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Three further Collections of Ancient Manuscripts from Central Asia. —  Ha 

A. F. R udolf Hohrule, C.I.E.. P h .D.

(With 24 Platk)
Rinoe the publication iu this Journal < in 18911 of my account, of 

the Weber Manuscripts, three further collections or Central Asian 
Manuscripts have been placed in my hands by the Foreign Department 
of the Government of India. T received them iu April 1895, November 
1895, aud December 1S96, respectively.

1. Fraosients. (Plate 1.)
I he first of the three collections consists of mere scraps of 

manuscripts. A preliminary account of these was published by me in 
the Proceedings of this Society for May 1895 (paguB 84, 85). They had 
been presented to Mr. Macartney, the British Agent. i»i Kashgar l»y 
the Manager of the Climese Foreign Commerce in that town, Mr.
Macartney sent thorn to Sir A. Talbot, K.O.I.K., the British Hesitant 
in Knfmir, who forwarded them to the Foreign Office in Simla, which 
made them over to me. In the same wajq 1 may limp add, the other 
two collections pLmiuimjoyipt| have cojuc into my bands.

1 he Foicigrf Ofliort tetter, of the 280 March 1895, forwarding to 
me the fragments, simply stated that they bad been dug out in Karhar.
On my roqnfsl for further particulars, Mr. Maoartuey very kindly- 
forwarded fu be “ the translation of a letter received in Kashgar on 
the 7t.li Deeiimbur 1894, from Lew. Amban of Kucbur, to Tsiug,
Manager of the Foreign Commerce Office in Kashgar.” This letter , 
be added, contained ,nll the information he was tilde to afford with 
reference to my roquet - Thr letter runs rs follows:—

“ I hgva received your letter, dWirlftg mn'to rmp'i ire whether 
there areVwy .mured Tibetan Mnntisreipts In tffiHamlly of Timur 
Bog. 1 losfc.no time in summoning him. tin stated that, lie had 
«0 such manuscripts, but t hat, some people hail, several veins ago,

* See dillo-ant, As. Sk . Vol. LX 11, p. t It. ) i  i
U-;
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1 11 o sorne out from a big mound situated at the west of the oily 
[Kuchar], and almost 5 H [slightly over a mile] from it, and that 
as this took place a long time ago, the documents had now either 
been sold or burnt. I also went in person to make an inspection 
of the mound which was about 10 chuny [approximately 100 feet] 
iu height and of about the same dimension in circumference. As 
people had already been digging there, a cavity was seen, which, 
however, had fallen in. I hired 20 men to dig under proper super
vision. After two months’ work, they only dug out- a parcel of 
torn paper and torn leaves with writing on them. I now forward 
this to yon. If afterwards I discover any person possessing such 
manuscripts I shall again communicate with you.”
The locality of the find, indicated in this letter, as I shall show 

further on {infra, p. 28), appeal's to be the same as that from which tho 
7lower MSS. and the Weber MSS. have been recovered.

Specimens of the fragments, which constitute this collection, are 
shown on Plate I in full size. It will be seen that they arc the merest 
scraps of manuscripts. There is none among them of any larger size 
than ti«o largest shown in the plate. Of course, the most legible 
specimens have been selected for exhibition, though even among them 
there are some which are only legible with the greatest difficulty. But 
their interest lies not so much in what they contain, as in the various 
types of character in which., and the material, on which they are 
written.

Tho material of tho fragments is of three different kinds: palm- 
h'uf, hi roll-bark, and paper. The fragments of palm-loaf arc shown 
under No. J : they are all that were found in the collection. Those 
of birch-bark are shown under No. 11 : there are four more which 
have not been figured. The whole of the remainder are scraps of 
paper. It will he noticed that the paper is of several very distinct 
vapjeti.-s, from a very brown and hard (No. 7X) to a very white 
', ' " 1 soft, (No. XII )  kind. The latter, like the paper of some of the 
Weber MSS. is ooafeil with a f hick sizing of pvpsum.

The following in a summary of the collection:__
No. I. palm-loaf. II pieces 
„  Tl, hirch-bark, 13

III, paper, 13 ,,
„ IV, do. .1 „

V. VI, do. 8 „
VII, do. 10 „

VIII, do. 2 „
IX, do. 25 „

311



r  s
Central Asian Manuscripts. 3 I

No. X, paper 20 pieces.
„ X [, do. 36 „
„  XII, do. 9 „

Total 115 pieces
Quito irrespective of tlio material, these fragments are inscribed 

with two quite distinct types of Brahinl character, viz., Northern Indian 
(Gupta.) and what I liavo called in my paper on the Weber MSS*
Central Asian* To the former division belong Nos. I, IT, III (with the 
exception of piece No. IIIc), V, VI, VII, V llf  (probably), and XI. Of 
these No. I is of palm-leaf, No. II of birch-bark, and the others of 

. paper. To the Central Asian division belong Nos. IV, IX, X and XII.
Tlio best test-letters for distinguishing the North-Indian from the 
Central A-sian are the superscribed vowels £ arid at. Those, in the 
Central Asian, are made in the form of an almost perpendicular stroke 
with a slight top-curvature to the rigid,2 3 while for the short vowel i the 
same form is used which the North-lndian uses fore. Hence what is £ 
in the North-Jndiau, is i in the Central Asian. Regarding the time when 
those Central Asian forms of £ and ni originated, 1 may offer tlio 
following suggestions. In the Northern Indian Gupta, at a certain 
time, the tendency shows itself, to give to the usual superscribed curve 
of a a serpentine form. This form may bo seen on one of ilu- Godfrey 
MSS., on Plate IT, leaf II, reverse, lino 3, in the word manats, while the 
usual form occurs just below in gh£s£. Now by straightening the 
serpentine line, but preserving the upward curve, at the left end, 
the Central Asian form of e is produced. The serpentine line was a 
mere artistic fancy in vogue at a certain time, but I believe it eventual I v 
led to the evolntiou of the Central Asian forms of e and ai. A look at 
Professor JJiihler’s Table IV (cofinrati NIT-X1X) in bis TuJian Puttw- 
graphy* shows t hat the period during which the fashion of • writing tlio 
serpentine forms of &, ai, 6, an prevailed in Northern India with regard 
to engraved documents was the 6th and 7tli centuries A.D. For manu
scripts the fashion mast have commenced much earlier. Manuscripts, 
therefore, showing that fashion cannot fee Well dated later than the 6th 
century A.D , and may be placed the earlier, tin* more sporadic fcho 
observance of the fashion shows itself. $0 that period, Ray th*-fourth 
or fifth century A.D., may bo refoirod the evolution of tlio Central Asian 
forms of medial 6 and ut\ See also tlio remarks, infra, p. 45.

2 See Journal, As. Sot. Dengol., Vol. LXH, 4.
5 The eauie is thu case, of i.-iurfe, with the Biiporapiibci vowels f> ami on • only 

with them, from the nature of tlio Case, the diminution iu not u ultuuly muikad.
* Iu thw Ii icgtlope<l.'j <>f Jn^o-Aryan iU *.» .V
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x ^ ?? .fs^y  An equally good test-letter is the aksara )«a. The Central Asian 
form of it is made in two distinct divisions : an open square (like the 
ordinary Brahmi pa) above and a horizontal line below. On the other 
hand the North-Iudian (Gupta) form consists only of an open square, 
the left- side of which is serpentine. The two forms can be distinctly 
seen and compared in IVa* (mi Central Asian) and VII3 (ma Northern 
Indian).6 It will be noticed here that the Central Asian form origi
nated by prolonging the dent of the left perpendicular line of the 
North-Indian form so far as to touch its right perpendicular line.

Another minor test is the general slant of the writing in Central 
Asian, contrasted with the upright writing of the Northern Indian ; this, 
however, makes itself not so apparent in single letters or words as in 
a whole page, where the difference of the two types of Brahmi characters 
forces itself at once on one’s attention. There are other minor points 
of difference between the two types : thus the medial long d, made by a 
long horn-like projection or curve as in hd (V illa 1), td (IXa4, IXc*), 
jro(IV V ), yd (III d\Kl i>5).

A farther good test is the form of ya, which in the Northern 
Indian i* distinctly tridental, whence it passes, throngh an intermediate, 
into the modern square form. Iu the Central Asian, on the other 
hand, the old tridental form of ya gradually passes into a bi-annular 
form. It is particularly to be noted, as a land-mark for chronological 
purposes, that the Northern Indian intermediate form only existed for a 
comparatively short time. It first appears in engraved documents about 
370 A.D., ahd disappears again about 540 A.D.6 It lasted in rontld 
numbers for (say) 200 years, and was only used in conjunction with the 
superscribed vowels e, ai, 6, an. It was clearly an attempt at producing 

more convenient cursive form. It consisted iu the closure of the Jeft 
side of the trident, producing an irregular circlet. By the gradual 
broadening of this circlet, and the concurrent atrophy of the right side 
of .tiie trident, the modern form of ya was produced. The latter is 
practically dominant in Northern India from (say) (5Q0 A.D, It is 
, ai""-; I" observe that the subscribed conjunct ya passed through a 
very similar courso of evolution, though several centuries earlier than 
11" noii-conjunct ya. There the process occurred in the 1st and 2nd 
centuries A.D., the period being also about 200 years, and there was 
also the same intermediate form of ya. An instance of Ibo latter is 
given by Prof. BUlilcr, from the 1st century A.D., iu Date III (Column

6 Raised numhers indicate linen. Thus JVa* menus the socondtine on fragment 
a, belonging to Mo. Inn Pluto I.

6 detailed proof in my paper on the (Into of the Dower MS. in Journal,
A*. Sor. bony.. Vol. LX, pp. bli, ft.

210
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-w line 42). The tridental form maintained itself sporadically in the 
2nd century, but from the 3rd century (say, 300 A.D.) the final square 
form is dominant. In Central Asia a somewhat similar evolution, 
though in another direction, took place. Both sides of the original - 
trident followed a tendency to close up and become irregular' circlets ; 
the left side, first; the right side, later on ; till at last the whole form 
became a combination of two circlets. In this manner the Central 
Asian form of ya became in appearance very much like the ancient 
form of the numeral figure 10.

Tlio fragments, shown on Plate I, afford a useful means of study 
of the gradual evolution of the Central Asian type of the Braluni 
characters. Thus in general appearance the Central Asian piece Hid is 
hardly distinguishable from the surrounding Northern Indian pieces 
Ilia  to IIP). But No. Hid is known by its distinct Central Asian i 
and mo. Compare, for example, ni in Illd6 with ri in III/i; also in in 
ll ld “ with mya in Iil/h  So also in general appearance the Cen
tral Asian piece, No. IV, closely resembles the Northern Indian 
pieces No. V lfut; but the former can InT distinguished as Central 
Asian by the forms of its 8 and mo. Observe; e g., re in IVs ; also 

. compare mi in IVs with mo in Vlft* and m in V ila '. By ‘ general 
appearance ’ I mean principally the absence of the characteristic slant c 
hut note also tho presence still of the tridental form of yn, e.g., in yS 
H id6 and IVs. Here, then, we have two examples of: tho beginning 
divergence of tho Control Asian from the Northern ludiau, shown 
in two quite distinct handwritings.

i The next step of the evolution we have in No. IX, The general 
.appearaneo is still upright; but note the characteristic forms of ya in 
IX(d and IX r . which are no more tridental, the left side having boon 
closed up into a circlet (the whole resembling the old numeral 10),
Note also the ohuracteristio forms of 8 and m in ma IXi», mo IXn1, rf 
I X 1. ,-t paanm. A further step in advance is shown in No. X.
Here the general slant is already clearly marked ; compare this No. with 
No. VII by its side. Note also the distinctive Central Asian yu m Xa‘ ,
Xc .7 (exactly like tho numeral 10), S In p8 Xr*. t/6 Xri, A/w. Xd*, o in 
In Xa\ in in XIA As to the form of m, No. X shows a curious further 
development in closing the top of the ordinary Central Annin form of 
this letter. This is the only case in which 1 have hitherto noticed this 
very peculiar form of the Central Asian in. On comparing (his piece 
with Part VI of the Weber MSS. (Jrmimil, .Is. Soc. Jhng.. 1,XU, plate 
II, fig. 2 i it will be observed that they are both written j„ exactly 
the same handwriting : the only difference is in the form of m. Pari VI 
of the Weber MSS. showing the usual Central Asian hum of that

’ Gov \
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:,,letM:v. The last step of the evolution is reached in No. XII, which 

shows all the characteristics of the Central Asian type of Brahmi, just 
like Part IX of the "Weber MSS. {ibidrrm, Plate III, fig. 3-5); hut note 
especially the full biannular form of ya in yd XII65, also the angular 
form of dha in XII63.

I proceed to notice some details of this collection of fragments.
No. I. This is written on palm-leaf, in a very neat, clear, and 

careful hand, so that it is a pity that not more has been preserved 
of the manuscript. The characters arc of the Northern Indian Gupta 
class, and their type indicates a rather early Gupta period. The 
letter ya is used in its tridental form ; even the intermediate form is 
absent; see yd, yai in I, A3, ye in It3. The superscribed conjunct r is 
formed within the line, see rda W , rtla Icb A date before 350 A.D. 
suggests itself. There is nothing in the fragments to indicate the size 
of the leaves, or the extent and contents of the work. The fragment Zi, 
however, shows the nnmber 2 on its margin, which would seem to 
indicate it as the remnant of the second leaf.

No. II. These fragments are written on birch-bark and might be of 
a work of the same age as the Bower MSS. From the style of the 
characters they might, indeed, be fragments of that work, though there 
is nothing in them to indicate the nature of the work to which they 
may have belonged. Fragment ITr is written in a larger hand than the 
others, and probably bolouged to a separate work.

No. 111. All these fragments arc written on paper. The live 
pieces a, b ,c ,e , f  aro written in Northern Indian Gupta, while piece 
d is written in Central Asian. The latter, therefore, belonged to a 
work quite different from the others. But the handwriting in the, 
pieces a and b is a little different from that in the pieces c, c, f ; 
and these two sets, therefore, may have belonged to two different 
manuscripts, thongli their purport is the same: they treated of 
spoils. Pieces a and b aro still connected with the original thread ; 
and other pieces of thread which I received together with this 
collection °f fragments are shown in the centre of the Plate r 
wonld place the date of the manuscript to which, pieces a and b be- 
louged early in the oth century, contemporary with the Bower MS., 
on account of their showing the intermediate form of ya in ya Til „,8 
But it must be noted that the tridental form also occurs in im 1U c.3 
The superscribed conjunct r is formed within the line; see rani III 

» No. IV. Written on thin paper, in bold and eloni- Central \-i .u
of a very early type, as shown by the tridental form of ya, and the 
straight, form of the medial a in umka, line 1. Both forms point In a 
dole not later than (say) 150 A IT. The curious appendage to Lire foot
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\^^o|^fciioiM2ontal stroke of a, h, r and su is worth noting. Its iutoution.
^''of'coursG, is to delimit that stroke.

