafakshah ,andNspkMLDasnyckyMLDH
orssfkyMLDH ,whichisacollapsedversionoftheformer.
Thescriptnishardtoreadinsomecasesoractuallynotwritteninothercases
(E.217-1 , 217-5 ,222I-222VI).Inaddition ,theS.ρ ofNspkisoftenreplacedbya
strangescriptsimilartotheArabicnumeral8whichdoesnotmakeanysense.
ThesefactsmeanthatNspkMLD-shwasnotabasicortheearliestlegend
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asρwhich shouldhavebeenwrittenasaorsh. GobIdoesnotmisreadit ,butthe
inscriberhimselfcouldnotunderstandwhatshouldbewrittenatthislocation.On
thereversesofthesecoinssomethinglikeadeity(E.268andE.269),akindof
symbol(E.271), andadeer(E.267)replacetheusualdesign , afirealtarwith
attendants.Thesecoinswiththe‘pkiMK'legendarealsomuchlighterinweight
thantheothersandcharacteristicallybearawineglass-likemarkonthereverse.
Inviewofthedegeneratelegendsandotherextraordinarycharacteristics , the
coinswiththe‘pkiMK'legendarestilllaterthanthosewithNspkMLDoreven
spkMLD.

7.Tgp οtοIgy αnd ChronologyoftheCoinswithBullCrown
Thedegradationofthelegendssuggestsachronologicalsequenceofthe
bull-crowncoinsasfollows:(A)theNpkiMLK-aseries;(B)theNspkMLD-sh
series;(C)thepkiMKseries. Anassociationofthesethreelegendswiththe
crowntypestentativelygivesusthefollowingtypologicalgroups:

[TypeIA]Bullheadontopofthecrownandcrescentatthefront. NpkiMLK-a
legend(E.198).
[TypeIB]Bullheadontopofthecrownandcrescentatthefront. NspkMLD-sh
legend(E.222).
[TypeIIA]Bullheadonacrescentatthefront. NpkiMLK-alegend(E.200-E.
203).
[TypelIB]Bullheadonacrescentatthefront.NspkMLD-shlegend(E.217and
E.221).
[TypelIlA]Bullheadontopofthecrownandcrescentdecoratedwithasmalldot
atbothendsplacedatthefrontandsupportingalargedisk. NpkiMLK-a
legend(E.205).

Oftheabovefivegroups ,TypeIAisearlierthanTypeIBandTypeIIAis
earlierthanTypelIB;viz., TypeslA , IIAandIlIA(withNpkiMLK-a)arethe
oldestofallandarefollowedbyTypesIBandlIB(NspkMLD-sh)ifweattach
primaryimportancetothechronologyofthelegends.Fromthispointofview ,the
locationofthebullheadonthecrownischronologicallymeaningless. Inaddition
tothissequence ,thecoinsonwhichSassanianelementsarediscerniblecanbe
classifiedasfollows:

[TypeIV]Bullheadontopofcrownandtwoneighbouringcrescentsonthe
diadem ,therightcrescentsupportingastar-likeobject. ‘pki MK'legendand
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star-an-crescentmotifoneithersideoftheking'sbust(E.267-E.270).They
arenotearlierthan615-627sinceastar-an-crescentoneithersideofthe
king'sbustonlyappearsoncoinsissuedbyKhusrowIIinhis26th , 27th ,36th
and37thregnalyears.
[TypeV]Bullheadontopofcrownandtwoneighbouringcrescentsonthediadem.

‘pkiMK'legend(E.265andE.266). E.265islaterthanthe5thregnalyear
ofKhusrowI,or535. E.266islaterthan601,ortheeleventhregnalyearof
KhusrowII ,sincetheU-shapedbeardoftheguardiansofthefirealtaronthe
reverseonlyappearsonthecoinsissuedinthe11thregnalyearofKhusrow
II.
[TypeVI]BullheadontopofcrownandelementofreversedCatthefrontofthe
diadem. Legendunidentified. TheexamplesareE.262-E.264. Astarｭ
on-crescentplacedoutsideofasinglecircleisanimitationofKhusrowI's
coins.Theappearanceofthistypeofastartotherightandacrescenttothe
leftofthefirealtaronthereverse , whichischaracteristicofthecoinsof
HormizdIV(579-590)andBahramVI(590),suggestsadatelaterthan580.

Theaboveexaminationofthecoinsthemselvesandthedynastictrendsinthe
Kapisf-Kabul-Zabulregionallowustoattributethecoinswithbull-headcrownto
threechronologicalgroupsasfollows:
(1)TypeslA , IIAandIIIA-Gobl'sEmissions198, 199, 200, 201and202-are
theearliestofthecoinseriesthatbearsacrownwithbullheadandisattributable
totheKhingallinesofkingsinKapi 釘，oneofthembeingthekingdescribedinthe
KapisfsectionoftheWesternRegionchapteroftheSuishu.
(2)ThecoinssucceedingtheaboveareTypesIBandlI B, thelegendNspk
MLD-shlosingtheoriginalmeaningrepresentedbyNpkiMLK-adespiteits
intentiontoexpressthesamelegend. Theymightbeattributabletotherulersof
ZabulistanafterhavingsplitofffromtheKhingallineofrulersatKapisf
subsequenttotheKhairKhanaconflictanddatabletosometimebetween606and
630.
(3)CoinTypeIVandfollowingarethelatestgroupsofthebull-headseriesand
hardtoassigntospecificrulers. However , takingintoconsiderationthatthe
TurkishrulersofKabulreplacedtheKhingaldynastyinthethirdquarterofthe
seventhcenturyandthattheircoinsarequitedifferentfromthebull-headseriesｭ
depictingakingwearingacrownwithatrisulaontop-thesegroupsmaynotbe
laterthanthethirdquarteroftheseventhcentury.

52



HISTORICALNOTESONKApISfANDKABULINTHESIXTH-EIGHTHCENTURIES

III.KapisiandKabul:AHistoryofTangJibin

1.EmergenceofTurkishTitles
InTokharistantheWestTurksoccupiedthelandsmostusefultothenomads
aftertheirdecisivevictoryovertheHephthalitesinandafter558. The
HephthalitesinTokharistanwereforcedtolivewiththeTurks , whilethe
GandharaHephthalitesconsequentlywentintoaperiodofdecay ,losingtieswith
theTokharaHephthalites.TheWestTurksneverpassedthroughtheHindukush
eithersouthwardstoJibin 厨賓or southeastwardstoGandhara , residingin
TokharistanwiththeirmainqishlaqatHuo 活(*war) intheDaTangx:か u ji 大

唐西域記 or WarwalizinIslamicsources ,whichisevidentlyattributabletoBala
HisarnearQal'a 吃Zal onthesouthbankoftheAmiiDarya.AccordingtotheDa
TangXiyujiandtheDaTangDaCiensiSanzangfashizhuan 大唐大慈恩寺三蔵

法師停， Xuanzang'smostextensivebiography , theWestTurksseemtohave
:firmlyestablishedtheirhegemonyatBalkhtothewestof*War,atTalaqantothe
eastofKhanabad ,theKhostandNahrindistricts ,andAndarab. By628/629 ,the
timeofXuanzang ,theyhadalreadysubjugatedthelocalprincipalitiesextending
fromBalkhtoTalaqanandalsotheareatotheeastoftheSurkhabfromtheAmii
DaryatothefootoftheHindukush. Accordingtotheabovebiography , the
Tardu せlad 坦度設， aTurkishrulerresidingat*War, promisedXuanzangan
o血cial escorttoaccompanyhimtoKapi 釘. Thisparagraphsuggestsfriendly
relationsbetweentheWestTurksandthecountriesatthesouthernoutskirtsof
theHindukush ,mostprobablythroughtheAndarabdistrictwhichwasevidently
subjecttotheirrule ,andacustomarywaytoKapi 釘might haverunthroughthe
kδtal ・e KhawakandalongthePanjshir ,asthekingofKapisiescortedXuanzang
onthisroute.
ParticularlyimportantforthehistoryoftheNorthwestwasthepolicyofthe
WestTurksnevertocrosstheHindukushinordertooccupyGandharaand
beyond. Therefore , afterthedeclineoftheHephthalites , apoliticalvacuum
suddenlyappearedandstimulatedlocalpowerstorise. Thevastregionstothe
westoftheIndusthusfellintothehandsofalocaldynastywhichhadbeen
inauguratedinKapiSibyarulercalledKhingal.
Thisnewpoliticalmapdrawnfromthemiddleofthesixthcenturyonwardis
alsocloselyrelatedwithadrasticchangeinthetraderoutesconnectingthenorth
withthesouththroughtheHindukush. BeforethattimetheKarakorumhighway
hadconnectedGandharawithTokharistantothenorthwestandwiththe
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Buddhistestablishments. Itwaseventuallyreplacedbyanewroutethroughthe
westernHindukushwhichbecamesecureundertheWestTurkishhegemony.
Thischangewasreallyanepoch-makingeventbyvirtueofitsatrophyingeffecton
GandharaanditspromotionofBamiyanandKapi 釘as tradecentresstimulating
theirsuddenprosperityinandatthesouthfootoftheHindukushrespectively
(Kuwayama1987a). Itwasthe:firsttimeinhistorythattheplainofKapi 釘was

:firmlyconnectedwiththenorthoftheHindukush.
ChinesecharactersphoneticallyequivalenttoKapisfhardlyappearinthe
Tangsources.Inmanycases]ibinrepresentsKapi 釘or akingdomrulingoverthe
KabulValleyfromthePaghmanRangeinthewesttothewestbankoftheIndus.
IthadveryoftensentmissionstotheTangcourtevenbeforetheChineseTang
DynastyclaimeditspresenceintheWesternRegionandsetuptheXiuxian
Governor-generalshipat]ibinin658. TheywerereceivedbytheTangemperors
intheyears619 , 629, 637, 640, 642, 647, 648, 651, 652, 653, 654and658. As
statedearlier , theonlyknownkingof]ibinintheseventhcenturyisGhar-ilchi
whoseemstohavesucceededthethroneinorjustbefore653andseemstobeon
thethroneuntil661.
AccordingtotheWesternRegionchapterofthe]iuTangshu ,the]ibinking
wasapprovedbytheEmperorKa ozong 高宗 as 出eQaradachiTeginin719,whenhe
sentanenvoytotheChinesecourtbringingwithitavolumeofastronomyand
westernmedicines. SomeoftheChinesewrittensources(TangHuiyao,Vol.99;
TaipingHuanyuji 太平嚢宇記 Vol. 182)saythatabookonastronomyandsome
medicineswerepresentedin719andthattheyearofapprovalastheQaradachi
Teginwas720.Ontheotherhand ,Volume971oftheCefuYuanguirecordsthat
]ibinbroughttotheTangcourtthebookandthemedicinesinthesecondmonth
oftheeighthyearoftheKaiyuanera(720)andalsopresentedgoodhorses ,coming
togetherwiththemissionfromZabulintheninthmonthofthesameyear.
However ,anothervolume , 964, ofthesamesourcebookrecordsthattheTang
emperorsentanambassadorto]ibinwherehegavethetitleQaradachiTeginto
thekingof]ibinandalsoapprovedthekingofZabulastheQaradachiEIUibar.
ItseemsthattheKapisfankingpresentedtotheTangemperortheastronomical
bookineithertheseventhmonthoftheseventhyearoftheKaiyuaneraorthe
secondmonthoftheeighthyear. AtthesametimetheQaradachiTeginwas
approve
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Turkishorigin0血ciall y assumedthecommandofthepeopleandarmyin]ibin.
TheTurkishkingascendedthethronein]ibinbefore719,whilethelabulking
alsowasTurkish ,takingthetitleQaradachiEltabarbefore720. Ethnicallythe
kingsonthelineoriginatedbyKhingalwereneitherTurkishnorHephthalite ,
sincetheybelongedtothek与atrya classasclearlydescribedbyXuanzanginthe
Kapi 釘section oftheDaTangXiyuji. Thepointisthatthedynastyin]ibin
changedfromthenon-TurkishlinetotheTurkishintheyearsbetween661(ref.
p.41｣.)and719.
TheappearanceoftheTurkishtitleallowsforoneofthefollowingtwocases:
(1)agreaterTurkishsovereignbestowedaTurkishtitleonakingoftheKhingal
line;(2)aTurkusurpedthethroneoftheKhingalDynasty.Inthe:firstcase ,such
aTurkishrulercouldbenootherthantheTokharaYabghu 吐火羅葉護 III

Tokharistan. Nowrittenevidencesupportsthe:firstcase , nordoesany
interpretationofthewrittensourcessuggestthattheTokharaYabghutooksuch
actionagainsttherulersatthesouthernfootoftheHindukush.Accordingtothe
CefuYu αngui (Vol.999),amemorialwaspresentedin718toEmperorKaozongby
Boluo 僕羅who wasresidinginChanganasahostagefromtheTokharaYabghu
calledNadunili 那都泥利， anelderbrotherofhis. Thememorialreallyaimedto
makehisrankinghigherintheTangcourt. Inthismemorialthekingsandrulers ,
includingthoseof]ibinandlabul , areexplainedasbeingundertheTokhara
governor-generalship. TheTangcourtseemstohavetakenapolicytonot
directlyrulethewesterncountries , especiallythecountriesbeyondthePamirs ,
buttohavetheTokharaYabghucontroltheminorgovernor-generals ,sincehe
wasthemostpowerfulamongtherulersandhadgoodrelationswiththeChinese
government.
Thesecondcaseseemsmoresuitabletothehistoricalsituation:Theevent
mostprobablywastheTurkishusurpationofthelocalKhingalDynasty ,andit
happenedafter661. TheCefuYuanguirecordsthat]ibinandlabulsentenvoys
totheTangcourtinthe:firstyearofthe]ingyun 景雲era (710).Thelabulsection
(Vol.221b)oftheTangshusaysthattheTurks ,theKapislans ,andtheTokharians
dwelltogetherincentrallabul(orthemodernGhaznlarea)andthat]ibindefends
themagainsttheArabstakingyoungstersfromamongthem. Italsorefersto
Zabul:theyhadsentanenvoytotheTangcourtinthebeginningofthe]ingyun
er
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Hyech'o 慧超， statesthepositionof]ibinandlabulinandabout726sayingthat
thekingsandmilitaryforcesof]ibinandlabulareallTurkish;thelabulking ,a
nephewofthekingof]ibin ,independentlyresidesinthiscountrywithhisulaqand
militaryforce;hedoesnotbelongtoanyothercountry ,eventhatofhisuncle.
Thekingsof]ibinandlabulwereTurkish. The]ibinkingandthefatherofthe
labulkingwerebrothers. Interpretingthesefactstogetherwiththeabove
evidencegivenbytheTanghistoricalsources ,thekingof]ibinhadsubjugatedhis
nephew ,thekingoflabul ,after710,butsucharelationshipoflordandvassalwas
brokenbefore726.
AccordingtotheTongdia η 通典 (Vol. 212),thetitleofthelabulkingwasthe
teginwhentheTangemperorreceivedalabulmissioninthetenthmonthofthe
twelfthyearoftheKaiyuanera(724). Intherecordoftheeighthyearofthe
Kaiyuanera(720), heisentitledtheQaradachi 主ltabar labul , whilethetitle
QaradachiTeginisgiventothe]ibinking. StrangehereintheTongdianisthe
titleteginforthelabulking.Thelabulkingmayhavebeenindependent ,leaving
theyokeof]ibinbefore724. Theserelationsbetweenlabuland]ibinsuggest
thatthe]ibinkinghadalreadybeenTurkishbefore710,theyearthattheTang
courtsawthejoint-missionof]ibinandlabul.