Nos. Y  ahd VI. These two fragments, both on paper and in 
Northern Indian, seem to me to bo the most archaic looking in the 
collection.

No. VII. In Northern Indian and on paper. Piece a shows the old 
numeral 3 in the third line.

No. VIII. On paper and in Northern Indian. In hardly legible 
condition. The large letter lu on piece b possibly indicates the numeral 
30, though its position in the lower right-hand corner is not the usual 
one for pagination.

No. IX. On brown paper, and in Central Asian in a large, 
bold hand and of a somewhat later type than No. IV. Piece d shows a 
numeral figure on the margin, which I take to be 0. Piece h shows 
the numeral figure for 90 and below it that for 2.7 This fact shows this 
piece to be the remnant of the 92nd leaf of some largo work of an 
unknown character.

No. X. On paper, and in Central Asian Nagnri of exactly the 
same type as in Part VI. of the Weber MSS. The original breadth of the 
leaf is shown by piece c, which measures about 2J inches, and shows that 
there arc eight lines to the pago, the top and bottom linos nearly touching 
the margins. The leaves of Part VI of the Weber MSS., measure 2 f 
inches in breadth, aud there are only soven lines on a page. Moreover, 
ns already stated (ante, p. 5) the letter m is formed differently in the two 
manuscripts. Alt these circumstances prove sufficiently that our frag
ment cannot liavo belonged to that Part VI, which contains an ancient 
Sanskrit kora or vocabulary. On the other hand.' from the occurrence,' 
in Xc6, of the phrase padau vanditvd, it seems probable that the subject 
of this manuscript was the same as that of Set la of the Macartney 
MSS.8 and Parts V  and VII of the Weber MSS.

No. XI. On thin paper, and in Northern Indian Gupta of an early 
type, as shown by the absence of the intermediate form of ya in yc Xhi8 
mid yd X la8 and X ld6. It. may bo referred to tho 4-th century A.P.
Noteworthy are the curious elongated forms of medial ? and sub
scribed y.

No. XII. On soft, white paper, thickly (routed with a white sizing , 
written in fully developed Central Asian, of the same type an in Part IX 
of t.be Weber MSS. *

1 Of fho second stroke of 1 only a minute trace remains. Of course, it in 
possible that there may have been n third stroke, which would make tin; number to 
be '.Kh

« Sqc bolou poge 31, or Leaf 11. obverse, luick 'I and 5 f
*219
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riio langunge of every one of these fragments is Sanskrit. Their 
subjects cannot be determined, except incite case of Nus. Ill, I i and X.
Nos. I l l  and IV belong to some kind of works on spells, and No. X 
appears to have contained the story of the Mahayttksa General 
Manibkadra.

Thaxsckifis. Plate I.

No. I, a. Lino 1 : ma liitau n s 
„  2 : minimi

No. I, b. Line 1 : cakkra-viglia(ta)
„ 2 : bayah (9a)
„  3: +  va +

No. I, c. Line 1 : ra varttnya 
„ 2: sa-vigha

No. I, d. Line 1: liaya 
„ 2 : ni +

No. I, e. Line 1 : + y
„ 2 : nano ha
„ 3 : -f -f -+■

No. I, /. Line 1: citabhasam
No. I, ij. Line 1 : -ty + avarna-dhara

„ 2 ' p(r)ati9=c=ast-ottari va ray(a)
„  3 : +  +

No. I, h. Line 1 : (mjal) yatrii a(«.)
„  2 : khe 9atrunam=abhimarda
„ 3 : 2 deyii 11a kataray=ui»t< ro ra)

No. I, Line 1: ra cn (i;a)
„ 2 : niii nilakauthaya n
„  3 : [v ji ( j)a y g  ra 
„  -1: +  h

No II, a. Line 1: glipe yn(je)
No. II, b. Lino 1 : <junt»
No. il, c. Lino 1 : praha 
No. II, d. Line 1 : uamaha 
No. II, e. Line I : + ty(ft)n(ama\') =ea 

„ 2: pti> malia-ma 
No. II, / .9 i0 Line 1: twin (ju)hu

9 This ifl either the sign of tUo numeral I, or more probably n nituk of intipr* 
punctuation.

W TI»i« piece ifi placed upsirto Uovrn on <Uo pin to.
*'10



II, g. Lino I :  +  +
„  2 : +  kam ci
„  3: +3 .

No. II, h. Line 1 : n(a)
„  2 : kam pai 
„  3 : +  II + i

No. II, <- Lino 1: + y
„  2 : ( te) hi 
„  3 : (pita)m

No. I ll, a. L in e l: (p)a^a(trn)
„  2 : prayO +sa(ti) v i +
„  3 : +nato va(d)ya gandi 4- +
„  4 : (va) O Livya (bbliyanda) +
„  5 : va
„  6 : n + +

No. III. b. Line 1 : t»*a+  +  Ta +
„  2 : +  va«har$all-vaj&-vy5nra
„  3 : (a) O iana n  pUalab pa + +
„  4: k(a)vi r\ tili n  nahnti 
„  5 : +?nni bhavanti tad = ya [tha]
„  6 : gaccha tfyi □ □ i 
„  7 : (na) par(ma) +

No. I ll, c. Line 1: gvaha rnrn n  (ku)rn r>
a ,, 2 : vapyaraayabhabhu v + + 18

n 3 : +  (ka)fato fchayS . tasya-f
„  4 : +  ( mam juni dral + (ja)ni8=trayasya punmasya
„  5 : b n  tad-yatha n  hill r, mill *  da(utr)miU ri +
„  0 : (a)rttami n  maui n  va(ma) r\ akpa n  baru +

No. I l l ,  il.18 Line 1 : +  +
„ 2 : + +  +
„  3 : +  + +va+ + th a+ + (n ta+rii
„  -4: ggram 8a(te!h)saita)-prpu
„  5: yniyat ghf(tam) v(St) Svb)i'itaih. +
„  0 : co pH am sa(r)va

11 Thfi iik̂ ara l” which h:,4 boon oreoneou.ly omitted, in iuaortud bi'hrv the lice, 
its proper place being indicated by a dot. above tho lino.

1* This lineapparently indieat* H an interpolation. It ia written inter linearly, 
and in much 8tn*Her leltfeM, which arc very difficult to read.

43 Tbirt pi ce ia written in Central Asian character, but In the Sanokrlt tin*
jywngc. ' ^

( i ( f ) i )  ( f i l
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To. I ll, c. Line 1: arnn(i) (sa) +  +
„  2: sana(gh)o

• „ 3 : + i  + i  + i  m (pa)
No, I I I ,/.  Line 1: + ri gnnya n  pi +

„  2 : (hatn) bavamha bbamya 
„  3: p(ta)-dnsta-bandho ’si r» rna
„  4: na nktam pratibbapasi 
„  5 : +  +  + i  +ota(iii) o  bari 
„  6 : yaksa n  yarno ba

7 : 5ta-baddho ’s i :
8 : +  tisi18

„  9 : +  ta

No. IV. Line 1 : mandrena asnka asnka(ii)=ea
„ 2 : +  mi /'i vittaySmi vigrahaya[mi]
„  3 : +  cirepi svalm rs anta-pakse 
„  4 : +  n  a(rna) +  D(ta)m5na svaha 
„  5 : +  sraha ri vi +

No. V. Lino 1 : +  mah prava
„  2 : +  m = ava +  pa (pa)
„ 3 : +  ram a +
i> : +

No. VI. Line 1: -4-bdba + + (a  +
„  2 : cittesu septa
„  3 : +  u-nny-afija

No VII, a. Line 1: n=fisti (m)i
,, 2 : unnyasum param K lya +
„ 3 : 3

No. VII, b. Line 1 : (mam) &
„  2 : +  pay am
„ 3 : siddha-pitama

■ „  4 : (p)u kiika-brdaytun
„  5 : (ta)

No. VIII, a. Lino 1: +
2 :  (li)kpnapi +  +

„  3: (iun)dg-6dakiai (pra)
* „ 4 : jam pa+ +

„ 0; paravaka + i
„ 0. viita
, 7 :  +
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VIII, h. Line 1 : +
„  2: +
„  3: lu (or 30)

No. IX, a. Line 1: +  nmaliara(ja)-sa(ma) + +
„  2 : ma +  m

No. IX, 6. Line 1 : J|̂  haritalam=a+

„  2 : + a  +  + i
No. IX, c. Line l : +  +  +r+(kapada) +  s(6)

„  2: (ccha)sataya: appratihata
No. IX, d. Line 1 : 9 ga

„  2: (taka)
No. IX, e. Line 1 : kocid=bhavo
No. IX, / .  Lino 1: +

„  2 : +  gra +
„  3: tarn yah
„  4 : +  d(rn-a)

No. IX, g Line 1 : tani +
„  2 : trasya n 
„  3 : vara 
„• 4: +yu

No. IX, h. Line 1: aaui
„ 2 : (vava)
„  3 : nSt(i)
„  4 : sadlia
„ 5: 92+

No. IX, t. Line 1 : krtva
„  2 : mona n 
„ 3 : (m)ida 
„  4 : +  kalpaye(t)

No. X, a. Line 1 : (va)
,, 2 : ya 
„ 3 : +  +
„  4 : tay = ca

No X, 6. Line X: +  ga ta1*
• „  2 : tatr=a(ka)
„  3 : +  mama

+

u The nk$ara M stands iulorlineaily »ud its exact rotation is miluowit.

( f (  f ) » )  ( f i T
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No. X , e. Line 1 : +
ii 2 : +
„ 3 : ({ata 9a)
,. 4 : <;eta pratlm
„  5 : (dl)a)rm[o]’yam ca vi 
„  6 : padau vandi(tv)a 
„  7 : -f -+9“ ca ye(nn) 
u ® 9=ca d~ +  (tana)

No. X, d. Line 1 : +  +(dya) n  rag({a)'
„  2 : +  astyapiibbeti 
„  3 : + dho ino mantra(n=ca)
» 4 : dasy=asi va
tT 5 : + in  + i

No. XT, a. Line 1: +  ya +  9anta -f 
„  2: +  va tadya idam
,, 3 : prathamayo

No. XI, l. Line 1: -fd i +  cba
»  + y  + iyami
a 3 : •+■ •+- i +  4- i
„  4 : m=osta-varasaha
„  5: ddhafy n yad=iechanty=ak||C5 rupro 
ft 6 : + + t l  + ti yad=icchati parasya va 
»  V: „

No. XI, r. Line 1 : + e  ca hrdayam la(va)
„  2 : ratrd pau^itena16 B a lia

,, 3 : +  m=auuyifctada -+•
„ 4: -f- devi inarannm

No. XI, d. Line 1: -4-ma ca ra -f +
„  2: (thana)nania niula-mala -J- 
»  B: gay fit ohayaya pari^osa 
„ 4 : m pipiv=auugiiinigyati
„ 5-. -f aril enpra(bu) ■+ i

No. X II,a. I.ine 1: rakgyii,nop)r(nu)
„ 2: (bbunitn) + (v a)

No. XII, l. Lino 1 : khavBham( lacuna)
„ 2 : ndiuSiSma +  +  +  +  +  ^.^.^.
„  3: +  ayft ardhini ca +  +
„  4 : jvara9=c=aiva

Ir tbe foregoing transcripts, illegible letters aro indicated by crosses, 
in being letters by squares or anguine brackets, und iudiutinot letters by 
round bracket;..

Read rtit ray iSci îu.
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II. T iie Godfrey M anuscripts.

(Plates 1I-V1II and XXI-XXIV).

A short preliminary notice of these Manuscripts will be found in 
Mr. A. Pedler’s Presidential Address of 189G. They were forwarded 
to me, in the mauner already explained, towards the end of November,
1895. They were secured by Captain S. H. Godfrey, at that time 
British Joint-Commissioner of Ladak, now’ Political Agent at Gilgit, 
and, for that reason, they havo been named by mo “ the Godfrey Manu
scripts.”

Captain Godfrey has boon good enough to supply mo, in a letter, 
dated the *27th June, 1S97, with the folloiving information regarding 
the circumstances in which the Manuscripts came into his possession: —

“  In 1895, when British Joint-Commissioner of Ladak, I was 
telegraphed to from Kargil that the Loll trade route had been 
broken down by disastrous Hoods, and that the traffic valuing 
lakhs of rupees was consequently at a standstill. On my arrival 
at Kargil in July, I found the surais blocked with merchants and 
their wares, unable to proceed to Central Asia, and unwilling to 
lose their wholo venture by a return to India. For a month I was 
camped wit h a party of officers on the banks of the Shayok endeav
ouring to throw a cantilever bridge across the thxided river. At 
last we got up wires from Kashmir and succeeded in passing over 
the traffic. A party of Bazhan merchants, bound for Yarkand 
with a valuable consignment of coral, asked me how they could 
mark their senso of obligation for being saved from hoavy loss, if 
not ruin, by the success of our,measures. I said that if they could 
procure me some of the old manuscripts found in the sand-buried 
cities of Tibet or Central Asia, I should consider the debt to bo on 
my side. I returned from Ladak in the autumn, having forgotten 
the incident. But while at Sialkof, 1 received a parcel douo up 
like carasy containing tbo MSS. now- in your bauds.”
In Captain Godfrey’s Report, forwarding the manuscripts to the 

Resident in Kaynrir, they were, on the authority of tho inerclmute, 
from whom he had received them, stated to be “ very ancient Tibetan 
Manuscripts.” This, as will bu sliowu presently, is a misdescription.
Ir appears to bo a very common idea in those parts of the country to 
look upon old manuscripts, procured from Ceutial Asia, a Tibetan.
The Weber MSS. which also came to mo from Leh in Ladak, wore also 
originally described to me a* Tibetan. In explanation of the possible

i mm  . (c t
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of this error, Captain Godfrey writes to me iu a letter datecr 
X ' 5 j4 b e l8 th  July, 1807 :—

“  I am personally ignorant of the language of Tibet, but having 
heard that old manuscripts of alleged Tibetan origin were occa
sionally found in the Central Asian deserts by excavation, I 
requested certain merchants trading with countries to the North and 
North East of Leh to endeavour to procure mo any of which they 
might hear. These merchants were under some obligations to 
myself, and they promised to do their best. On tlioir return journey 
they brought me the old papers which arc now in your hands. You 
are probably aware that the i 'hinese authorities of the Now Domi
nions do not regard the excavations of old ruins with favour. 
They arc said to bcliove that urcl.icolngioal interest is merely a 
pretext, and that a search lor hir e 1 . c ure i the main object. 
However this be, the merchants referi, 1 I > v. re anxious that their
names should not appear, and sont me little information beyond a
statement that the manuscri|ii v, . w 'a.a, it -us of Tibetan
origin, and that it was dug up in n '■ uri. I city in tho
vicinity of Kucltar. Thesemercbfi.ts t Chiuesi- territory
had obvious reasons for not causing a - -uro to the Chineso 
authorities. The crushed lumps of papt r were truusmitted to mo 
sewn up in skin as though the packet were a sample of caran." 
Specimens of those manuscripts are figured on Plates 11 to VIII.