2.TheTurksinKabul
WhenandwherewassuchaTurkishlineinaugurated? Thetraditional
identificationof]ibinintheTangsourceswithKapi 釘may allowonetothinkthat
theusurpationtookplaceatBegram. However ,thearchaeologicalevidencedoes
notseemtosupportthisview. ThesiteofBegramcomprisesthreemain
superimposedoccupations , BegramsI, IIandIII , attheplacecalledbyHackin
‘New RoyalCity.' ThereislittleculturalbreakbetweenBegramsIandII ,
whereasBegramIIIbeganlongaftertheendofBegramIIshowingdifferences
fromBegramIIinpotteryandarchitecturalfeatures. Suchdifferenceswerenot
takenasseriousbyGhirshman. HeassignedtheBegramIIcitytothetimefrom
KanishkatoVasudevaandBegramIIItothereignoftheKidaraKushanswhoin
turndisappearedattheadventoftheHephthalitesattheendofthefifthcentury.
Ghirshman'sdatingofthelastandthirdphase(NiveauIII)atBegramparticularly
isuntenablesinceitmusthavecoveredroughlyacenturyfromthemiddleofthe
sixthcenturyonward. DetaileddiscussionstodateBegramIIIweremade
elsewhere(Kuwayama1975:57-78;1992A:79-120).
AttheendofBegramIIIaclusterofsmallerhouseswerebuiltoutsideofthe
citygateandtwoindependentfortress-likebuildingsstrengthenedateachofthe
fourcornersbyatowerexistedwithinandoutsideofthecitywall. Theformer
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madethecitygatesandwallssenseless ,andthelatterwellmighthaveprotected
thepopulationwhichhadspreadbeyondthecitywall. Inoneofthefortresses
fragmentsofmedallion-stampedpotterywereacquiredbyGhirshman. This
typicaldecorationonpotterycoversawidegeographicalareafromKapislto
GhaznlthroughKabul , yetnothingwasreportedfromtheexcavationsat
Funduqistan , theterminuspostquemofwhichisgivenbyanArab-Sassanian
silvercoin ,issuedin689,depositedinacineraryurnburiedunderthepedestalof
aclaycarvingofaprincelycoupleinoneofthenichesinthewallsencirclinga
centralstupa.ThisfactgivestheendofBegramIIIanapproximatedate;i.e. ,the
lastdecadesoftheseventhcentury. Asobserved ,notraceoffireordevastation
wasexposed. BegramIIIendedwithnocalamity. Itgraduallydeclined. The
ChinesehistoricalsourcesclearlystatethattheTurksemergedin]ibinasan
ascendingpowerinthelatterhalfoftheseventhcentury. If]ibinisKapisl ,the
archaeologicalevidenceatKapi 釘Begram doesnotsupporttheemergenceofthe
Turksthere;theascendingTurkswouldnothavebeenbasedinsuchadeclining
townasBegram. WherewastheTurkishdynastyinaugurated?
AccordingtotheDaTangXiyuji(Vol.12), therewasacountrybetween
KapislinthenorthandGhazniinthesouth. ItwascalledFulishisatangna 弗栗

侍薩儀那. XuanzangkeepssilenceonthedistancebetweenKapisland
Fulishisatangna. YetthelatterisaboutfivehundredChinesemilestothenorth
ofCaojuzha 漕矩托(Zabul ， whosemaintownisassignabletomodernGhazni).
FulishisatangnaisdescribedbyXuanzangasanoblongcountrymeasuringtwo
thousandChinesemilesfromeasttowestandonethousandfromnorthtosouth.
Thelengthistoolongtobecomparedwithanynearbycountriesexceptfor
Bamiyan ,butthenorthtosouthdistanceismorethanthreetimesaslongasthat
ofBamiyan. SinceXuanzangsaysthatKapi 釘measures aboutfourthousand
Chinesemilesincircuit ,thesizeofFulishisatangnaisverybig ,coveringanarea
extendingprobablytoWardakinthesouthwestandtoKotal-eLatabandinthe
eastwithKabulasitscenter.
TheDaTangXiyuji(Vol.12)recordsthekingofFulishisatangnaasTurkish.
ThiscertainlysuggeststhattheTurkishtribeshadlivedinKabulsincebefore
629. TheTurksinthesouthoftheHindukushintheseventhcenturyarequite
mysterious.Nowrittenevidenceexistsf
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andKapisL Inaddition ,theDaTangDaCiensi おnzangj 註shi zhuan(Vol.5)gives
nowordonFulishisatangna.

3.Aye何'flJ byHyech'o 慧超

PresumablyXuanzang'sgeneralneglectofFulishisatangnasuggeststhe
politicallyweakpositionofthiscountry. Certainlyitwasstillunderthe
suzeraintyofKapisL Hyech'o'sreferencetotheoriginoftheTurkishkingin
]ibinsupportsthecontention. InGandharaHyech'0saysasfollows:
Inthepastthiscountry(Gandhara)wasruledbyakingof]ibin. Sothe‘aye'
阿耶 (father)oftheTurkishkingwasunderthat]ibinking,keepingwithhimthe
militaryforceandhisulaqs. Later, however, astheTurkishmilitarypower
becamestrong,heascendedthethroneassassinatingthekingof]ibin.
[Author'snote] ‘A kingof]ibin'isoftheKhingallineinKapisi. 'TheTurkish
king'isakingcontemporarytoHyech'o.

Whoisthe ‘aye'? ToyohachiFujitatakeshimasBar ・ha Teginwhois,
accordingtoBfriinf,the:firstTurkishkinginKabul. TheoriginalChinesephrase
~此突蕨王阿耶領一部落兵馬投彼厨賓王 should bereadastheabove. Walter
Fuchsreadsitasfollows:
DiesesLandwarfriiherunterdemHerrschaftseinfl.ussderKonigevonKapisa
(Nordest-Afghanistan);deswegenunterwarfsichderVater(阿耶) desT'u-kuehｭ
Konigs(Barhategin)mitdenTruppenseinesganzenStammesjenemKonigvon
Kapisa.

Furthermore , hesaysthat ‘Barha teginwarderersteFurstderneuen
turkischenDynastieinKapisa;weshalbhierderVatervonBarhategingenannt
wird ,ismirunklar'(Fuchs1938:444-445 ,445fn.1).Asmentioned ,accordingto
Bfriinf,BarhaTeginisthe:firstkingoftheKabulShahis. Withamisconception
thatthe ‘Turkish king'isoneandthesamepersonasBarhaTegin , Fuchs
concludesthatthemanwhokilledthe]ibinkingtoascendthethronewasthe
fatherofBarhaTegin ,despitehisrightunderstandingof‘aye' asfather. Fuchs
couldnotunderstandsuchasimplerelationship.

‘Aye' isnotapersonalnamenorisitaChinesewordphoneticallyequivalent
toaTurkishtitle. Itsimplymeansfatherandthe‘tujue wang'(Turkishking)
placedbefore‘aye' intheoriginalChinesetextisaTurkishkinginthetimeof
Hyech'o. SinceHyech'otellsthattherulersandarmiesintheKabulValleyand
ZabulistanwereallTurkish ,the‘father ofthepresentTurkishking'isamanwho
usurpedtheroyalthroneof]ibin. Thehistoricalcircumstancesbecomemuch
clearerwhenweassociatethemwithBfriinf'sreferencetotheTurkishlineof
kingsinauguratedinKabul(Sachau1888:II , 10):
TheHindus(Indians)hadkingsresid
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Tibetanorigin. Thefirstofthem, Barhatakin(BarhaTegin), cameintothe
countryandenteredacaveinKabul,whichnonecouldenterexceptbycreeping
onhandsandknees.…
Somedaysafterhehadenteredthecave, hebegantocreepoutofitinthe
presenceofthepeople,wholookedonhimasanew-bornbaby.HeworeTurkish
dress, ashorttunicopeninfront, ahighhat, bootsandarms. Nowpeople
honouredhimasabeingofmiraculousorigin,whohadbeendestinedtobeking,
andinfacthebroughtthosecountriesunderhisswayandruledthemunderthe
titleofashahiyaofKabul. Theruleremainedamonghisdescendantsfor
generations,thenumberofwhichissaidtobeaboutsixty.

BlnlnlsuggeststhatBarhaTeginwasstilltobeaKabulShahwhenhefirst
cametoKabul ,butenteringthecavehebecamequalifiedasaking. Thisallows
ustothinkthatBarhaTegin'shistoryunderwentatleasttwoperiods. Reading
BlnlnlincloseconnectionwithHyech'0 ,wecanfurtherinterpretBarhaTeginto
havebeenaTurkishvassalinKabuloftheKapi 釘Khingal dynastybeforehis
inaugurationoftheTurkishDynastyinKabulwhichnaturallyfollowedhis
assassinationofthekingofJibin.
FullysupportedbytheTanghistoricalsourcesandtheinterpretationofa
conflicthavingtakenplaceatKhairKhananearKabul ,thehistoryofKapi 釘may

bereadasfollows:InthelatterhalfofthesixthcenturytheKhingallineofkings
firstappearedinKapi 釘， theirheadquartersbeingBegram , andtheyweremost
powerfulinthetimeofXuanzang'svisitaround629. BeforeXuanzang ,between
606and629 ,attheshrineofKhairKhanainsouthernKapi 釘there wasaconflict
betweenthetwodifferentreligions. Theconflictsuggestspoliticalimplications.
OneistheexistenceofagroupofsupportersofatraditionallocaldeitycalledZhun
orZhuna ,arestorednamefromtheChineseSuihistoryandXuanzang ,orcalled
ZurintheMuslimsources. Theotheristheexistenceofanewintrudergroup
worshippingSllryaastheoneandonlydeity. Thelattermighthavecloselybeen
connectedtoaTurkishgroupinKabulheadedbyBarhaTegin.Thestoη Teither
revealstheappearanceoftheTurksintheKabulregionorthegrowthinpowerof
theTurks. Ineithercase , theresultwasthatthenewTurksgainedavictory
alongwiththeincreasingpoliticalimportanceofKabul. TheZhunasupporters
fledtothesouthernborderofZabulistanwheretheynewlyestablishedonMount
Zhunhira
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includeKapi 釘itself. TheKhingaldynastymusthavenotdiedoutsosoonafter
usurpationofitsempireandmighthavekeptlocalpoweralittlelonger. This
suppositionmaybesupportedbythearchaeologicalevidenceforthelatestphases
atBegramIIIwhichIhaveshownabove. Alsowrittenevidenceexists ,forthe
nameofKapiSi"isstillbeingusedintherecordsoftheCefuYuangui(Vol.971),
datedinthefourthmonthoftheseventhyearoftheKaiyuaneraor719,which
reportsthatbytheprincelyorderofNasai 捺塞ofKapisi(Hepishi 詞毘施)agreat
chieftainofTokharanamedLuomosuoluo 羅摩裟羅presented alionandfiveｭ
coloredparrotstotheemperorofTang. EvenaftertheTurksgainedpowerin
Kabul , Kapi釘might havebeenstillenjoyingitsroleasanimportantentrep6tat
thesouthernfootoftheHindukushonthelongdistancetraderoute. Infact ,
BegramislocatedattheconfluenceoftheGh6rbandandthePanjshir. The
formerledonetoBamiyan ,fromwheretherouterunstotheKhulmvalleyorthe
Rui-SamangandistrictthroughKahmardortoBalkhthroughtheAb-eAjarand
Darya-yeSuf , whilealongthePanjshirtheroutecrossedtheKhawakPass
downwardtoAndarabwhichwasunderTurkishrule. EscortedbytheKapisi
kingonhiswaybackin643XuanzangtookthePanjshirroute.
JibinquiteoftenappearsintheTangsourcesandhasusuallybeenidentified
asKapisl. However ,suchcannotevidentlybecorrectespeciallywhenitappears
inthesourcesconcerningtheeventsafterthetimeoftheKabulShah'susurpation
ofKapi 釘. InsuchsourcesJibininitsna 汀ower meaningsshouldbeKabulinthe
Fulishisatangnacountry. Historicallyspeaking ,Jibinmeanstheextensivearea
stretchingfromtheKabulvalleystotheIndus ,ruledbyadynastywithitssummer
residenceatKabulandwinterheadquartersatUc;labha~ c;lapura orpresentHund.
Twosourcessupportthis. Firstofall, intheparagraphsdescribingGandhara
Hyech'otellsaboutsuchadynasticchange ,suggestingthattheTurkishking's
territorycoverstheareaeventoGandharaintheeast. Secondly , thereis
evidenceinso-called ‘Wukong's narrative'ortheDaTangZhenyuanxinyi
Shididengjingji 大唐貞元新語十地等経記 (Great TangRecordofaNew
TranslationoftheShidijingandOthersintheZhenyuanEra:Taisho17:
715c-717c). TheTangemperordispatchedareturnmissiontoJibinwhichhad
askedformilitaryprotectionatthetimeoftheirenvoy. CheFengzhao 車奉朝，a

10
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westoftheothercapitalwhichWukongalsocallsJibin ,thatis,Kabul.Following
theKhingaldynastyofKapisi , theTurkishShahispoliticallyandeconomically
kepttheKabulvalleysastheirterritoryinplaceoftheKhingalkingsalongwith
territoryreachingtotheIndusintheeast.
PresumablycomingintoKabulinbetween606and629,theTurkswerestill
apoliticalminorityatthetimeofXuanzang'svisit ,in629,undertheruleofthe
Kapi 釘Khingal dynasty , longbeforetheygainedsu 血cient powertousurpthe
latter. InthetimeofGhar 岨ilchi ， whowaspresumablyenthronedin653 , the
KapisidynastywasforcedtofightagainsttheArab-Muslimswho ,basedinSistan ,
weremakingonslaughtsonKabulfromZabulistan. XuanzangrecordsMount
ArUJ).a(orarchaeologically ,thelatersanctuaryofKhairKhana)aslocatedinthe
southernmostportionofKapisL Actuallyitwasjustinthenorthernsuburbof
Kabul.ItisBarhaTegin ,aTurkishkingundertheKhingalrule ,thathadtomove
againsttheMuslimsasanimpendingdanger.
TheTurkishkingtriedtoassociatehimselfwiththerulerofZabulinorderto
defendthecountryagainststubbornattacks. Closeassociationsbetweenthetwo
countriesarehistoricallyobvious ,nomatterwhotherulerinKabulandZabulmay
havebeen.Forexample ,theKabulpeoplecouldfindabetterplacefortheirdeity
inZabulintheearlyseventhcentury , andjointmissionswereoftensentfrom
KabulandZabultoChinaintheeighthcentury. Inearlyfightingagainstthe
Muslimsinthelatterhalfoftheseventhcentury , Kabultookanirreplaceably
importantrolerepresentingthesouthernfrontierofKapisL Mostprobably ,
economicadvantagefromlongdistancetradebetweenIndiaandCentralAsiaand
well-knownsilverminesinthePanjshirvalleysupportedKapi 釘's provisionof
militarysuppliestoKabul.

4.](h orαsαn TeginShah αndRtbyl
WhofollowedinthelineofTurkishkingsafterBar ・ha Tegin? Accordingto
thesectionofJibin 一一now assignabletoKabul-inthe]iuTangshu(198)andthe
TangHu~ μo (99),theagedkingofKabul ,wusanTeginShah 烏散特勤漉， senta
memorialtotheTangcourtontheoccasionofthemissioninthetwenty-seventh
yearoftheKaiyuanera(739). Initheaskedtheemperortoaccepthisabdication
infavourofhisheirFulinJisuo(梯蒜厨裟 *vua r-liam-kiii i-sha) . Theemperor
accepteditappointinghimasthenewkingofJibin.TheCefuYuangui(964)says
thatithappenedinthetenthmonthofthetwenty-sixthyearofthateraor738.
Whichevertheproperyearmaybe ,apeacefulshiftofkingshipinJibintookplace
before738/739.
TheKabulShah , calledinTangChinesewusanTeginShah ,retiredforthe
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reasonofhighageandwassucceededbyhissonFulin]isuo. Humbach(1966:
20ff;1983:303-309)rightlyrestoredFulin]isuoas*f(h)romkesaroortheCaesar
ofRome ,basedonhisinterpretationofaBactrianlegendρhrom khcopoonthe
coins. Healsosucceededin:findingamongtheBactrianandPehlevilegendsof
coinstheuorsanofteginuorsanshau(=Kh6rasanTeginShah)andhwr's'nof 匂ln'

hwr's'nmlkwhichareequivalenttowusanoftheTangsources. Takinghishigh
ageintoconsideration ,akingwiththetitleofKh6rasanTeginShahmighthave
longbeenonthethrone.
OnHyech ‘o's visittoGandharain726therewasaTurkishkingwhowasa
KabulShah. ReportedlyKh6rasanTeginShahretiredafewyearsbefore
738/739. TheexistenceofanyotherTurkishKabulShahisnotattestedbefore
thatdate. ThereforeKh6rasanTeginShahshouldbetakenasoneandthesame
kingasHyech'otellsabout.Ontheotherhand ,Hyech'osaysthattheKabulShah
isanuncleofthelabulking.FromthestandpointthattheKabulShahinthetime
ofHyech'oisakingentitledtheKhδrasan TeginShah ,anuncleofthelabulking
ismostlikelytobethesamepersonasthis. Thefatherofthelabulkingandthe
Kh δrasan TeginShaharebrothers. Thefatherofthe]ibinkingatthetimeof
Hyech'o(Kh6rasanTeginShah)isBarhaTeginwhousurpedpowerfromthe
KhingalkingofKapisi. Accordingly , BarhaTegininauguratedtheTurkish
dynastyatKabulafter661andwassucceededbyhisson ,amanprobablylater
entitledtheKh6rasanTeginShah ,sometimelongbefore738/39.
InadditiontotheTangsources , whichallowustoreadahistoryofthe
TurkishShahisinKabulwithaspecialreferencetotheirfraternalrelationshipto
labul , afewMuslimsourcessuchasTabarfandBaladhurfalsoleadustoa
possibleinauguraldateoftheTurkishruleinKabul(Inaba1992).Tabarf(1,2706)
referstoapoliticalmovementofaRtbylinlabulwhowasabrotheroftheKabul
Shah ,sayingthattheKabulShahescapedfromtheRtbylandransouthwardsto
AmIwherehebecamesubjecttotheMuslimarmy. Theauthorsaysithappened
inthetimeofCaliphMu'awiyah(661-680). Sincethiseventwasinbetween
661-680 , Tabarl'sreferencetothefraternalrelationoftheKabulShahtothe
labulkingcoincideswithwhatHyech'orecorded.
BaladhurftellsaboutaseriesofeventsinthesameperiodasTabarfrefersto:
thefallofKabulbyIbnSamurahin665;theKabulShah'srecoveryofKabulin
666;andRtb
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Marquart(1901:38)andRehman(1979:66)doubtthatTabarlcorrectlydescribed
theroleoftheKabulShahwhichtheysayshouldhaveproperlybeenreplacedto
thatoftheRtbyl.
SuchastrangereplacementhasrecentlybeenreexaminedbyInaba. Firstof