A glance at them will show that there is nothing Tibotan abont them. 
There arc various styles of character used in Tibotan writings, but they 
are all of a different type from that occurring in those manuscripts.
Tho fact also that they were dug up near Kucbar militates against 
their being Tibetan. Further reasons against the Tibetan theory will 
appear later on. In fact there is no evidenco whatever to connect them 
iu any way with Tibet.

Captain Godfrey’s description of tho original appearance of these 
manuscripts as a parcel of carat gives a good idea of them. When 
they came into my hands, they were a mass of pieces of flimsy, and 
apparently rotten paper, crumbled np into a largo number of shapeless 
j |, The fil-st thing to he done was to open oot these lumps, flatten
them, and fix them between panes of glass. This had to be done most 
carefully ; and was a very tedious and laborious work, consuming a 
good deal of time. However, it was done successfully, and practiually 
the whole by the deft, fingers of my wife.

It now was soeu that there wore seventy-one pieces of manuscript. 
With the exception of font or five, all these pieces are mutilated 1 hey 
.„ 0 „ f  several entirely different sires and shapes, and may be distributed 
iato hovoral seta.

W>
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The first set consists of long oblong leaves measuring II x*2i 
inches. Two of these leaves are shown oti Plates II and 111. There is 
a third leaf of this set which is nearly perfect. Besides, there are two 
small fragments. The total is five pieces of manuscript. The material - 
of this manuscript is Daphne paper of coarse texture, but rather 
thick. It is inscribed on both sides. The characters arc Brahmi 
of the Nortb-lndian (Gupta) type, written in a clear and bold, 
thick hand. The language is Sanskrit. The purport, so far as may bo 
judged from the fragmentary state of the manuscript, is the teaching 
of incantations. One point should be noted: tho leaves are numbered 
on their obverses (left-hand margin), as may be seen from the trans
literations given below. One leaf (Plate II) is clearly number
ed 11 (or it may be J7), i.e., tho numeral 10, with tho numeral 1 
(or 7) below it. Another leaf (Plate III), I take to be numbered 
19; but tho numeral is not quite distinct. On the remaining frag
mentary leaves tho numbers are either lost or quite illegible. Professor 
Biihler, in his notice of the Weber MSS., in tho Vienna Oriental 
Journal, Vol. VII, p. 261, calls attention to this point, and seems 
disposed to suggest, that Central Asian manuscripts paginated in this 
manner are iu some way connected with South-Indin, because the practice 
of numerating tho leaves on their obverses is, iu India, peculiar to tho 
South, while in the North they are numbered on the reverses.10 The 
difficulty, to my mind, about this suggestion is that there is nothing 
else in those manuscripts suggestive of South-India. If they had been 
written in South-India and thence carried away into Central Afcia, 
they, would exhibit a Southern Indian style of writing throughout; or, 
if a Southern. Indian Buddhist had migrated into Central Asia, and then: 
written tho manuscripts, it does not seem probable that ho would havo 
retained his South-Indian method of pagination, while adopting, in all 
other respects, the North-Imlian type of writing which prevailed, more 
or less modified, in his adopted country. Anyhow, paginating tho 
obverses of leaves seems to have been a not uncommon practice in 
Central Asia, however it may have originated. Another instance of the 
same practice will bo noticed further on (see page 35). The fact of the 
leaves of this sot being numbered proves that the, existing loaves uro 
connected and tire the remnants of a larger work. From the sporadic 
occurrence in this manuscript of the serpentine form of tho medial ft (in 
(imna&i fi* 1 1 5 ° ) , its date may bo referred to tho 5th century A. 11.
Sec rny remarks on tho subject on p. 3.

14 See itko l*rof«wor Huhlcr'a Inrf.VJu: Pol™ § :t0, p. 80, on jmgiiiHtion.
II Here and fiubRoqn.Mitly IhrougHo.iL this paper, „ and menuobverw ni|d 

revutsr respectively ; the raised uunlburs ruin- to th-- liny*.
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V v ^ ^ ^ v - /  f - )  Of the second set there is only one specimen. It is slcWyl
3 on Plate I V. It is the merest fragment of a leaf, and it is impossible 

to say what its dimensions may have been. From the very large size 
of the letters, however, it may fairly be concluded that the leaves also 
were probably of considerable size. It will be noticed that on the 
margin, in the upper left-hand corner, there is the pagination number 
90. As it is usual to inscribe these numbers in the middle of the 
margin, it is at any rate probable that the width of the leaf was about 
11 inches, its existing portion being 5| inches wide. The material is 
paper of a texture and thickness similar to that of the preceding set. 
It is also inscribed on both sides, in characters of the same type ns those of 

' that, set, but even larger and thicker than those. The language is 
Sanskrit, but it is impossible to determine the purport of the work from 
the little that has survived of the text. Tho work, however, must havo 
been one of a birge extent, seeing that the existing leaf was its ninetieth, 

(3) Of this set also there is only one specimen. It is No. 4  on 
Plate IV. Both ends of the leaf are lost, thus rendering it impossible 
to determine its length. Its width is 3 f inches. Its material is paper, 
of a texture and thickness similar to that of the two preceding sets. 
The characters of tho writing on it are also of the saino typo, and it 
is inscribed on both sides. The language, however, is not Sanskrit, 
nor, to judge from the peculiar ligatures occurring in it (e <7, ysS on 
lino 5), any Sanskritio language. I do not know what it is, nor, for that 
reason, what the purport of the writing may he. The occurrence, 
however, of tho peculiar double dot, or double mmsvara, may be noticed. 
This mark connects it with No. TX of the Weber MSS.18 and with 
the Pctroffski MS. published by Dr. von Oldenburg.

(I)  Of this set again there is only one specimen. It ia No. 5 on 
Plate IV. It is greatly mutilatod, and its full size cannot bo deter
mined. Its width seems to ho complete, and would be 2!, inches. Its 
material is paper of a whiter colour, aad rather tincr and softer texture 
than that of the preceding sets; it is also covered with some sort of 
sizing. It is inscribed on both sides. The characters are essentially 
of tho same type as tho preceding ones, only smaller in size. The 
language seerns to he some nou-Sanskritio language. There is no 
instance of a double dot on tho existing portion; but it'is too small to 
admit of any safe conclusions.

and 0) I may boro add that (hero tire two other fragmentary loaves 
• among the Godfrey M SS, each being a single specimen of a separatt

work They are in a too had state of preservation, to admit of useful

I ' tScu Journal, do, Soc. JJenj., Vol. LXII, Port i, pp. $. 9, 31.
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X % ? .3fo0fotluction : the iuk is very much faded. They are both, written on 

very thin paper, exactly like that of the seventh set which will bo 
presently described ; hence they are only inscribed on one side. Both 
are matilatod at the two ends, thus rendering their length impossible 
of determination ; their width is preserved, and it is 2 it inches in either 
leaf. Both are furnished with string-holes, enclosed concentrically 
within a larger inked circle. The presence of these 8tring-hole3 shows 
that they are, in all probability, the solitar}* remnants of larger works.
One of the leaves is inscribed with characters exactly of the same 
typo as those of the fragment No. 4 on Plate IV, but of smaller size.
The other leaf, is insc il th , 1.:. meters of the cursive type, like 
thoso on Nos. G to 15, on Plates IV to VII.

(7) The seventh set consists of large, squarish sheets, measuring 
11x8 inches. Of these No. 8 on Plate V is a sample. Of those sheets 
thcro are two more, also in practically perfect condition, aud five frag
ments of very large size, such as Nos. 9 and 11, shown on Plates VI and VIL 
respectively. There are further a large number of small pieces, which 
are evidently fragments of similar sheets. Samplos of these fragments 
aro Nos. 6 and 7 on Plato IV, No. 10 on Plato VI, aud Nos. 12 to 15 
on Plato VII. There are altogether 51 of thorn, Tim- total number is 
59. These shorts consist of a very coarse and flimsy species of paper, 
which is almost transparent. As a rule, the writing is inscribed on one 
side only, and traces of it show through on the back side : but there aro 

Hr,-, nts on which there is some wilting on the back 9
material appears to be the ordinary Daphne paper, of the same type as 
what is still made at the present day in the Himalayan countries. 1 
have seen modorn paper of the same coarseness, though not quite of 
the same tuunity. The characters of the writing aru evidently BriShini 
of a very cursive type. Moreover, as shown by the forms of the 
snperricrilnul g aud ai, they belong to that peculiar type of Brahrai which 
1 cull the Central Asian. Sco the facsimiles in the second column of 
Plates X XI to XXIV, which I have excerpted from Plates IV to VII, 
and arranged in alphabetical order. In the fitst column, I Imvu 
added for comparison, alphabetical facsimiles of other portions of the 
Godfrey MSS. inscribed with Brahmt of the Northern Indian type, 
lh e  language on these sheets I am unable to identify-. It does not 
seein to be any Sauskritic dialect, though, with one or two excep
tions, I have not Noticed tho occurrence of any non-sunskritio ligature*.
Most of the syllables, indeed, are of the most simple ebnracior, 
nad, so far, might be prakrjtio; only there is nothing in the *ftr- 
rounding circumstances (e.<j. tho freqneut occurrence 0f tho doubto 
dot) that renders that supposition at all, probable. The occurrence,

if f t  )i) (CT
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three times, of tlie syllable pri in No. 9 is very curious. It is the 
solitary instance of a word with a distinctly Sanskrit sound, and seems 
to suggest that the following group of letters ajhatai is a name with the 
well-known Sanskrit honorifio prefix gri. It is noteworthy that the 
cursive Brahmi characters of this set occur side by side with Chinese 
on No 1C of the following 8th set. The frequent occurence of numeral 
figures on these sheets is also a noteworthy circumstance, so also the 
repetition of the same phrases. Seeing that the Chinese fragment 
No. 1C refers to taxes and rents, it suggests itself that these sheets may 
be the records of an ancient revenue office in Turk! (Uighur) territory, 
possibly under Chinese rule. Could they be in the Chinese language, 
though written in non-Chineso characters ? My own impression is that 
the several pieces of this set do not form any connected series of the 
pages of a book, but that they are separate documents, though all of a 
similar character.

(S.) Of this set there are two specimens, Nos. 16 and 17 on Plate 
VUI. Both aro fragments. No. 17 is of very coarse paper, a sort of 
packing paper. It looks as if it was oue-qnarter of a sheet of the size 
of No. 8. It is inscribed on one side only. No. 16 is of paper like 
Nos. 2 and 3 ; it is well covered with a sizing of a pinky-white colour.
It looks like the fragment of an oblong leaf, of unknown length, and 
2f inches breadth. Both leaves appear to be inscribed with what looks 
liko Chinese characters, hut on No. 1C there is also a line of the same 
cursive Central Asian as on Nos. 6-15. The outer linos on this No. are 
Chinese; of the two inner linos, the left is Chiuose, but the right is 
Central Asian Brahmi. The latter does not run vertically liko tho 
Chinese, but horizontally, the three letters which compose the lino bekm 
placed side by side parallel with tho long side of tho leaf. The first 
letter adjoins the broken line of the leaf. The three letters, as 1 read 
them, are

ft  %r % ri hau de,

but I do not know what they menu. A  similar group of letters occurs 
also on Nos. 10 and 11 (seo infra, p. 21 j. Mr. A. Boucher, whom 1 had 
the pleasure of meeting in Calcutta, was good enough to submit a 
photograph of No. ltl to tho well-known Chinese scholar Mr. Chavanues 
in Pans, who 1ms had the great kindness of supplying mo with tho 
following explanation, rending the characters from top to bottom .

Oolonuc do droite.
], ( ot nutrcfi (mn<<|no du pharivl par rapport a oe qua precede.)
2, auoieimoH
3, (cfc) IlOUVcJluB
280
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4, faxes ) droits t]e douane.
5, (eb) rcdevancos )

p (ce caractere ne sc rencontre gudre qne duns
dcs noms do lieux.)

7, un (le u ombre 1)
Colonne de centre. Colonne do gauche.

1 do soi-mfimo, naturellemont. 1, porte, categoric.
2, rempli, parfaifc. 2, doux.

M M ™ * .  3:  l ,4, six ) 4, sonde.
5, ?
f i ,  ?
7, ?
8, porte (signifies aussi categoric, espece).
I am ignorant of the Chinese langnage myself, and am nnable, 

therefore, to offer any information on these two Chinese scraps ; but 
it would be interesting to know whether the stylo of tho Chine.',' 
writing affords any light with regard to such questions as tho ago of 
the manuscripts.

To sum up: tho Godfrey Manuscripts appear to consist of eight 
distinct portions, comprising the following number of leaves or ft ag- 
meuts of leaves :—

Set I consisting of 5 pieces.
„  II 1 ..
„  HI ,, 1 „
,, IV it tt 1 a
tt V ,, „  1 n
„  VI „  „  1 ,,
„  VII „ „  5p „
„ VIII „  „  2 „

Eight Sets „  „  71 „
I now proceed to details, so far ns the present state of my examin

ation of the manuscripts permits me to do.
Set I. (Platos 11 and III). Five pieces of manuscript; full size 

11x2% inches; loiters. Northern Indian lira linn; language, ;
purport, probably incantations. The figured leaves are numbered il  
and 19 C‘0  5 ^ ey  road as follows :

LcaI'' 11 : Obverse.
J, gnn§ svftha : Namo cri • prod ip ay u tat bftgafaya: Uul-yathii *iv* 

giri ' pradipa-
M
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X ^ ?g 2, airi sviiha: Namo jina-siiryaya tatbagataya: tad-yatba jine
jine • ji-

3, na-suryp svaba 91 Namau inegha-vipul-abkaya tatbagataya : tad-
yatba V i-

4, pule vipule gagana-vile svaba 2 Namo ratna-91'i-pradlpa-guna-
ketave tatbaga-

5, taya: tad-yatba pradipe * pradipe • £ii-teja-pradipo svaba 3
Hama siddha-vratu-

E eveese.
1, ya tatbagataya: tad-yatba siddbe su-siddbe mocani moksani *

mukte vimukte
2, amale vimalS mamgalye * hiranya-garbhe • ratna-garbbe * sarv-

artba-sadbani * para-
3, m-fu-tha-Badhani manage • inaba-manaso * adbbuto • a(ty)ad-

bbuto * vita-
4, bbaye euvarno brahnia-glio§o • brabma-dhyusite • sarv-artbe

sva-pariijite sarva-
5, tr=apratihate * catu-«a§ti-buddba-k5ti-bha§it5 * Nama sarva-

siddliauam tafcbagatanam svaba.

L eaf 19 : O dverse.

1, tad-yatba avabbaso * avabbase: avabbasa-karanS Bvaba: 92
Namo ineglia-

2, vil(am)bitG Bvabii n Namau sarya-t6jas<5 tatbagataya: tad-yatba.
suru

3, snru * surya-udite svaba 4 Namo dkarma-pradipa-^n-merave
tathagata-

4, ya: tad-yatba dipe dipe * dharma-pradipS svaba: Namah arcn-
kaya tathagata-

i>. ya : tad-yatba cild ciri * ciuii i svaba. 3 Namo deva-^ri-garbhaya 
tatbagata-

-  UliVEItSE.

1, ya tad-vat ba duvo dove dSva-(p)u(j)it« evaha: Nama flima-
vina(rd)i(t)a-vidyul-pra-

2, bbaya tatbagaljiyu • tad-yatba simo sime • bnddhu-sini(ho) simp
SVfir

3, La.: Nama saniauta-guna-mogbaya tatbagataya ; tad-yatba inr»ru
* * 4, mern : bnddha-nioru svalifc It NamO gagaua-eittiiya tatbagot&ya :

tad-yatba
3. gngHua-gntay,i svaba ‘ Nama su(athn)-bhava‘ vyuhfiya tatb&gft* 

taya tad-ya
m

/ '  Ts ■ .. ) i t
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bracketed letters arc not quite certain. The aksara p& in 
pujile (tl. 19?>l ) rather looks like bu; so also. »r« (fl. 116*) like bra.
Namau in fl. 19a2 and fl. l la b is apparently a clerical error for namd, 
so also gagana-vile in fl. 11a1 for gaganar-vipnlB. MSghnya in fl. 1963~ 
looks more like viSydya, but gha and ya bare very similar forms. The 
Sanskrit Is not perfect; tho sandhi of namak is . frequently wrong.
The numeral sign, for 92 in fl. 19a1, if read correctly, shows that this 
leaf follows the other which is numbered 11.

The purport is a series of invocations addressed to tho Tathagata 
(or Buddha) under his various names of Surya-tejas, Dbarma-pradipa, 
(Jri-Meru, A r oak a (?), Deva-^ri-garblia, Sima-vinardita Vidyut-prabha,19 
iSaraanta-guna-megka, Gagana-citta, Sustlia(?)-bhava-vyuha, Cri-pra  ̂
dipa, Jina-surya, Megha-vipulabha, Katna-^rl-pradlpa-guua-ketu, Siddlia- 
vrata. Probably all or most of these names may be traced in known 
Buddhist works. In tho charms themselves, introduced by tad- 
yatha ‘ as follows,’ the female counterparts of the Buddhas seem 
to- bo invoked. Macani and moJc-fani (fl. 116*) can only be feminine 
vocatives; which shows that the other forms ending in B must also 
be taken ns vocatives of feminine names.

Set II. (Flate IV, No. 3.) One piece of manuscript. Breadth 
probably 11 inches, length unknown. Betters, Northern Indian Brahnii. 
similar to those of Sot I (Plates X X I-X X IV , column 1). Language,
Sanskrit ; purport, unknown. The figured leaf is numbered 90. It 
loads as follows :

1, ®  T?r: =9Q ratn h ......................
2, 'Trrrrr =  carata.................
3, => nyupa ..............[e-]
4, vihr =  vW-Qvn........... I ta-]
5, ^  =t d-yatha s (v )a .........
6, =  samvi(d)yate. ..............
7, *r =  na nariivi(dya)[t6]...
Sot ill . (Plato IV, No. 4.) One piece of • manuscript. Breadth 

3; inches ; length unknown, Lottors. similar to those of Sets I ami II . 
(Plates X X I-X X IV , col. 1.) Language and purport, unknown. Tho 
figured leaf reads as follows :—

1, (kli)o +  pyft 9vjI nda nfca +yu  +■

19 I.c., ‘ bright ixH a lightening tho thunder of which rooohe# to Min homon.' Tin 
reading vuusrdita, however, in uncertain. Uini>t scomu to Miami i\.r '■nn.t, or it mu> 
mean ‘ ovary whor©1 from <<ima * whole.*
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2, +  cum dii vii te tu a ta (bbh)a ra nii
3, + a  nda va ta ■ a ta a cl raa jse v(i)
4, pha te u spu ca hii ma te vii te
5, sta ma na pra ysa tii na ssa dde
The bracketed letters are uncertain. Thus, what T have read as bbh 

in line 2, might be n?a; the upper portion looks like b, but the lower 
rather seems to be p. Crosses iudicalo indistinctly visible letters.
The double dot occurs very frequently; but I may note here that it 
never, so far’as my observation or memory serves me, occurs with any 
vowel but short a, of which it would hence seem to indicate some 
variety.

Set IV. (Plate IV, No. 5). One piece of manuscript. Breadth 
2.1 inches; length unknown. Letters, similar to those of Sets I to III. 
Language and purport unknown. What is distinguishable of the 
figured leaf, reads as follows :

1, +  +  +  +
2, yse ra tra nda
3, vi -f gam jri va five ba
4, pra (cca) +  (t)i bn nti (or tti) cu

Set VII. (Plates IV  to VII, Nos. 6 to 15.) Fifty-nine pieces of 
manuscript. Size of full leaf about 11x9 inches. Letters, a kind of 
cursive Brabmi of the Central Asian type, especially with reference to 
the formation of the superscribed vowels t, 8, ai. See Plates X X I to 
XXIV, col. 2. Language and purport unknown. It may be noted 
as a peculiarity that the right-hand one of the double-dots-is, a rule, 
made with a curve to the right: also, that ligatures are not very 
common, and those that occur are, with rare (and uncertain) exceptions, 
such as might be found in a Sanakritic dialect.

In the subjoined transliterations, undetermiued consonants arc 
indicated by a query ; uncertain letters, by italics; indistinctly visible 
letters, by a cross or within round brackets; and missing letters, by a 
square or within angular brackets. Recurrent groups of letters aro 
joined by hyphens, see especially Nos. 9 and 11. It must be understood 
that- the value of some of the letters, though not specially indicated is 
more or less conjectural; thus, t and n arc difficult to distinguish, and 
in every case, what has been given as t may really bo », or vice vend. 
Otherwise, however, I believe the values given are fairly certain;, but 
ultimate certainty will only bo attainable, when the language of the 
writing has been determined.
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X ^ y  . ^ /  No. fi ( Pllite IV )_
1, pa -d-i yau di (a) ija vi (s)an
•2, ji ijii ra bam go prn (sni) (ka) h(5)
3, hva'ptako'Q +  + (lya) (b)a ae
4, Dam + i +a + i ynm ni.

No. 7. (Plate IV).
2, 40 2 livum □
3, yu ii nta
3, 40 2 (t)g (hv)

No. 8. (Plato V).
1, JJ ■-0 Sft li 20 ya fnS cva ua ja ha da pi 3 nyo lii-m tii uii dii va $r

va ham dii jyti Rsau va jya
2, da ttn. gft-rya va dii pi da kii ays pra cai ta cii bu-gu-ra yaiii-dru

sii ta jam da. gii-ryo a vi (jya)
3, gam rsa kru dai vi ra jrai kru 90m vcu-ra-va-frm-ra pi lia ve ijn

ia jlia ra ttii bu-rii nyS ^am jye ha jjlia
4, (ram) -Hi +  cii (jjh )ai p(r)a iia va rpa hi ya +m + uu vii jbi aa

no krala hi (v)i (k)a (d)a da (rii) iia
5, +  + m +a khi (bu)-gu-ra + 5  ki ra kr-stS i dii khai tti qarii-

dru sii rcii-i ii - v a - yr rii - ra bu-(rii)
6, i-jhgiitane (i)-jlige do yam ga da ra tii i-jbgii-rya ha ijii + ra pii

(p)i □ pram
7, yam khu lia ijam-drn sarii (ham)(gu) atii vii ynii ttii bu-rii va ra

byam ta. ya bye a so lam bye
8, u +a i ba-(ra) ta (k)ii bye □ da :  yam-dru I sii 1 hum.

No. 9. (Plate VI).
H(0  pi ra va81 kpi (orkyi) ra so caM tim-pu-vya-kam-thagorn □

3, □ ta bbii81 ba ri bo rSm Sii ri 1 ti ha ji -t-
3, (t)5 va sa-purii-ti • si gurii jjha tam-pum-ya-kfim-tha lia
4, pa rjhn nai yo-parh jjha so (or sii) gam pha lia sni i q
5, jba tas‘ vaai jjli[a] [e]t[a] (/m) sti nta. ri da ri ta hvnrn ji (d)i 

□ (pa) +  sni sa-pum-ti ya va khyam ti ku da ba ji o

!1 This IB a symbol wldoh occurs at wlmt secuis to bo tlio head ot .ach licsli 
11°VI 1 *h0"t' '  11 rt-n>'"ds ouo of the Bnustrir. symbol tor dm.

11 k M*'n 8̂ 1,Q̂ er Vit *nd uhovo bh 7, shown in t̂ io plio<nj{rnphh' f.'uwluilo,
arc really holes in tbo paper. This nnlacky resuk of phntoitinphy occurs also in 
other places, thon,di only in tbo case o f  miauio holes. Bin.., r hole, show distinctly 
enough as white plncen.

(  a is (Hstingniebod from n\ hero, find tlsowhore in tlicw MSS. hv a diuHnefi 
tail oa tlio lefL of the loop. By a similar tail bhu i* di»tii.g.(iid.od f,\„„ ta or ra, ; »«o 
tlio comparative tablo iu Piute XXI[.
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X X  7, sti u (k )apu Iia-lai p«m-nu-9ri23-a-jha-(t)ai
8, fla-9rias-a-jha-tai w/a-hve-si cu hi ri ke na □
9, sti ta rraa pu-na^rl^-iVjha-tai bln «£a-(kv)e-[s]i

10, cilia pa ta yn, tba (or tva) a jhu ra sa va (n)a
11, -f i ra ga ram tuSi u di <jau ha-lai □
32, □ fci pya klm pa ? u (su) jli(y)fi □
13, □ pya, -H -fi t ve hi ni
34, □• +  am + i« f i  +  □ di

No 30. (Plate VI).
1, (cha)
2, 2 blii
3, +  hvnm (d)i 10 7
4, -f 1000 9o0 50 hvjira (d)i 10
5, 10 3 thau-ta hau-di26 10 3 va (fiai)
6, (di)-[th]aju-ta i-di 10 8 va nai □
7, (dU)-t.hau-ta i-di 10 1 (va) (n)ai
8, 4 u 2 cha 3 (a)
9, jj ha □ ki 3000 800 50

So. 11. (Plate VII).
J, JJ ($)a la u -f 4- -f
2, 9115 (or 91-0) 10 3 do □ (klai sni pi kna ki rde Ha cai na ca u ha
3, 4- di-)§-95m-n-tai-hom-di8E,-yu-di-va-iiai
4, da-s5-cha-ya bhi ri ham pram ho pri
5, ?̂ i vi 9110 11 ha da l bho I ham-1 pu-«ti
0, *f pa- d i-yo -90m-11 - ( t ) ai- h urn - dni86-y u- d i- v n -fia
7, □ di-thau-ta (see No. 10) ka he-di (neo No. 12) ddha da-so-cha-ya
8, ha (T)am-prarki-kam-gu-9ti I vi 9N0 I I 1
9, (r)ath*prb ki-hdm-gu-sti

No. 12. (Plate VII).
• 1 4- (va) (81 4-
2, thau-ta h(e)-d(i) (see No. 10) 8
3, « )  9

No. 35. (Plate VJI).
1, 4-i bhi tva hvnm (<l)arh rjil ri hi f a  ri □ 2
2, aasa  pam cja hi cha bhi
3, nii
4, noih hi (n)a a i 8000 900

V> This is the only nk?nra or word which 1ms a distinctly S rr.krit a..mil. 
i* Over thm wkjuia il»oro is tho mmk of the vowel r, eerc-ll.' l hy a stroke 

drawn through it.
3tjo No. Id, on page 18
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III . T he Macartney M anuscripts.
(Plates I X -X X ) .

These manuscripts were sent to mo by the Foreign Office, with 
their D. O. letter, dated the 14th December, 1896. They were obtained 
by Mr. G. Macartney, the Special Assistant for Chinese AJfairs at Kashgar 
to Lt.-Colouel Sir A. C. Talbot, K. C. I. E., British Resident in Ka^rnlr.
On that account, following the precedent hitherto observed, I have 

‘named them “ the Macartney MSS.”
When I received the manuscripts, they were carefully arranged in 

six distinct sets. This arrangement had been made by Mr. Macartney.
It has only reference to the circumstances in which they reached him.
It has no intrinsic value, as will be seen in the sequence. But, for the 
present, it has been found convenient to retain it, with reference to the 
facsimile plates IX  to XX.

In a letter, dated the 12th October, 1896, and addressed by Mr. 
Macartney to the Resident in Ka^mlr, he gives the following account of 
the circumstances under which the manuscripts were discovered and 
given to him.