all ,helooksforthepossiblecandidatesforTabarl'sKabulShahfromtherelated
sourcesandeventuallygetsthefollowingfour:(1)theKapi 釘Khingal king ,(2)the
kingofGhazna,orZabul,intheDaTangXiyuji ,(3)theTurkishkingof]ibinand
(4)theTurkishkingofZabul. Heeliminatesthemonebyoneinordertogetthe
mostprobablekingforthatshah. Basedonhisconclusion , whichsupports
Baladh l1ri ,hecorrectlyreadsthehistoryofKapi 釘-Kabul-Zabul inthelaterhalfof
theseventhcentury.Accordingtohim ,beforethedeathofMu ‘awiyahin680,the
KabulShahwasdefeatedbyIbnSamurah'sattacksonKabul , yetin666he
successfullyrecoveredKabul. Afterthatsuccessful:fightingatKabul , orafter
666 , somethinghappenedbetweenthebrothers ,theKabulShahandtheRtbyl.
ThentheRtbylescapedfromhisbrothertojointheMuslimpowerinSlstanunder
Salmb.Ziyad ,thesuccessorofIbnSamurahasthegovernorofSlstanwhodied
in670atBa$ra(Baladhurl:147). AccordinglyZiyadwasappointedgovernor
in/after670,theyearbeingtheterminuspostquemofRtbyl'ssubjugationtoZiyad.
After680 , theyearofMu'awiyah'sdeath , theRtbylbecameindependentin
KandaharfromtheyokeoftheMuslimpowerandresidedinthatarea.
CautionshouldbepaidtothefactthattheKabulShahwhorecoveredKabul
isnotnecessarilyoneandthesamepersonastheKabulShahwhowasthebrother
ofRtbyl. Infact , thesetwoKabulShahsdifferfromeachother:theformeris
BarhaTegin;thelatterisKh6rasanTeginShah. TheTurkishkingship
peacefullyshiftedfromBarhaTegintoKhδrasan TeginShah ,aswewilldiscuss
later.
RehmanhasdelvedintodescriptionsbyTabarlandstatesthatwhatTabarl
recordsashavinghappenedinthetimeofMu'awiyahshouldbedealtwithasinthe
timeofYazld ,sinceSalmb.ZiyadwasagovernorinthetimeofYazld(680-683) ,
notofMu'awiyah(661-680). ItisverystrangethatRehmantakesonly
‘Mu'awiyah'asmistakenwithoutexaminingif ‘Salm b.Ziyad'isalso. Infact ,
InabadoesnotacceptRehman'sforcedinterpretation ,pointingoutthatthereisa
possibilitythateven ‘Salmb.Ziyad'mighthavebeenconfusedwithothers ,since
thisnamehist
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power.
Baladhurl(Murgotten1969:149)saysthattheRtbylwasmurderedbyAbu
al-'Afra(wallofSi"stan)in686/687 , whileaccordingtoY‘aqub i", ‘Abd Allahb.
Umayyakilledhim. Inanycase ,Baladhuri"alsosaysthatin693/694theRtbyl
wasfightingagainst‘Abd Allahb.Umayya. TheRtbylwasfightingsevenor
eightyearsafterhavingbeenmurdered! Hencetherearepossiblytwodifferent
Rtbyls:thefirstRtbylbeforetheyearinbetween686/687and693/694andthe
secondRtbylafterthatyear.
SincetheKabulShahandthefirstRtbylwerebrothersinthelatterhalfofthe
seventhcentury ,theKabulShahwasanuncletothesecondRtbyl. Astoldby
Hyech'0 ,atthetimeof726theKabulShahwasanuncletothekingofZabulistan.
ThesecondRtbylcametothethronefollowingthedeathofthefirstRtbylaround
690. SincetheMuslimsourcessaynothingaboutotherenthronementsposterior
tothisdate ,presumablythesecondRtbylwasstillinthepositioninthetimeof
Hyech'o ,havinghisuncleasthekingofKabul. NoChineserecordexistsofany
enthronementinZabulistanuntil720,althoughtheZabulenvoysreachedChangan
in700and701. Onlyin720didtheTangemperorapproveQaradachiEltiibiir
Shiqu'er 誓屈爾(*dhayul >Zabul)asthekingofZabulistan. ProbablyQaradachi
EltiibiirZabulisidenticalwiththesecondRtbyl.
AccordingtotherecordsintheCefuYuangui(Vol.964)asregardsthetenth
monthofthetwenty-sixthyearoftheKaiyuanera(738), EmperorXuanzong
approvedtheappointmentofthesonofShiyu 誓風(Zabu l) asthenewkingof
Zabulwhohadsucceededtohisfather'sthroneathisdeath. Inthisrescriptthe
newkingiscalledRumofuda 如波梯達which canberestoredas*dhawulｭ
fradar>dhawul-fratarakaandmeansGovernorofZabul(accordingtoYutaka
Yoshida). OnthesameoccasionEmperorXuanzongalsoapprovedamanentitled
theRomanCaesartobeasuccessoroftheKhorasanTeginShahinKabul.
WhetherornotKabulandZabulsentajointmissiontotheTangcourtisnotclear
inanyoftheextantTangrecords , yetsuchanimperialrescriptsignificantly
impliesthatKabulandZabulwereagaincloselyrelatedtoeachotherinthethirties
oftheeighthcentury. HerewehaveasthekingofZabultwonames ,Shiqu'erin
the720imperialrescriptandShiyuintheonein738,buttheirpossiblerestorable
formsconvergetoanoriginalwordZabulｫ*dhayul/dhawul). So, Shiqu'eris
identicalwithShiyuandthesecondRtbyl. Other
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Kh6rasanTeginShahalsoretiredlongbefore738. GiventhattheKh6rasan
TeginShahretiredatahighageandthattheKabulShahkeptalongrelationship
withthesecondRtbylasanuncle ,thereisnodoubtthattheKh6rasanTeginShah
istheonlycandidatefortheuncleofthesecondRtbyl. Withthisconclusionwe
cansafelyassigntheKh6rasanTeginShahasthe]ibin(Kabul)kingatthetimeof
Hyech'0andthebrotherofthefirstRtbyl ,whereasthefatheroftheKh6rasan
TeginShahshouldbeBarhaTegin. InanycasetheKh6rasanTeginShahwasa
youngerbrother. TheChinesecharactersusedforunclebyHyech'oarea-shu
阿叔， whichmeansthatheisyoungerthanthefatherofthesecondRtbyl.
Basedonthisconclusionwecanexplainthepoliticalmovementsafterthe
usurpationofBarhaTegin. ThemainreasonwhythefirstRtbylranawayfrom
hisyoungerbrother , theKabulShah , maybehisdefeatinaconflictover
succeedingBarhaTegin ,asInabasurmises. FromKabul ,wheretheKh6rasan
TeginShahgainedvictoryoverhimandascendedtothethrone ,thefirstRtbyl
escapedandsubjugatedhimselftotheArab-Muslimsagainstwhomthesebrothers
hadjointlybeenfighting. Theyoungerbrother'saccessiontothethroneisthe
mostlikelycausefortheescapeofthefirstRtbyl.
Fromachronologicalviewpoint ,hisescapefurtherleadsustoaprobabledate
oftheKh6rasanTeginShah'senthronement.IthappenedsometimeintheYazfd
regime(680-683)orbeforeit , ifonefollowsRehman. Accordingtoanother
interpretation , however ,itmayhavehappenedsometimeintheMu'awiyahregime
(661-680)orbeforeit.AKhingalking , Ghar-ilchi,wasstillinBegramatthetime
ofhisbeingappointedasthegovernor-generalbytheTangemperorin661.
BarhaTeginwasstillunderGhar-ilci. Nousurpationeverhappenedbeforethis
year ,nottomentionadiscordbetweenthebrothers.
AccordingtoBaladhurf(Murgotten1969, II:146ff.), thefirstadventofthe
Arab-MuslimsintoKabulisintheyear665whenIbnSamurahraidedit. Then
theKabulShahrecovereditinthefollowingyear. FromthenontheTurkish
KabulShah ,BarhaTegin ,whowasstillundertheKapi 釘Khingal rule ,mayhave
begunimprovinghismilitarycapacitytoeventuallyupsettheKhingaldynasty.
Therefore ,inbetween666and683aseriesofpoliticalchainreactionshappened ,
suchasBar ・ha Tegin'susurpation , discordbetweenBarhaTeginandthefirst
Rtbylandthelatter'se
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decadesoftheseventhcenturyisattestedarchaeologically , ahypothesisthat
BarhaTegintooktheplaceofaKhingalkingatBegramwherehefurther
developedhispowershasnogrounds. JibinintheTangsourceshastraditionally
beenidentifiedwithKapi 釘since Levi. However ,Jibinafterayearbetween666
and683shouldproperlybedealtwithasKabul.