“ Set, No. 1. This is a manuscript presented by Dildar IO-ian, 
an Afghan merchant in Yarkand. It appears that when the Bovver 
MS. was found in Kucliar, two others were at the same timo and 
under the same circumstances discovered. Dildar Khan obtained 
possession of the latter and took them to Loh in 1891. He gave one 
to Munshi Ahmad Din, who in his turn presented his acquisition to 
Mr. Weber, Moravian Missionary. Hence the origin of the Weber 
Manuscripts. The other manuscript in Dildar Khan’s possession 
was taken by him to India and left with a friend of bis at Aligafh, 
a certain Fuiz Muhammad Khan. Dildar Khan brought it back 
to Turk is tan last year and presented it to me.

Set, No. 2. Munshi Ahmad Din purchased these leaves during 
my absence from Kashgar. They were found by a certain Islam 
Akhnn Khotuni. This person was sent to Kashgar with them in 
July last [1896] by the Afghan Aksakal in Kliotau, to whom I hud 
written desiring him to obtain ancient manuscripts for me. Islam 
Akjiun gave me the following particulars rcgaitliug his discovery.
The manuscripts were found at Aksnfil, an uninhabited place m the 
desert, situated at about three marches N. E. of Khofcnn. IIis 
attention was first attracted by the presence on the sand of a few 
pieces of charcoal, near which was a pie^uiy^fdkiLclofch, with the 
lower portion of it buried in h out,

h  r  -  \
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the manuscripts were.found wrapped up in it, and buried in about 
three feet of earth.

Set, No. 3. Purchased by Munshi Ahmad Din at the same time 
as set No. 2. These leaves were also discovered by Islam Akhun, at 
Jabu Knrn, which appears to be situated at 50 or 60 miles N. E. of 
Khotan in the midst of the Takla Makan desert. Islam Akhun 
states that at Jabu Kmn some ruins of a mud wall are still visible.
The manuscript was found wrapped up in a piece of cloth, aud 
mixed up with human bones, the whole lying on some partially 
exposed boards of a wooden coffin.

Set, No. 4. Found by Islam Akhun in August last at Kara Kul 
Mazar Khojam, sai’d to be situated in the desert at 50 miles East of 
Guma (long. 78° 25' and lat. 37° 37 ). The manuscript was 
simply picked up on the sand. It was originally bound between 
two little wooden boards, which, having been broken on Islam 
Khan’s journey to Kashgar, he did not bring with him. Kara Kul 
Mazur Khajan [sic] is described as an immense graveyard in 
ruins, possibly ten miles long.

Set, No. 5. Found in October last [1895] by Islam Akhun in 
the desert at Kuk Gumbaz (green dome), which is said to be five 
days march East of Guma. Islam Akhun there saw a circular wall 
of baked bricks three feet high ; aud at about 15 paces from it, thero 
was another wall, in which a bole plastered over with mud was 
discovered. In removing this mud, the manuscript ivas found, 
contained in the remnant of what was once an iron box.

Set No. 6. These leaves wore also found by Islam Akhuu at 
Kuk Gumbaz. They were picked up from the ground.”
Specimens of the first five sets are figured on Plates IX  to XIX.

The leaves of tho sixtli sot are in a too bad state of preservation, to 
muke them, for tho present, worth reproduction. Tho first glance 
over these plates will show that the manuscripts of the 1st set, shown 
on Plates IX  aud X , are of ari entirely different class and character 
from (hose of tho oilier sots, shown on Plates XI hi X IX . They are more
over from two qnjte different localities, Set I being from Kuchar, on the 
Northern side of the’ Gobi desert, while Sets II to VI are from Khotan, 
on its southern side.

With regard to Sot I, ft point of greatest interest and importance 
* is that it was found at the same time and under the same circumstances

as the famous Bower MS.86 There is, however, a slight mistake or

86 I mar hero mention -that my edition of this Manuscript, published by the 
Government of Indin, is now .finished, M far aB the original text is couoorued. An 
in'rodo«M.iuu on it* History, ap-i “ tv., is in course of prepuratiou.
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\^nflii^erstnnding in the details of the account of the discovery. Mr.
Macartney states that, together with tlie Bower MS., two other 
manuscripts ” wore found which ultimately found their way into the 
hands of Mr. Weber .and himself respectively. Now the Weber MSS., 
as I have shown elsewhere,87 by themselves consist of several, not. loss 
than niue, separate manuscripts; and Set I of the Macartney MSS., 
as I shall show presently, consists of two separate manuscripts. It 
cannot, therefore, be correct that “ two other manuscripts” were 
found: what was probably found were two bundles of manuscripts.
What, however, appears to me to be probably the truth of the matter, 
is that, in addition to the Bower MS., a large bundle of other manus
cripts was found. Of this bundle Dildar Khan obtained possession, 
and ho divided it into two parts, one of which he gave to Munshi 
Ahmed Din, whence it passed to Mr. Weber, while the other was 
retained by himself and ultimately reached Mr. Macartney. This would 
seem to agree with the earlier, but somewhat vague, information given 
to me by Mr. Shawe, and published by Sir A. Croft in bis Presidential 
Address of 1894, where it runs as follows (p. 33) :

“ I may add as the latest information that Dr. Hoarnle has 
lately been informed by Mr. Shawe, a colleague of Mr. Weber, that it 
now appears that the [Weber] MSS., were not found in “  Ivugiur," 
as reported at first, but in Kuchar. They come, therefore, from 
the same locality as the Bower MS. Mr. Shawe also writes that 
he has ascertained that a packet of manuscripts similar tp the 
Weber MSS., but larger in bulk, were in the bands of a Parian 
who cannot now be traced, but who is said to have gone to Kabul.
Dr. Hoernlo suspects that be went in the other direction, to 
Kashgar, and that his manuscripts evcutually got into the hands 
of the Russian Consul in Kashgar, and that they are identical 
with the Petersburg collection of manuscripts, on which Professor 
von Oldenburg is now engaged. What leads him to think so, 
is that the Petersburg collection appears to contain other portions 
of the same manuscripts of which portions were found by him in 
the Webor M SS.”
The Pathnu, spoken of in the above quotation, would seem to bo 

identical with the Afghan merchant Dildar Khan of Mr. Macartney a 
report. This “ Afghan merchant,” as Mr. Weber also calls him,3* in 81 * * *

81 See Journal, An. Sac, Bengal, Vo\. LXIT, Part-1, jmyo 1 ff. 1 may here men
tion that, in the meantime, the Webor MSS. huvo passed into inv own pos.-ession by
purchase from Mr. Weber,

is See ibidem, p. i-
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hopes of discovering buried treasure, undertook the excavation of a 
“  house ”  near Kuchar (not Kugiar), and there found the manuscripts 
as well as the bodies of some “  cows.” It is now clear, what this 
so-called “  house ”  was. It was evidently the stupa or vihara, with 
the usual settlement of Buddhist monks, from which the Bower MS. 
also was dug out.29 From the fact that Dildar Khan obtained posses
sion only of one half of the find, it may safely he concluded that his 
search in the vihara was a joint-undertaking with some one else to 
whom the other moiety of the find (the Bower MS.) went. Who this 
other person was, appears from Major Bower’s account, in the Geogra
phical Journal,39 of the acquisition of liis manuscript, in which he 
informs us that “ aTurkl who had been in India [Afghanistan?] told 
him that he and one of liis friends [the Afghan mcrchaut Dildar Khan ?] 
had gone there [to the ancient vihara] and dug for buried treasure, but 
had found nothing except a book [the Bower MS.].” But further, Mr. 
Macartney’8 report accounts only for “  two other manuscripts ” or, more 
correctly, for two portions of the bundlo of manuscripts, which were 
discovered together with the Bower MS. But there is every proba
bility that there was a third portion of that bundle. For the collection 
of manuscripts which is now in St. Petersburg and’which was sent there, 
by the Russian Consul in Kashgar, contains complementary parts 
of some of the Weber MSS. (see infra, under Set la), and must origi
nally have come from the same source as the latter manuscripts and 
Set I of the Macartney MSS. It follows, thereforo, that Dildar Khan, 
if ho really obtained possession of the whole of the moiety of the Kuchar 
find, must have divided it into throe portions: one portion he gave to 
Munshi Afymad Din (and thus to Mi’. Weber), wliilo of the remaiuder 
he gave one portion to Mr. Macartney, the British Agent, and the 
other to the Russian Consul. This, from liis point of view, would bo 
a natural and impartial division between the representatives of the two 
Fmpiros whom he no doubt wished to gratify ; and that ho did not 
introduce either of those officers into tho secret of his diplomacy is 
equally natural. But there is one comfort in all this, that wo have 
probably not yet beard the lost of that Kuchar discovery, and that wo 
may h4»pe that further instalments of the manuscripts, found on that 
occasion, may yet come to light. Of most of the manuscripts which 
< (institute the Weber MSS. collection, only the merest fragments—a few 
leaves—have yot been recovered, and of the palm-leaf manuscript (No. I 
of the Fragments, described on p. 6) which must also have been

W  Sen PrucvcdiuflH Ah. Sue. Bang.; 1890, p. 221; Journal, A . Hoc. Brng., Vol.
L\, l ari 1, p 03 the Geoyrtfj'hical Journal (Huy. Gcogr. £>oc. of Loudon), Vol. V, 
mr>. y. 25i».
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obtained from that ruined viliara, only the veriest scraps. Some of these 

V '4 r $ ^ t a r y  manuscripts, e.g., the Sanskrit vocabulary m Part VI of 
the Weber MSS., are sufficiently important to make us wish to obtain _ 
the complement. It is possible that the missing portions of these manus
cripts may have suffered destruction in the courso of the excavation 
of those two treasure seekers; a good deal undoubtedly must have 
been destroyed ; but it is also quite possible that some further portions 
are still held back by the finders, and may come to light hereafter as a 
result of suitable inducement.

1 now proceed to a detailed account of the several sets of the 
Macartney MSS.

Set I. This set consists of two entirely different manuscripts, 
specimens of which are shown on Plates IX  and X  respectively. They 
are written in two different types of Brahmi, Set la being in the Central 
Asian, while Set 16 is in the Northern Indian type.

Set la consists of 35 leaves, two of which are shown on Plate IX.
They are all broken off on one side. Their width is emupleto, 21 
inches. The existing length is 5 inches, and about 2.1 inches must be 
broken off ; the total length, therefore, would bo V. inches. In the 
missing part there must have been the string-hole. This calculation 
can be easily proved. Comparing the Macartney MSS. fragment with the 
Weber MSS. fragment No. VII,80 and with thePetroffski MSS. fragment 
No. VIII,81 it will be seen at onco that all these three fragments 
absolutely agree iu all points of shape, sice, and type of letters. It wo 
add to this that all three fragments treat of the story of Mambhadra, 
there cannot remain the slightest doubt hut that tiny are portions 
of the same manuscript, one of which has gone to St. Petersburg, while 
the other two are in my hands. Now, by a careful comparison of the 
eight leaves in his possession, Dr. vou Oldenburg has been able to 
practically restore the text ou the obverse side of his leaf No. 3. 1 he
restored transcript of this page ho has published, as well as its original.81 
It will be Heen from the transcript that the average number of aksaras 
on a full line is 34. On the second line of the page the existing ak$araa 
number 23, and the line itself measures nearly 5 inches. Accordingly 
the missing II aksaras, together with a small margin, would require 
a space of 2$ inches. Hence the page, when complete, would have 
measured 7.̂  inches. Further, the missing aksaros ou the second and 
iilth lines number 11 and 12 respectively, while on the third and fouitli

E" Seo Journal, vis. Snc. Bcnlh) Vol. LXll, Part I. p. 31, and Plate II, fig- ^
Bl 8«o Journal, I./ijp. Ilustmn Archaofopicn! Society, \’ol. yiil, PP- *3» *'» uU<

Hutu II, fig 8. 0, j
t
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they number only 6 each.32 This difference can only be accounted^ 
.^i^/ f o r  by the fact that the string-hole stood on the missing portion of the 

leaf and, with its surrounding blank, took up the space of a’bont 5 or 6 
aksaras. Precisely the same conclusions may be drawn from the 
obverse of the Macartney MS. Leaf I, a restored transcript of which is 
given by me below. In lines 2 and 4, about 14 and 12 aksaras respec
tively are missing, while in lines 2 and 3 only 8 and 2 aksaras 
respectively, thus suggesting a space for the string-hole in the latter 
lines. The total number of aksaras in the 2nd and 4th lines is about 35, 
which represents a length of leaf of about 7| inches.

To complete the case of this manuscript, it is now clear that 
altogether fifty leaves of it exist: 8 leaves are in the Petroffski collec
tion, 7 in the Weber collection, and now 35 in the Macartney collection. 
This gives a fairly large manuscript, aud when all the three portions 
are once brought together, read and compared, it will probably appear 
that nearly the whole, if not the whole, of the manuscript has beeu 
recovered. 38

This manuscript is written in the Central Asian Bralimi, marked 
by tbe peculiar form of e and the peculiar general slant of the letters.
I he alphabet of it. has beon published by me in my paper on the 
Weber MSS. in volume LXII of this Journal, Plate IV.

Tbe subject of the manuscript is the story of the Great Yaksa 
General Miinibhadra, and how he visited Buddha and received from 
him a powerful spell. It was a favourite story with the Buddhists ; 
for it seems to be also the subject of Part VII of the Bower MS.3* It 
is also very briefly told in one of the Sutras of the Samyutta Nikaya.36

T ranscript. P i.ate IX. L eaf I : O bverse.

1, II Xagar-opama aramo solm© p(rarambha)
2, [Rvam raaya crntam=eka-samaye Bhagavam vi]ha[rati] jotava-

n(e) Anathapindad-fuaine * atha khalu
3’ [Minibbadra mahayaksa](se)napati pamca-yak?a-yata-pariraro 

pu(ra8k)rta-pari(krto) atikra-
4, [utayam rg](tfy6m) sarvam jS(ta)vanara=adar(e)n-avabha3eaa 

(B)pharifcva (y6na) Bbaga- 2 * * * 56

S2 The word mtu in tlio fourth line, printed by Dr. vou Oldonlmrg in itnlics oa
tniexing, really ex.stn on the original leaf, and should have beeu printed in Roman.