5.Tow αrdD αting BuddhistMonumentstotheSouthofKabul

Thisconclusionfurtherleadsustoanotherhypothesis ,onefordatingclusters
ofBuddhistmonumentsinShevakiandKamarionthefootoflowerhillstothe
southofKabul. Ineachcasetheremainsarecomprisedofahighstiipaof
cylindricalformsupportedbyasquareplinthandamonasticmoundof
quadrangularplanwithroomsroofedwithdomessupportedbyasquincharchat
eachofthefourcorners. Thestupaisplacedclosetovisitorsfromthenorth ,or
onthenorthernendofeachhilltop ,andthemonasticbuildingisplacedbehindthe
stupa. TheirproximitytoKabulandtheabsoluteabsenceofanyothercitiesand
townsinvitesahypothesisthatKabulmighthavelargelysupportedallthatwas
necessaryforthelivesofthemonksandthemonasticeconomy. Evenifany
villagesmayhaveexistednearby , theydonotseemtohavebeensorichand
lastingastosupplyallnecessitiesforthetemples'activities.Ifthisspeculationis
accepted ,themonumentsshouldbecloselyrelatedtotheriseandfallofKabul.
TheycanthereforebedatedtosometimeafterKabulcameintoprominence
politicallyandeconomically. Mostprobably , beforethemiddleoftheseventh
centuη T theycouldnothaveexisted.

IV.SriShcihiKhitpgala-U(1.(1.iyanaShahi

1.MoreαbouttheAfghanMiαrbles

OfthemarbleBrahmanicalsculpturesfoundintheareasofeastAfghanistan
fromKapi 釘-KabulthroughGardeztoLaghman , onlyafewwerefoundunder
controlledexcavations ,suchastheseatedSiiryaimageandothersdugin1934by
theFrenchArchaeologicalDelegationatKhairKhanainanorthernsuburbof
modernKabul(HackinandCarl1936:PIs.XI-XVIandXXIII ,32)andtheseated
Uma-MahesvaraimageonthebullNandinandotherfragmentarypiecesfoundin
theyearsbetween1970and1978bytheJapaneseArchaeologicalMissionof
KyotoUniversityatTapaSkandar30kmtothenorthofKabul(Kuwayama1972:
Illus.1and1974, Illus.21).Inadditiontothepaucityofregularlyexcavated
sculptures ,onlytheGardezGalJ.esaandtheTapaSkandarUma-Mahesvarabear
inscriptions ,thelatterofwhichisahymndedicatedtotheLordMahesvaraand
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doesnotcontainanycluesforprecisedating(Yamada1972;GuptaandSircar
1972-73;Mirashi1975). Thissituationhasraisedmanydi 血cu 1ties forlocating
thisgroupofsculpturesinaproperchronologicalandhistoricalcontext. Only
becausethesculpturesareBrahmanicalin character , somescholarshave
attributedthemtothetimeoftheHinduShahiswhosupplantedLagatiirman ,the
lastrulerinthelineoftheTurkiShahis ,inthemiddleoftheninthcentury ,ormore
preciselyin843assuggestedbyAbdurRehmanonthebasisofhisinterpretation
oftheHundSlabInscription(1979: 52, 309-316). Whileseveralscholars ,
includingVerardi(1977),havepublishedfromtimetotimeselectedmarblepieces
togivethemtheirowndating ,thematerialavailableuntil1970wasdealtwithas
awholeonlybythepresentwriter(1976).Accordingtothatanalysis ,allofthe
marblesculpturescarryacommonartistictraditionwhichispartlysharedwith
contemporaryexamplesofBuddhistart. Thecommoncharacteristicsbetween
thetwodifferentgroupsofreligioussculpturescangivetothewholegroupof
marble Brahmanical sculptures a seventh-eighth century chronological
framework ,theroughlylatterhalfofwhichcoversthereignsoftheTurkiShahis
fromthepointofviewofthepoliticalhistoryoftheKabulValleys. This
frameworkexcludesthepossibilityofattributingthemtothetimeoftheHindu
Shahis.
ThediscussiondidnotdirectlyaddressthequestionwhethertheAfghan
marblepiecesarecomparablewithotherBrahmanicalsculpturesproducedinthe
geographicalproximityoftheKabulValleys. ArecentsuggestiongivenbyJ.
Siudmakinapersonalcommunicationcanbeappreciatedinthisconnection:the
pentagon-shapedmuktaoftheTapaSkandarMahesvaraevidentlyshowsaclose
similaritywiththecentralheadoftheSivaTrimiirtifromPandrethanintheSri
PratapSinghMuseum , Srinagar ,whichis,accordingtohim,datedtothefirsthalf
oftheseventhcentury(Siudmak1989:Fig.8). Hissuggestionhasledmeto
investigatefurthertherelationshipbetweensomeoftheAfghanmarblesandthe
stonesculpturesfromPandrethanwheresimilaritiesseemcloserthanatother
precinctsaroundSrinagar. DecorativeelementssimilartothoseoftheTapa
SkandarUrnaandtheTagaoDurgacannowbepointedoutonthecrownsoftwo
suchstonesculpturesasaPadmapaniandaSaivitedeityinthesamemuseum
(Siudm
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inKabul , isthemoreimportantforprovidingasignpostfortherelative
stratigraphyofthegroupofabouttwodozensculpturesrevealedineast
Afghanistan. Thisshortnotespecificallyconcernsitselfwiththenamesofaking
intheinscriptionofthisstatue. Thekingturnsouttobechronologically
significantintheeighthcenturystratumwhendealtwithinrelationtoother
relevanthistoricalfactors.

2.TheGα 1J， esα Inscripti on

Specialattentionwasdrawntotheinscriptionwhenitwasfirstmadepublicin
thecyclostyledcopyofthePreliminaryRφort oftheIndianArch αeological

DelegationωA 危hanistan byT.N.RamachandranandY.D.Sharma. Thesame
statueandinscriptionwerelaterpublishedbyTucciatthebeginningofhis
missiontoSwatinthefootnotesofhisarticleentitled‘Preliminary Reportonan
ArchaeologicalSurveyinSwat'whichappearedinEastandWest,Vol.9,No.4.
Thestatuehasstrikingimportanceforthetwo-lineAcute-AngledBrahmi
inscriptioninSanskrit(Fig.4)onthepolisheduppermostpartofitsplinth ,which
wasreadbyTucciinthatreportbasedonaphotographprovidedbyFernando
Scorretti. Areproductionofhisinterpretationfollows:

1.Orp.sarp.vatsarea$tatamesam8jye$tha-masa-sukla-pak$a-tithauttrayodasyarp.
sudi10-3rik$evi 弱khe subhesirp.heci..
2..mahat-prati$thapitamidarp.mahavinayakaparamabhattaraka-maharajadhirajaｭ
srf-$ahikhi rp.galo ・tyana-$ahipadai[ 1). ](FloralMark)