M 1 mI,y add that tho same story of Miijibhudra is also contained in Fort V, 
of (ho Weber MtfS., of which 8 leaves exist in that oolleofcion, anti apparently one 
leaf ill the Potroffeki collection, No. 7 in Dr. von Oldooburg’B paper.

a* 800 my edition of the Bower M S, p. 286.
56 fleo Series of tho Puli Text Sweety, Part I, p. 208. This wus Urst pointed 

ottt by Ur. von Oldenburg.
242
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[van=t5nT)pasariikramitva + + 4- + ]ta  sarddha-sa 4- 4- samraoda- 
ti saxhraujati katham vividham=upasamhr- 

6> [fcya+ -p-|-+ 4-4-4-4-4-4-4- 4-]Manibhadra maliayaksa senapa-
tir=Bbagavautam=idam=avocat

L eaf 1 :  R everse.
1, (ha)yata svadliyayata paryavapnuta mauasi kunita tat-kasma
2, [nagar-5]pamam vyakaranam. dharra-opasamhitam* adi brahma-

caryasy=abhi-
3, nirva.9-a.4- 4- 4- 4- 4- (a)tha ca pnnah kiila-putrena bra-
4, 4-ya agarava-uagarika (pmvra )ditva nagar-opamam vyaka-
5, [ranam4a 4- 4*] 4- dharayita(vyam) (udgra)hayita(vyam) vacay-

itavyam svadliya-
G, [yitavyam] 4- 4- 4- 4- 4- + B]ingavarii a(stu) mana + ebki.

L eaf I I : O bverse.
1, 4* 4- (maba)-v(a)oya(m) purva-vad=idam vaditva brahma Sa-

natkmna-
2, [mb] 4-=pradaksini-kr(tva)(tati*=aiv)=(a)ntnrliitah atha catvuro

raaliara-
3, [jandj abhikranlayam ratryum ySn=(aha)m tSn=3pasamkianta

(upStya)
4, [piutsui jinisfi] vanditva yatlia svaka-sva(ka) +  + i uihfrtya

Skanto tast hurS
5, [i](da)m vaditva. catvaro maharajano mama padau <;*iraaa vnmdi-
6, [tva pradaksini-krtva ta](tr-ai)v=autarhita ’ udgfhnata bhik-

sav6 nagar-opamam vyaka-
L eak I I : R everse.

1, [ranarhj 4-ya (s)ptikl^i=niui*dha da^udha hfdayam phalot idarn 
vaditva

% (pa)dau îrasa vauditva Bhagavantam tfs-pradak§im-krtva tatr= 
ai-

'l* [va] BJiagavjlm ova ra4-+ utyaya*-piirastad=bhiksu-(sarhghs\)
4, nyas'ulafc ui^adya Bhaga(vam) (bhi)k8hn=amautryayati (c- 

ii>'tha)=dya-
o, -f(Yona) abhi(kranta)yam ra(tryaih) yen-filmm t5u=6pasam- . 

krautah
6* + 4 + ^ 4  4-[§]k(a)nta-sthita (bra)[lim]§ Sanatkumilro 
Imperfectly visible letters are shown iu round brackets; missing 

letters and restorations, iu angular brackets. Of suhnS (In1) I can 
make nothing; one Would expect a number, say s's/in/o, Bali txnasil or 
KuUmlind ‘ sixteenth.’ Wb have clearly here the beginning of a new 
chapter, in which Buddha appears to narrate lo ilbyibhadru tin btory of
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the Brahma Sanatkumara. The name of tlie chapter would seem to he 
Nagardpama Arama or ‘ the town-like park.’ On the obversq of Leaf I 
I have restored what can be concluded with much probability to be the 
missing portions. This will give an idea of the original state of the page.

Set I, b. This set consists of 15 leaves. As a rule there are 9 
lines on a page, only exceptionally 10, as on fi. 23a. The manuscript 
is incomplete, both as regards the nnmber and the size of the leaves.
Its beginning and end are missing; but, so far as I can see from Dr. 
von Oldenburg’s paper in the Journal o f  the Imperial Russian Archeological 
Society, no portion of if appears to have gone to St. Petersburg. All 
the leaves are mutilated at their right-hand side, and the outy indi
cation of their original length lies in the well-known faift, that Central 
Asian manuscripts have their string-hole on the left side of the leaf, 
at the distance of about a quarter of the length of the full page. Hence 
it may be concluded with some probability, that about one-quarter of 
each leaf is missing. As the - vinting length is about 41- inches, this 
gives the full length as probably about G inches.Ea The breadth of 
the leaves is about 2 inches. Tlie material is a very soft kind of 
paper of a darkish colour; it is in a very rotten and broken state.

The wiiting is very slovenly done. Small and big letters frequently 
alternate without any apparent reason ; and the liues are not kept 
properly straight and apart, so that their letters occasionally run into 
one another. Also errors occur not uufrequently, syllables or sounds 
being occasionally omitted , thus fl. 22 r- j.nfnca for pamrame, fl. 22a* 
tryddafamam for traybda$a»<am ; ft ‘J'-I1 A»i>-:-adrave for rus{rupadravBt 
etc. All these blemishes aggr.L . iU : i In? d ’hculty of reading the manu
script, and, I hope, will be a- • "pu:d in extenuation of the imperfect 
state of the transliteration, given by mo below.

Tlie characters used in this manuscript distinctly belong to tlie 
Northern ludian class of Brahnu, of the early Gupta period. They arc 
of a rather archaic type, as I shall presently, show in some detail.
It will bo seen from the excellent .....tptuative tables, published by

8/1 Professor BUhlcr in tho Vimtut <> ,„*<.■ formal, Vc\. VJI, p. 201, points ont 
that “ numerous copperplate Krauts witl *-n. airing.Kota ou tho loft ’’ exist in India, 
and infers from it that manuscripts With un > in-in# hole on tho lefL “ wore onco not 
unknown in India.” Thoro ia every probability tlmi ilns lnForonco is correct. For 
**< tho material (bfroh-bark or puJm-lo&f) chow*, urn, ■ . f ,o Central Asiau maims- 

* criptSi (e.g., the Bower MS.) must have boon impori-d from India (soe p. 40). In 
fact, in tho case of such exported Indian manuscripfs, the peculiar position of Mm 
utrinp-holo is an additional proof of their great age. For no Indian inaniisorsfdt, 
foand in India itself, shows (hat position ; they either show onn hole in tho middle, 
or one on either «ido. Even the lloriuzi MS., exported from India t<» <Iapau early in 
the (1th cent. A.D., alicudy shows tho doable hole. ;
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*/•(>) gq.iwl uiro.mj hi p**rwe» Apunnl>oj,j fsawiqo <q uoiqnnOA no jo ‘oAiqmim

u. u«'JjO H itto j;'i| i|0 'fueqouo? )s}tlP P uV( anqq ^onj utocraapuOM v  ei q i g-;

A °5 n i '^ W  H!M °°H uv/Uv-t,}>hj fo wipsfop/lswff oqq iq LS

Vt^KZ (I O0g  S R  ‘10M0rr otU tn osno oqq ospi si siqq pun
v. m[ piop.wA oqq qooj oqq oq poqonqqn si oajtio oqq ‘aqup q«qq jo q jy  
\Cmqtioo qqanoj oqq rnoaj sanoddnstp • ouq pKyjqjoA oqq jo  opis panq-qqiu 
oqq oq poqwqqn‘qqffrto) Sm^uoipui ‘oajuo qqiM ‘n 8no[ puqiuT ( j )

— : HuiMopoj oqq o.m ‘oq po.uop.i OAoqn ‘sq.mm, tfqjr
ps'Y ^ Y  quiquoQ or) pojv.iSnno 

pnq Of[M ‘qstqppnp; uvipiix nn jo ‘fipuj; jo  osvfv^  u Aq noqqi,TA\ sim qi 
‘ (HOflWM si qi TptqAv no |«iJor)«ra oqq jo qunooon no qqnop oq pofiudeip 
uni q Am joj ‘qoiq.u) jpoK̂ i nip'ip ut uoqqi.iM qou jt  quqq ‘^uijt.tax

sqi jo s.ioq.>nauqo oqq moJ] Jnojo Ajqtiuputiqn ex qi ‘n isy  \iu)Uokq \ii pnnoj 
qi>noqq ‘j o j  •qduosuunui utiipuj Smqsixo qsopjo oqq *gR  XGiuanonR 
.tiqnoiq.iud siqq saqniu qjnsa.t 8]i|X orjrp ojus Ajdinj i* st? *Q 'y 0 S5 ^H3̂ n8 
pjuoAi j  XpnaoiRTAo.Tj M©pjo qoum X.toA oq Ann qi qnqq pun ‘A.injuao 
qq.itnq oq-) jo cqppiiu oqq unqq Jaqiq pojnp oq qou A«ui "gR  AoiiqanonR 
Niqj quqq popiqouoo oq Ajojns ‘oui oq stuoos qi s n ‘ojojo.toqq ‘Auui qj ‘g R  
XouqauonR siqq tii jiuAoad ospj Aoqq : sounquoo p.uqq pun puooos ‘qs.nj 
oqq tu uioqq ui [itiAOJCI ^Coqj. ’ (‘Q ’Y  00t  ‘-̂ us) ^ llJlloo q)J«Oj oqj jo 
pno oqj 'jnoqn nio.if ‘spjoooj poAn.i^uo ino.ij poanodd’csip 9A*cq sq.mm 
osoq1) jooiuos ‘j o q j j u j  joa\oq oqj unq') .iop[o /jqnaopisuoo Ajqa oq
^sum .^oupitjon]^ siq1) anq') X[.iuop Ajoa soAoad siq j, •uoirjnjTuano tri 
quosoad [ju oju ^oq') ‘ S R  ^ouqjnonR ano tn ‘punq joqjo oqr) u q  -\\v rj*o 
.tuooo ‘A\0|oq pojnjoiunuo ‘sqaniu oq1) jo ouon ‘ poopui ‘jdi.iosuunm qnq') u j 
•sp.iooo.i poAuaSua joj pauoi;uom*0Aoqn iujo) oqj oj jotjoju-u sojjnjuoo 
oa\j jnoqn l '9 't  ‘*Q*y QSp r)uoqn oq oj poxq oq Xjuinpioo q j i i i  uno l(vfi 
GjTiipomjGjui eq j) iujoj oatsjuo poioods n jo  qi ni oouoj.inooo oqj taoaj 
‘qotqAi jo  ojup oqr; ‘ ’g R  joa\0{J oq*) _£q jtio uaoq ^puj si noirpjjoodxo 
giqjQ -sui.ioj OAisano Suipuodso.uoo Jioqr) oj ooiqd oaiS’ oj ‘sjduasnmnn 
|[\j uiojj ,iDi|Jtio qomn .̂ioa po.inoddtib'ip OAnq ]|im  oj poj.iojo.1 OAcqn 
sqjnui oqj Tuqr) ‘a.iojojoqj ‘pojoodxo oq auto jj  *spjoooj poAn.iSuo tmqj 
joipino qouin ifaoA sraaoj oaisjoo jo oouoso.td aqj avotjs sjdpTOSuunui 
rjnq; ‘pojqiuipn iCjjBs.iOAiun a\ou ‘o[diouTjd n si qj •eqdiaosntinrn ui 
unqq spjooaj qons in joSuo] qoiun soAjosmoqq OA.iesnoo ‘sono OAisjtio 
nnqj aojjiqs pun jojduiTS o.m ojn.i n sn qotqAi ‘s.ioqqo) jo  siiijoj oinqmn 
qnqq SuiAnjSuo jo ssooo.id oqq jo  qjnsoj jn.iuqnu n si qj '( ’Q 'y  099 

- *Avs) ^juiuoo qquoAOS aijq quoqn iuo.ij ‘nipuj ui (*ojo ‘sqooj ‘sqajqnq 
-onoqs ‘soqiqdjoddoo) sp.iooo.i poAnaJoui pn iuojj poanoddnsip X[0.nquo 
‘uoiqiqnmno jioqq ni ‘OAiiq ‘Avojoq oui Xq poqn.ioiuniio ‘sq.mm oqq qnqq 
is‘Xqdn.iSooninj unjpuj no Xnsso siq jo noiqn.Tqsupi in JO[qug; .iossojo.i j

w  ■s}dtJosnuvj\r unpv
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\|W  Initial short i, with tlio apex turned to the right, disappears
“ from the third century. After that date, the apex is tamed to the 

bottom, in tbo Bower MS. it is to the top. See (1. 2Hi1, 23a6.
(3) Medial short i, made by a nearly perfect circlet, extremely 

rare, even in.the most ancient records. From very early times (first 
century) it is usually made by a line carving to the left. See fl. 22a* 
(llii), 22a6 (ft), 23a7 (pi).

(4) Medial long i, made by a line curving to ilie left, like short i, 
but more convoluted; disappears from the beginning of the fifth 
century (last seen in the BilsacJ record 414 A.D., in hi, fri) and is not 
found in the Bower MS. It occurs regularly here, see 11. 22as (si hi, vr, 
mi), 22a* (dlii), 22a8,6 (ri), 22h6 (ni) 2oi9 (ki), et passim.

(5) Medial short u, in the form of a straight line, attached to the 
bottom of the consonant, disappears from the end of the sixth century. 
After that date curves or wedges are used ; the latter also in the 
Bower MS. See fl. 21a", 22a9, 2366 (srt), 2166 and 23a6 (pa), 22a* (7m), 
22a6 (mu), 23a* (ju ), 23a9 (dhu) .

(13) Initial 2, with the apex turned upwards (A), disappears from 
the end of the fourth century (last scon in the Allahabad record. 37.7 
A.D .). After that date the apex is turned to tho bottom, iu the Bower 
MS. to the left. See fl. 22a3 and 227A

(7-11) Kii, yeja, jd, na, and ra made with stiff straight linos, 
disappear with the end of the sixth century, ja  and na even earlier. 
After' that date tho lines are curved and tho ends wedged. Iu tho 
Bower MS., tho ends of the vertical lines of ka and ra are always 
wedged, and the lines of ja  and na are curved. See fl. 22u* (rt«, kam), 
21a1, 23a6 (pya), 23a1 (ju ), 23h9 (na), 23 7>7 (ra), et passim.

(12) Ya, in its tridental form, disappears from the end of tho 
sixth century.851 After that date its square form is universal, while 
an intermediate form occurs with the vowels 2 ,  ai, t i ,  an, from about 
370 to 540 A.D. In the Bower MS. the only forms that occur are the 
tr idental and the intermediate. In the Macartney MS., the tridental 
form alone occurs, thus showing that it caunot- ho placed later than 
370 A l l ,  and probably dates from much earlier.

(13) The numeral figures 1, 2, 3 and 20 are of an ancient type.
Soc the left-hand margin on tho obverses of II. 21, 22, 23. Iu the Bower 
MS. the same forms are used, though occasionally the figure 3 has a 
more modern form.