Theinscriptionstates , accordingtoTucci , thatthisgreatandbeautiful
MahclvimlyakawasconsecratedbytherenownedShclhiking ,theillustriousShclhi
Khiqlgala , Parama-bhattclraka-mahclrcljcldhirclja, onthe13thoftithiofthewhite
fortnightofjye~tha underthenαk~atra Visakhaandthelagnaofthelionintheyear
eight. Tucciespeciallyremarksthatitisimpossibletoknowtowhicherathis
inscriptionrefers ,buthethinksthatthecharactersseemtobeoftheendofthe
fifthandthebeginningofthesixthcenturies. Stimulatingishiscautiousreading
ofthename0かana (U<;l<;liyclna),attachedtothenameofthekingKhiqlgalainthe
lastline.ThisisimportantnotonlyasthefirstinscribedmentionofU<;l<;liyclnabut
alsothefirstmentionofaking'snameinthatcountry. Tuccithinksthereading
isnotabsolutelysure , evenwiththesupportofDr.B.Ch.Chhabra , yetof
considerableinterestishowandwhetherSriShclhiKhiqlgalaisrelatedwith
similarnamesknownfromcertaincoins(DevaShclhiKhiIigi[la])(Cunningham
1962: 265 , 278-279 , PI. VII , fig.11)andintheRajatara 宛:gi ηf (Khiqlkhila
NarendrcldityaI)(Stein1900:I , 52,TaraIiga347).Tuccifindsnoplausiblereason
todissociatethekingintheinscriptionfromthoseonthecoinsandinthat
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2

Fig.4.TheGardezGaJ).esaInscription.AnInkRubbing.

2

Kashmirichronicle.
D.C.Sircaralsoreadtheinscription ,basedonthephotographattachedtothe
originalreport ,anddissentedfromTucci'sviewatseveralpoints(Sircar1963:
44-47). Firstofall, hethinksthatthecharactersbelongtotheSiddhamab;ika
alphabetofthesixthortheseventhcenturyandthattheinscriptionisclearlynot
muchlaterthanthemiddleoftheseventhcentury:theuseofthetripartiteform
oftheletterywasnoticedineasternIndiainsuchearlyseventhcentury
inscriptionsasthePatiakellaplateofSambhuyasas(dated602)andtheDubiplates
ofBhaskaravarman(c.600-650)andinRajasthanrarelyinlateseventhcentury
epigraphsliketheDhulevplateofBhettidatedintheHarshayear73(=A.D.679).
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Hisreadingfollows:

1. [siddham] [牢 II] sa[11J.]vatsare a$tatamesa11J. 8jye$tha-masa-sukla-pak$aｭ
tilau(thau)ttrayodasya11J.su-di10 ・3ji(ri)k[$]evi 釘khe subheSi11J.[he]ci[traka]
2.mahatprati$thapitamida11J.maha-vinayakaparamabhattaraka-maharcljadhirajaｭ
sri- 詞hi ・Khi 11J.galautyata-$ahi-padai[ 1) ](FloralMark)

Sircardelvedintoseveraldifferentpointsoftheinscription ,amongwhichone
ofthemorecrucialisthelastpassagecontainingTucci's0か'anaandtheShahiking
Khiqlgala. HerevisedthereadingofthelatterasKhiqlgala ,rightlypointingout
thatthevowel-markwiththeletterIshouldbeau,neitherainorδ. Accordingto
him , moreover ,thetwoaksarasfollowing!aucanbereadas かata， not わlana， since
theletternwhichonlyappearsinthewordvinayakahastheleftandrightlower
limbsengravedshorterthanthoseoftwhichoccursseveraltimesinthesame
inscription. HencehehasdoubtsaboutTucci'sUddiyanaassociatedwithaShahi
king.
HemaintainsthattherewasnoKhin:tga1otyanafjahibutKhiqlga1aOtyata
ShahiandthatOtyatawasasecondnameofKhiqlgala , probablyatitlenot
connectedwiththeterritoryoverwhichheruled.Hegivessuchsimilarinstances
intheGilgitmanuscriptsasPatδladeva-shahi VajralityaNandin , Srl-Deva-Shahi
SurendravikramalityaNanda(Nandin), andShahanushahiPat6la-shahiSrl-navaｭ
SurendralityaNandideva ,allofthembearingdoublenamesandhavingruledover
theDaradacountη T intheuppervalleysoftheKishangangaintheseventh
century. Althoughthepossibilitystillexiststhattheimageitselfwascarried
fromtheSwatValleytoGardez ,Sircaristhereforescepticaloftheexistenceof
anyShahisofSwatwhomighthaveoccupiedtheGardezregionwithinthe
dominionsoftheShahisofKapisiorKabul ,probablythestrongestamongstthe
ShahihousesifanyShahihouseactuallyruledthere.
TheproblemofthedateofthekingwasfurtherdealtwithbyM.K.Dhavalikar
(1971:331-336). HedoesnotfindanyreasonfortheidentificationofKhiqlkhila
NarendralityaintheRiijatara 舟gi ηfwiththekingKhiqlgalaforthereasonthatthe
latterisexplicitlyrecordedasaShahiking. YetheinclinestoidentifyKhiqlgala
withtheissuerofthosecoinsbearingthelegendKhi 白ga[la] orKhingi[la]whom
VincentSmithascribedtotheendofthefifthcentury(1906:PI.XXVII ,Fig.1).
Dhavalikardoesnotgiveanydefinitedatetothekingoftheinscription ,agreei
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Afghanistan.

3.ANewInterpretl αtion oftheInscription

Duringthethirdcampaignin1974oftheexcavationsatTapaSkandar ,Ihad
achancetovisittheDargahPirRathanNathinKabulwiththeguidanceofa

HinduclerkintheGoshohCompanyinthatcity. Thestatueinquestionhad
temporarilybeenremovedforrelocationwithinthetempleandwasatthattime

standingfreeagainstawall. Thatniceopportunityallowedmetomakeagood

inkrubbingoftheinscription(Fig.4). IrenderedacopyoftherubbingtoProf.

Hide'akiNakataniwhoprovidedthefollowingdetailedreadingforwhichmy

thanksaredue.Hisreadingenabledus ,againstSircar ,toidentifythenameofthe
kingaskhin:tgdlauqiyana.Headmitstherearemanymistakesintheinscriptionof
eitherengraverorwritersuchastheabsenceofahorizontalstrokeintheletters
thoftithauand ダof タf. Further , thewordsa~(atame ， jy 向(ha ， rik~e ， viダfikhe ，

mahavinayak ，α and ραramabha((erak. α shouldhavebeenengravedasa~(ame ， か向(ha ，

rk~e ， vaisakhe , mahavinayakan:tandρα ramabha((arak，αrespectively. Themost

seriousmistakeisa~(a-tame thatseemstoexposealowlevelofknowledgeabout

Sanskritinsuchalandofmleccha.
1.sarp.vatsarea~tatame sarp.8jye~tha-masa・sukla-pak~a-tithauttrayodasyarp.sudi
10-3rik 符 VI釘khe subhesirp.he[citra-]
2. [-ke] mahat prati$thapitam idarp. maha-vinayaka paramabhatterakaｭ
maharajadhiraja-sri-$ahi セhi rp.gala u<;lyana -$ahi-padai1).

Histranslationfollows:
Onthethirteenthdayofthebrighthalfofthemonthof]ye$tha, the[lunar]
mansionbeingtheVisakha,attheauspicioustimewhenthezodiacalsignLionwas
brightonthehorizon(lagna), intheyeareight, thisgreat[image]ofthe
Mahavinayakawasconsecratedbythesupremelord,thegreatking,thekingof
thekings,thesrf~ahi Khirp.gala,thekingofO(lyana.
AccordingtoNakatani ,closesttothescriptofthisinscriptionasawholeare
thestylescalledbySanderasthesecondGilgit-Bamiyantypeandthose

representedbythefirsthalf , orthemedicalpart , oftheBauerManuscripts ,
usuallyassignedtotheearlierhalfofthesixthcentury. Thelatterisaforerunner

oftheGilgit-BamiyanTypeIIwhichlaterdevelopedintotheSaradascriptsandis

datedbySanderherselftothetimebetweenthesixthandthetenthcenturies
(Sander1968). TheGaJ;esainscriptionincludesscriptsrelatedtoeachofthese

styles. Toreviewpreviousdatings , palaeographicallyTuccithoughtthatthe
III
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SircarandPetechtothestylesoflettersofthisinscriptionthereforeallfallinthe
earlierpartofSander'schronology.

However , thereareseveralelementsthatseemtoconvergetowardsalater
date. OneistheformoftheletterywhichwastheonlyreasontakenupbySircar
forhisdating.Nakatanifindsaformsimilartothisletteroftheinscriptioninthe
manuscriptspreservedinBuddhistmonasteriesinJapanand ,basedontheBonji
Kich δShi ηδShusei (1980),hebelievesitattributabletotheeighthcentury.
Themostimportantpointfordatingisthesatrlvat. Thereadersofthe
inscriptionsuchasSircarandPetechtaketheyeareightastheregnalyearofthe
king. Althoughthereisnoparticularreasonforoustingtheiridea ,onemaybe
allowedtosupposethepossibilitythatthesatrlvateightisreferrabletoeitherthe
VikramaEraortheLaukika(theSastra)Era ,theactualdatebeingshortenedtoa
singledigit. SincethestatueitselfstylisticallyfitswellwithotherBrahmanical
sculpturesofeastAfghanistanintheseventhandtheeighthcenturiesas
demonstratedelsewhere(Kuwayama1976),thecandidatesfortherealyearunder
theVikramaEramightbeeither608or708,whichwouldinturnbeidenticalwith
A.D.665and765respectivelyreckonedfromthevernalequinoxof57B.C. If
reckonedonthebasisoftheLaukikaEra ,thepossibleyearmightbeeither3708 ,
whichisequaltoA.D.632/633(=3708-3076/3075) ,or3808 ,whichisidenticalto
A.D.732/733(=3808-3076/3075).

4.ShiihiofUtJ tJiyiin α

Accordingtothenewreadingprovidedintheprevioussection , SriShahiｭ
Khirpgalaboretheepithet04yanaShahi , i.e. ,ShahiofU44iyana ,towhichTucci
firstreferred. ThehypothesisofPetech , whoacceptedSircarandattributed
Otyatatoalocal , derivativeformofapersonalname , Udayaditya , nowneeds
revision(Petech1988:187-189).
ThekingbearingthenameSriShahiKhirpgalaintheinscriptionisadefinite
personalityintheeighthcentury ,perhapsoneoftheTurkiShahisintheKabul
Valley ,ortheKabulShahis. Judgingfromthestylesofthelettersusedinthe
inscription ,wehaveproposedabovethepossibilitythattheinscriptionitselfis
attributabletosometimelaterthanthedatesproposedbyTucciandSircar , i.e. ,to
theseventhoreventheeighthcenturyand ,ifthesa ηwat eightbelongedtooneof
theaforesaideras ,SriShahiKhirpgalacouldhaveconsecratedtheGalJ.esaimage
ineitherA.D.665or765,bytheVikramaEra ,orineitherA.D.632/633orA.D.
732/733 ,bytheLaukikaEra. Withthisinmindthelast ,butnotleastimportant ,
discussionfollowsinsupportofdatingthekingandhisGa 早esa statuetotheeighth
centu 巧人
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ChineseTangrecordsrevealthattheyear719isapparentlytheyearofthe
firsttributeoftheTurkishkingofJibinwhomtheemperoroftheTangDynasty ,
Kaozong, approvedonthisoccasionastheQaradachiTeg: 仇， anewTurkish0血ci al

titlesignifyingonewhoassumescontroloverthecountry. Asdiscussedearlier ,
thisTurkishtitle ,neverfoundonkingsofJibinbeforehim, indicatesapolitical
eventwhichmighthavebeentheusurpationintheyearsbetween661(thelatest
dateoftheexistenceofakingintheKhingalline)and719(ref.p.14f.).From719
on,theJibinkingsappearintheTangrecordswiththeTurkishtitles.Apparently
twentyyearsafter719,in738,aJibinkingwiththeTurkishtitleKhδrasan Tegin
ShahsentanenvoytotheTangcourttoreportthathisson , entitledRoman
Caesar , hadsucceededhimsincehehadbecametooold. TheKh6rasanTegin
Shah ,soagedin738,musthavebeenthefirstTurkishrulerandtheusurper. He
isidentifiablewithBarhaTeginofBiriiniand‘aye'ofHyech'o.Volume198ofthe
]iuTangshuandVolume99oftheTangHuiyaotellthatinJibinthekingRoman
CaesarwassucceededbyhissonBofuzhun(勃旬準 *buar-biuk-tsiuen) in745and
thatinthesameyeartheTangemperoradmittedBofuzhuntobethekingruling
overbothJibinandWuchang. EvidentlyWuchangisUcJcJiyana. These
documentsundoubtedlytellthatthekingofJibinadditionallyheldtheseatof
UcJcJiyanaShahi.
Asmentionedearlier ,SircardoubtedwhethertheShahiofSwatreallyexisted
andifheoccupiedtheGardezregionwithinthedominionsoftheShahisofKapisi
orKabul , probablythestrongestamongtheShahihouses. ReallyUcJcJiyana
scarcelyappearsonthehistoricalstagewhichcanbetracedinChinese0伍cial

documentsrecordedbytheTangcourt. Theonlyexceptionistheirfirsttribute
in642totheTangcourtofEmperorTaizong'sregime(CefuYu αngui ， Vol.970).
ThesecondandlastreferencetoUcJcJiyanainChinesedocumentsisthe
establishmentoftheKabulShahi'sruleofthatcountryin745orjustbeforethat
year. Ifwetakethisfactintoconsideration , wedonotneedtothinkthatthe
ShahiofUcJcJiyanaintheinscriptionwasanindependentShahiotherthanthe
TurkiShahiinKabulasSircarsupposed. Wearethereforeallowedtoconsider
thefollowingtwopossibilitiesinrelationtothekingintheinscription:SriShahi
Khi:qlgala ,theShahiofUcJcJiyana ,is(1)identicalwithBofuzhunor(2)oneofthe
T
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wetakethefirstcaseasright ,thenameBofuzhunwouldpossiblybeaTurkish
titlesinceitisnotphoneticallycomparablewithKhirp.galaintheinscription ,and
supposedKhirngala-BofuzhunmayhaveinstalledthemarbleMahavinayakaimage
asthekingofUo.o.iyanatwentyyearsafterhisaccession. Inthiscase ,weareleft
withoutanycluetopositivelyidentifytheKabulShahcalledKhinkhi1orKhinjil
-whomYぜqfib i" mentionsascontemporarywithAI-Mahdi(775-785)-withSri"
ShahiKhirp.gala,ShahiofUo.o.iyana.ThequestionwhetherKhinkhilisidentical
withKhirngala-Bofuzhunwouldsimplydependonhowlongthelatterwasonthe
throne. Thereis, however ,noclueforthedurationofhisrule. Thedocuments
ontheWesternRegionsrecordedbytheTangcourtrefertotwofurthermissions
ofKabul-Gandharain748and753andeventuallyendwiththearrivalatChangan
in758ofthreeBuddhistmonksfromKabul-Gandhara ,CentralIndiaandKashmir.
InthesedocumentsthereisnomentionofthenameofakinginKabul-Gandhara.
TheonlyotherdocumentonKabul-Gandharathatisleftfortheperiodinquestion
isthenarrativeofWukongwhotravelledtoKabul , GandharaandKashmir
between753and764,butitalsosaysnothingoftheking'sname ,althoughsome
oftheBuddhistprecinctsinKapisiandGandharathathadbeenvisitedby
Xuanzangmorethanacenturybeforehimwerereferredto. Lastly ,iftheyear
eightdidrepresenttheregnalyearasSircarandPetechstated ,thestartingpoint
wouldbetheyearofBofuzun'saccessiontothethrone.

V.JibinintheSuiTime

TheIIα ngshusaysthatEmperorYangdioftheSuiDynastywasdisappointed
athearingoftheabsenceof]ibindespiteenvoysarrivingfrommorethanthirty
othercountriesoftheWesternRegionforcommercialpurposesonimperial
invitation.Leviprovesthat]ibinintheTangperiodisKapisl. If]ibinmentioned
aboveisKapisi , becauseitisincludedintheparagraphfromtheTangshu , the
paragraphdoesnotsquarewithallothersourceswhichclearlyrefertothearrival
ofenvoysfromCao(Kapisi)duringtheDaye 大業era (605-617). ]ibininthis
paragraphisacountrywhichwascalledinsuchawayintheSuiperiod. So]ibin
intheSuiperioddiffersfrom]ibinintheTang.Ananswertothisproblemisalso
givenbyXuanzang. Heclearlyannotates , attheendoftheWulashi 烏刺戸

country , thatKasmirawaspreviouslycalled]ibin , whichisacorruptformof
]iashim i1uo 迦潔蒲羅(Kasmira).
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