I may add that the superscribed conjunct r is, in our manuscript, 
always written above tho liue; see tl. 21//, 23u7 (>*i), 22b' (ria), et

W See ante, pogpa 1 anil 5.
210



( f i T
Central Asian Manuscripts. 3a L~ 1  £  1

'he only exception is in the case of the ligature rya, when 
r is formed on the line ; see fl. 22a3. All this, however, is a practice 
which goes as far back as the first century A.D.

I may also note, that as a rule no marks of interpunctuation or _ 
division arc used. Exceptionally, however, a circular mark occurs, to 
mark the ond of a chapter (adhydya) as on fl. 21a5, 2163, and an oblong 
mark to indicate the end of a paragraph as on fl. 236**6.

It may also be worth noticing that the leaves of this work are 
also numbered on the obverse pages. This a practice on which I have 
already remarked on page 15.

The language of the manuscript is Sanskrit, but of the well-known 
’umatical or mixed type which was peculiar to the earlier Buddhist 

writers. Examples of this are the prakriticisms aiJco (for aikuh) in fl.
22a*, tasma (for tnsmat) fl. 22a*, bhave (for bhaved) 11. 22a3*6, mantrSna 
(for mantrSna) fl. 2261, 23h*»8.

The work is written partly in verse (fldka) and partly in prose.
The l̂okas, however, are frequently, very irregularly formed, the padas 
being sometimes too short, sometimes too long by one syllable; some
times two padas are run into one uninterrupted half-verse; see fl. 226 ,
2369. In my transcript, below, I have indicated any ploka that could 
bo recognized by the insertion, within angular brackets, of the usual 
single aud double liues of division. A clear prose passage can bo 
distinguished in fl. 2366, 7.

Tho work appears to havo been divided into adhydyas or chapters.
On il, 22a6 we have tbo end of tho eighth chapter, and on 11.2269' tho 
mutilated ending of the ninth, chapter. Tho tenth chapter which 
follows seems to have been called gandharva-karma or 1 business pf 
Gandharvas.’

A point worth noting is tbo frequent occurrence of unusual or 
unknown words. I have noticed the following instances: kljala fl. 22a*
(tor kiiijala ?)» yatiH 1 ingredient * 11. 226*, kanavira ft 23a6 for kanajfra 
or karavira ?) ; spatidana and rdsabha 11. 23a6 as names of two medicinal 
plants. This adds to the general archaic look of tho work On fl. 23a* 
there occurs tho word rfijamatra or ‘ a person of princely position*; 
it occurs together with, tho word raja. According to the St. Petersburg 
dictionary, tho word rajamUtra is extremely rare; it seems to occur 
but once, in Caraka, part I, chapter 15. The context in Carakn is 
different; but the coincidence is surprising. Could our manuscript have 
anything to do with the original Caraka, that is, the work of Aguiv?«;a ?
For the nature of ilio work in our manuscript is undoubtedly medical 
or semi-medical.
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. a y  T ransliteration. P late X .

L eap 21: Obverse.
1, +  ka[r]tavya (nara)dati buta +  +  va vasu5=oa(tra)i)gada5=ea

+ +  +
2, nara prastha (3) (pamea)-ratram japam=anuvartana-sarva-

gandha +  +
3, k§ata sampajana +m (ca) maddkygvinam kuryasi +  +
4, jana 9amta kii(mati) sarva-dSva-n3ga-yak6aih vai +

21 5, + m  +m nddyat=iti O aa{amo ’ddhyayaly ©
6, +  tyayam ni(t)o+m g -f +  bhanena 9a +  +
7, +  gnneto masa ya
8, +  + 3 +  sarva +  + a i +
9, +  +  ■+ +

Reverse.
1, +  +  +  +
2, +  +  +  +  +
3, nyai'9=ca pujayitavyam + +  +
4, +  +  +  pam=arrada(t)o mnnah sa(pta-ra)tram  raa +
•'>!+ + +  ti tato O ’sya so pnrnso mani-ru
d, +  + ch  +(tataij=ca +  + (bha)m  gacckati mamisyanam
7, sya (dka)nikam +  +  +  ta +  +lam  lapsati dive +
8, (vaimu ’dhyay(a) (sa)m5p(t)am ©  Atha gandharva-kaimarii

naina bliavati +
9 ,  +anam hi lay a  tn pamca-ra(tra)-sn +  +  +  parv-iitma +  +  +

L eap 22: Obverse.
1, tu40 praviilnm ca[l]suvarnaiii rajata[m ] tatha [ll] kvsn-gyasam

ea tararam ca [ij ka(n<ja)m ca trapu8(a)-sum
2, ya pamea41 [1] ja.jthi bhavati m fttika [||] saptami brabma-(k)u-

[9a]a ri]=tus:v-vijani v = a?(.am5 [ll] +
3, (mi)[l]da§amS trial tejasafujokacla^a tu gandha-dakiuh[l]bha-

ve d] dvidafe In (ku) +
4■ Lyiidayamarii '* kejalarii[ll]aaha8r-ablii}iptafl=c=aik6[|]ta8nia[t3 

stbSnarii vidhiynlu
11 0, ya b!j:ivo[d] nari[|]osadyab snata lakll&t=satam[ljra(ti)-dvare 

vi + dgju[|] +
C, vigraliBau va «adyaly[l]8iMto muc(y)Sto aadya8= ta t6[» ]ji +  ya

.  - r  ( d r a y s )

*1 This oli?nrn in written very minutely :n the margin.
Rood jiitrht'atne.

*4 Road truyudufftnuiM.
•ii ̂



. n^^pajya sadya 4  4-4- jam +yau = ca + i 4  4  4- 4  yamtra 4- 4- a 4*
8, sas = tu stidariinarh. va 4- tina 4- 4  kit 4* 4- ya grantkaua 4  4
0, 4 4 4 4 4 4

R everse.
1, 4 4 4 4 4 4
2, va mantrona i 4-4- dliii 4-4- mantra ana 4-4-4-4- (ca ba va

pinva)
3, sa saba(sre) 4- 4- 4- 4- 4- cakkra la 4- 4- 4- 4- 4- (ntbi tra) 4- ha
4, nandinl tatha[o]ksicika-tvaya-yaiiti9=ca[i]apaih ma 4 4- (enm-

glia)re ca
5, n=aiv=ergu ca ta Otha[8]sury*anuvartim 9uri va n=agra-danti

ca 4
6, bain tatba[ll]etas=tu do?am dhldim vyasamJT) va vighna-vina-

9ani[«]catu 4
7, la9n[|]kartavya dvija-sattamab[n]samayam sn(a)p(t)a-liptayam

Bomya-samya 4
8, mulama-vyagra [ | ] sa-(vi)9ana43 6n-kukainal?[ II Jda^a-dayta ca

kart a vy a [ I ] k alaya s n ap t a
9, noyyanti44 tvl 85 rgha vya gbl 4-4-4- va sahazn(ta) 8aba(do9am)

4-(dvijanam) 4  4

L bae 23: O bverse.
1, uiihul.i*drftk?amayanariT ai9[i]ti ̂ -yahasram julidtavyam afcurasya

sa 4-
2, tirajo mja-matre va d§v(S) (ampu)rikaau ca n = auyasniimn46 =

csa mantra-pnilc 4
3, manirfina ra$t*7-6padravo tr*9-bastam ma(rum)gnram kjivahavi-

takl vibbltakam = api 4* yam
4, (da'sth-odumbttia-bilvn-pala9a-vljaka[li]-saptaparna9=ca[|]dj-o^am

va9a(n=ta)tba 4-i
23 5, spaudanam candanam ta O tlia [ll] sarj-arjunam vijakam [|] 

rftaabbaiii mOk^akam tatba [ll] 4- karS 2 iurn 
C, liiignm vatjga-knlaih tatba [ll] priyaggum=atba pnmnagam=[l]\ 

aikam konavirarii ca kadambom. 4- man am drbna 
/, vrkijC ’pi yo 4  4  4  4  gandham sai vo raaddhyah [l] sarva-dbu 

4- 4- 4-fimayain [||]

^  i ho uk.jara na is placed below botweon the lines.
4i Thu two yn are placed aide by <4do, overlapping oao another.
45 Hoad niili.
•WJ Dele the anxuvdru.
♦7 Ba&drdffr-dpacZruvt.
*9 Hoad tri-has tarn.

[I f t )v. .... (ct\ • V / • /  Central Asian Manuscripts. •>< I  .
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8, dhi*9-madhu-ghrt-akta + +  ?=ca abati-sahasram bo +  +  ye
-b -b +

9, myanti50 viaaye -b -b +  -b +  +■ anen=aiva (ma) [ntrona]
+  ha(n-o)padra

10, +  +  +  +  + +
R everse.

1, +  -b +  +  +  (kara) + +
2, +  ka-ratra (8u-bata)sa-bilva-samidkana (vo) +  +  + ghj-takta
3, hotavyam krsua c a +  +  +  +  +  +  +  purv-okte ta -b "b "b "b *b

purva •+■
4, s-patlie61 nadl-pula(napa) +  anena mantrena62 n  clx(a)trena

dliruva + +
5, anile krsna-va O sase vrga-bbute ’mki tisthaefi asuko m«3 tailia va

6, La I I  so ’sya raja vapyo vidbeyo bbavati almanDua dlianena va

jijfiasa
7, ktavyam pranatyayo bbavati dkarmap -  ca raja-ghatlno bbavati

raja-gliatiuo ta(tba)
8, narakesu ca paccate6̂  ‘ anena mantruua93 raj-antarnsn purvam

daksinam datvi 5a
9, rayena dakeinasya Biddh(a)nta-mamtra[|]-vidhir=c5sa prakirti-

tab [ll] sauii + +am (?a) +
With regard to the remaining sots of the Macartney MSS., I must, for 

the present, content myself with merely publishing photographic speci
mens, and adding a few words of description. These manuscripts are writ
ten iu characters which are cither quite unknown to me, or with which I 
am too imperfectly acquainted to attempt a ready reading in the scanty 
leisure that my regular official duties allow me. 1 thought, however, 
that, even a moro publication of specimens of the original manuscripts 
would he welcomo to Oriental scholars. My hope is that among those 
of my fellow-labonrers who have made the languages of Central Asia 
their speciality, there may ho some who may ho ablo to recognize and 
identify the characters and language of these carious documents. To 
such I would only ask to be permitted to address tho request that any 
discovery mado by them may he communica+ed tn me, with a view to 
arranging a full publication of tho manuscripts.

* Regarding their ago 1 caDnot vontore to give any opinion, evcopt

49 The full wind is dailhi. 6! Head vmnWiia.
K)-PerliapH fiimyimii. Head pocyitf.
fcl The full word in natuf-pQthe,
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’^mtuiuscripts which came from Kucliar. All these came from the 

neighbourhood of Khotan, and there is nothing in the circumstances 
of their discovery which necossarily involves a very high antiquity, ' 
or need make them older than the early middle ages. The occurrence in 
them of what appears to mo Uighur and Tibetan writing also seems to 
point in the same direction. See also infra pp. 43 and 4.4.

They are all written on a coarse, stilf paper, of a very dark dirty- 
brown colour. It is very different from the comparatively white and 
soft paper of the Kuchar manuscripts. The condition, however, in which 
they are now, may bo partially dne to their long burial in the hot, dry 
sand from which they were rescued. Unfortunately the dark colour 
of these Khotan manuscripts has proved a great difficulty in photo-* 
graphing, aud some of the Plates are not quite so clear as one would wish.

S et II. This consists of two distinct parts, of very different shape 
and size. One part (Plates X I and X II) consists of two large sheets 
of paper, measuring about lG x llJ  inches. The second part (Plates 
XIII-XVT) consists of 12 sheets, of which eight are folded in the 
middle to make 2 leaves each. ITenco there are 1G double-leaves and 
4 single leaves ; that is, tlic 12 shoots make up 20 leaves. These leaves 
measure about 6f x 4t inches each; or a double-loaf measures 13 .} *4J 
inches. The double-leaves show, close to their folded margin, four 
pin-holes, which seem to indicate that they were onco stitched together, 
though no trace of a thread has survived. These 12 shoots are inscribed 
with four different kinds of characters; nevertheless, of course*, they 
might form a connected whole; but this 1 am unable to determine. 
Accordingly I shall describe them in four separato, subordinate sets. >

Set II a. Plates X I and XII show' the two sides of one of rho two 
large sheets. Each of theso sheets bears wilting in two different 
characters, and two different inks. The lines of writing arc, as a rale, 
arranged so that two lines of blnck letters alternate with one line of 
white lotters. On one sido (Plato X ll)  the double lines of black 
writing aro separated, from the single line of white writing by straight \ 
linrs strongly marked in black ink. Tho white writing appears to mo 
to bo in Uighur characters ; those of the black writing I am unable l<> 
i entity. On oue sido ( Philo XII) there an- the distinct impressions 
of throe seals; the two outer ones in black, the middle one in while 
mk. The latter should be again in Uighur,** to correspond with the 
white writing. The regularity (,f the alternation oC the while and

Oue line baa a curious rcar-tUM/inco |0 Kufir. nud reminds oue of ***** ; bui 'l 
io probably an angular form ui Uighor.
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. . black writing seems to snggest that one gives the translation of the
other, the document being bilingual. The second sheet is, in every 
respect, similar* to the figured one, except that it hears only two seals, 
and that the writing which corresponds to the white one is in black 
lead or what looks very much liko i t ; it is clearly distinguishable from 
tho black-ink writing.

Set II b. Plate XIII shows a singlo leaf of this portion of tho 
second part of Set II. There are also three double-leaves in this sub
ordinate set, the total being seven leaves. These appear to mo to bo 
written in Chinese or in something greatly resombling Chinese, characters. 
The number of letters in the perpendicular lines vary from 9 to 12; 
and tho number of lines itself varies from 8 to II. One half of one 
of tho double-leaves (two pages), even, numbers 13 lines to tho page, 
and (apparently) 18 or 20 letters to the line, the letters being only 
about one-half as largo as those on the rest of this manuscript. Each 
page of writing is enclosed in a doable-lined quadrangle. Each side 
of a double-leaf, of course, has two such inscribed quadrangles (or pages) 
side by side, tlie fold of the paper running between tho quadrangles.

Set lie . Plate X IV  shows a double-leaf of this subordinate 
set. It will also best explain what is meant by a double-leaf. Thore 
are two of these double-leaves; and there is also ono single leaf; so 
that the total number of leaves is fire. Erery page (except the two 
pages of the single leaf) is enclosed within a double-lined quadrangle. 
There are from 9 to 11 lines of writing on a page: tho nsnal number 
is 10. The writing is unknown to m e: there is a faint suggestion about 
it of a very cursive form of tho Indian Bruhml characters; but this 
appearance is probably deceptive.

Set I I d. Plate X V  shows a double-leaf of this portion of tho set. 
There are two more such double-leaves, the total number of InavcH 
being six. Every page is enclosed within a double-lined quadrangle, 
and tho quadrangles themselves are divided, by double lines, into six 
compartments each. Each compartment contains two lines of writing, 
the whole page, thus, having 12 linos. The lines of writing stand 
closer to the double lines of division than to ono another. I do not 
know the writing; it. appears, however, to ho similar to that of Srt Ur.

Set l ie . Plato XV I shows a leaf of this subordinate sot. There 
is another leaf of this net which is inscribed only on one side. This 

* Ude has eight lines, while tho two page.-: of tho figured leaf have ton
lines each. The writing is in white in k /6 and appears to he in Uighnr 
characters.

ill I t  is  n o t ch alk  ; a t Inttat it  is tolornnt o f  w ash in g . 1 m ay bore w l i 1 th a t  tho  

olin li in k , too, in  a ll th ese  ninniiBcript to lo ra is -  ilw  ap p lica tio n  o f  a  iv ct sponge.
Oft) ' /



-V^ T h e  following is a summary of Set I I :—
Set II a, sheets 2, total 2

6, single leaf 1, double-leaves 3, „  7
I 9C, »j J» A» O }J **» J* °

d, jj »» 0, „ „  3, ,, 6
>» )> J> ?» 5> ^

Total 22
S kt III. Plate XVII shows two leaves of this set. There are 

altogether 12 such single leaves. They measure about 6} x 3f inches, 
aud have 0 or 7 lines to the page. The writing on them is much 
interspersed with what look like Brahmi ligatures, in the Tibetan type 
of characters. This seems to render it probable that the rest is also 
written in Brahmi characters of a very cursive type; but I have had 
no time to study it more closely. The leaves show no holes, and they, 
do not appear to have ever been fastened together, though it can hardly 
be doubted that they form a connected series.

S kt IV. Plates X XV III and XTX show two double-leaves of this 
set. It consists of a thick manuscript of small sized double-leaves, of 
which some 3 or 4 have split into single leaves. Accordingly there 
should be IJ2 leaves, but actually there ore only 111 leaves, ami these 
measure about 5j x  3} inches each. The lower corners of the loaves 
are damaged. Each double-leaf, when folded up into two single leaves, 
makes up a so-called ‘ form,’ and these ‘ forms* are bound together 
into a ‘ book * by means of a metal nail which is passed through the 
whole of the ‘ forms’ of leaves near their left-hand margin, The 
‘ forms’ are secured from falling off the nail, by a metal disk screwed 
into one of its ends and a metal knob, into the other._ 1 ho ‘ book 
begins and ends with a couple of blank ‘ forms, but whether this 
indicates that the manuscript is complete, I cannot say, though it seems 
probable. There are six or seven lines on each page, mid these lines are 
distinctly partitioned off into four columns. The number of letters in 
a columnar lino varies ; it is usually six ; but I have noticed them from 
four to seven. In this manuscript, loo, ligatures of the Tibetan typo 
occur on nearly every page, which would suggest a Brahmi cursive 
character for the rest of the writing. Whether the latter is tho same 
as, or similar to, that occurring in Set III needs investigation, i have 
lu»d no time for closer examination.

Set V. Plate X X  shows three leaves of this sot. It if' a manus
cript, very similar in every respect to the preceding one. All its *• 
arc single, about 100 j their exact number n> uiicertuiu, as »» oL

if W )V, ■' (CT
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d-place of Sets 4-G would seem to belong to tbe western extremity 
of the Takla Makan desert. The locality of Set 4 is described , •> “ uu 
immense graveyard in ruins.”  This part of the country and laiti.er 
North-West was the scene of the fierce struggles between the Mulmm- 
inadans of Kashgar and the Buddhists of Khotan in the early part of i !io 
1-th century. A  large cemetery at Ordam Padshah, near Yangi Briar, 
marks the site of a great Muhammadan defeat in 1095 A.D. That 
site is now nearly buried in the sands. It was about that time, 
in the 11th century, that Sulfa11 Sut.il: Ruglira Khan succeeded in 
bringing together all the Uighur people into one nation.59 All this 
■would point to a similar conclusion, the 12tli century, for the Macartney 
MSS. As to the chances of conservation of manuscripts under the 
condition in which they were found, 1 may quote the following remarks 
from Sir T. D. Forsyth’s Report60 with reference to the castellated, 
city, Sliahri Nukta Rashid, now more or less completely buried under 
sand:—

“ As an instance illustrative of the diy character of the 
climate here, I may im i-tnm that we found sheets of matting, such 
as are used at the present day, in the foundations of walls, still in 
excellent preservation under the layers of raw bricks composing 
the structure of the battlements, although, as we are assured and 
ns history tends to prove, the place has been in ruins for eight 
hundred years.”
It not unfrequently happens, as Sir T. D. Forsyth remarks, that 

when the fierce wind sweeps over these sand-buried places, objects are 
disclosed i» view temporarily and again buried under fclio sands. In 
this way, if not as the result of actual digging after treasure, tbo 
Macartney MSS. appear to have been obtained by their Under.

I will now turn to the other class: those found in Kuchar and 
written in the Bralmri characters. These must be divided into two 
sections: (1) those Written in the Northern Indian Gupta, and (2) those 
written in tlm Central Asian characters. Baddhism was very early intro
duced into Knchur, probably its early as the 1st century B.C.,ond probably 
through Khornn, where it was introduced in the 2nd century B.C.6t In 
the early centuries A.J). it was a stronghold of Buddhism ; later on that 
religion retrograded under the spreading rivalry of Nesfcorian Chris
tianity, and still more so under that of Muhammadanism, It never quite

8m  Sir T. D. Fangrth's Report of a Minimi to Tnrkaiui, pp. 122-J27 ff.
Ibidem, \>. 3H.

H 8 do licnl’n Dnddhint Ktcordv, Vol. I, p. Ixiviii, Vol. II, p 813, 314. /.mriMi!*
Av 8oc. Iktiif., Vol. LV, i>. 1U7.
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sitccumbed, and later, under the early Mongol conquerors, in the 13th 
century, it partially revived in the Lamailie form of Buddhism introduced, 
from Tibet. This conservation of Buddhism, however, is not of any 
particular importance with regard to the question of the age of the 
K*uchar manuscripts. The early missionaries of the Buddhist faith were 
natives of Northern India, taking “ India ” in the wider usage of those 
times. They brought with them their Buddhist scriptures written in 
the Northern Indian characters, and when settled in Knchar, naturally 
used those characters in their own compositions. Their converts, 
the natives of Kuchar, learned the use of those characters from their 
religious teachers. Butin their hands they soon began to undergo a 
process of modification, which resulted in what I have called the 
Central Asian Brahmi, but which, perhaps, it may be better now to call 
the Kuchari, as I have not met with this alphabet in any manuscripts 
except those which came from Kuchar.

The initial epoch of that procoss of modification it seems possible 
to fix with some probability, with the help of the evolution of the 
various forms of ya. I have already (ante, pages 4 aud 5) explained the 
two divergent lines of this evolution in Northern India and Central Asia.
The Northorn Indian evolution commenced in the extreme portion of 
North-Western India (Panjab, Kafnrir, Gandbara, i.e., the country of 
the Kushans), (say) about 350 A.D., by the introduction of the 
intermediate ya, and completed its course in the modern square ya 
throughout Northern India within little more than two centuries, i.e., 
about GOO A.l). From the same extreme portion of North-Western India 
the Brahmi alphabet, together with Buddhism, had been carried into 
Kuchar. With it naturally went the changes which from time to time 
took place in that alphabet. This is shown by the case of the Bower 
MS., and by Nos. I l l  ab of the Fragments, all coming from Kuchar and 
thus showing that the fashion of writing tbo intermediate ya hud been 
carried to Knphaiv Now it seems to me evident, that if the process of 
evolution of the Central Asian or Kuchar! alphabet hud not already 
fully set in before that period of the introduction of the intermediate 
ya, the influence of that intermediate ya ami its resultant square ya 
would have shown itself in the formation of the Central Asian ya.
But (here is not the smallest trace of it. Tho evolution of the Central 
Asian ya has taken a different course, which proves that it must have 
begaU at a tide when the fashion of writing the intermediate ya had 
not yet begun, or at least had not yet become a settled fact in North- 
Western India. That means that tho initial epooh of the evolution of 
the Central Asian cannot he well placed later than the fourth or fifth 
Century A.L). Further, when once a native Kuchar! .style of writing
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^ f^ a d  been formed, it follows that by the side of it the Northern Indianx'w/? ..gyro ''s' , “
----- ^  style of writing can only have maintained an artificial existence, thatjs

to say, it can only have existed either in manuscripts imported from 
India, or in tho usage of Native Indians who had immigrated into 
Central Asia (Kuchar). It follows further, first, that the maintenance 
of the Northern Indian style in Kuchar (or Central Asia) ceased from 
the time the importation of Indian manuscripts or the immigration of 
Indian Buddhist teachers came to an end; and secondly (which is the • 
main point in tho present argument), that all manuscripts written in 
the Northern Indian style and discovered in Kuchar must, as regards 
their age, bo judged solely by the rules that apply to Northern Indian 
pahcogmpby. This postulate applies to the Bower MS., to Parts I, II 
and III of the Weber MSS., to Sets I a and I b of the Macartney MSS., 
nnd to E’ragments Nos. 1, II, TIT (exc. Jilt/), V-VI1T, XI. It applies 
also to Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 of the Godfrey MSS. As to the final epoch 
of <he use of the Northern Indian alphabot in Central Asia ( Kuchar), 
it may be noted that no manuscript has yet corno to light, which 
shows the employment of the final square form of tho Northern Indian 
ya. Hence it may fairly be concluded that after the sixth century, 
no more manuscripts wore exported or Buddhist teacher’s emigrated 
from India to Central Asia. This practically coincides with tho groat 
Muhammadan invasions, and is probably to a great extent accounted 
for by the troubles attendent on them.

I may add that those manuscripts which are found written on 
priirn-leaf or bireli-bark are evidently importations from India, and it 
may be noted, as a confirmatory circumstance, that neither the palm-leaf 
fragment No. I, nor the l>irch-bark fragment No. II, nor the birchibark 
Bower MS. shows any trace of the Contral Asian style of writing. As 
neither tho Tar-palm nor the birch exists in Central Asia (Kuchar). the 
faotn could not well be otherwise. On the oilier hand, those manuscripts 
in Nort hern Indian Brahmi, which are found written on paper, J am 
inclined to believe, must Imvo been written in Central Asia by Indian 
Buddhists who laid migrated there from India.

’TIh-ii' remain -tin: manuscripts written in tlio Central Asian TVahmT. 
How Ion? the use of this peculiar modi lie,ir.ion „[ the Brahmi remained 
foment in Central Asia (Kuchar), it is for me impossible at present to 

.  n»y- 1 know of no direct evidence. The ruling raw in Central Asia,
np to (lie time of the Mongols, were the Ui-hnr tribes of Turks, it is 
v.oll-kmnvn that they were a literate people, nnd that they adopted a. 
modification of the Syrian characters from the Nestorian missions! ics 
who came among them from tho 6th century A.D., if not «nrli« r. Tliifl 
modified Syrian became their nntionnl character;;, nnd is known us the 
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\JW  .Wrt̂ K gtnr. This adoption by them of a species of Syriac 'characters is 
significant, in view of the fact that there was at the time already in 
USD among them a Sanskritic alphabet, the Central Asian BrShml (not 
to mention at all the artificial Northern Indian). Probably that circum- 
stance flliovvs (1) that the Central Asian Brahmi was the peculiar 
property of the Buddhists among them, and (2) that Buddhism was 
limited among them to a minority, consisting of monks, hut that tho 
bulk of the nation had adopted Christianity, which accounts for their being 
so frequently designated as Tarsi (or Christian).62 Later on, the bulk 

• of them adopted Muhammadanism, and with it the alphabet peculiar to 
it. brom this it would follow that as Buddhism gradually dwindled 
among them, tho knowledge and use of the Central Asian BrShml died 
out. How soon this was. the case, 1 do not know ; but it seems certain 
that the knowledge of that alphabet had entirely died out by tho time 
of the rise of tho Mongol power in the 12th century A .D .; otherwise 
it is dill!cult to account for the fact of the Uighur characters being 
selected by a Tibetan Buddhist for .the purpose of forming a Mongol 
alphabet.63 If the Central Asian Brahmi had still survived at fiat 
time, one would liave expected a Buddhist to choose that peculiarly 
Buddhist alphabet in preference to the tfighur. I am disposed to 
believe llmt it bad already died out some oeuturies previous to tho 
elaboration of the Mongol characters.

Arranged chronologically, the manuscripts in tho Central Asian 
BrShml may bo placed thus: Fragments Illri, IV and IX  are the 
earliest and may belong to the nth century A.D. Next come Parts 
IV, V, VI, \ II of tho Weber MSS., which may belong to the 6th 
century. Then follow Part VI of the Weber MSS. and Fragment X, 
which may bo assigned to tho fith or 7th centuries. Lastly come Part 
IX' of tho Weber MSS. aud Fragment XII, which may bo as Into as the 
Sth contury. Tire Godfrey MSS., Nos. 6-15, which arc written in the 
cursive Central Asian, are difficult to adjudge, aud 1 will not attempt 
to estimate their exact age.

With regard to the language in which the Central Asian maitns- 
eripfs aro written, it may be noted that tho following are written in 
Turk! (U ighur?). First: (he Godfrey MSS. Nos. 4 and 5 (Plato IV 
which aro written in Northern Indian Brahmi: and secondly, Part IX 
of the Weber MSa. and the Kashgar MS., nluoh are written in Central 
Asiau Brahmi. lo  the latter rnay be added the Godfrey MSS. -Vos. 6-15. 
which arc in au unknown (Tiirki or Chinese) language, and in cursive

® S ee N . E lia * ' Tankh i-ftu iA './ ', p- 9b.
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X^ !_ ^ & it r a l  Asian. It will bo scon, that only a small numbor of manuscripts 
avo written in a language which is not Sanskrit; the majority arc written 
in Sanskrit. This goes to confirm the fact, also otherwise known, that, as 
a rule, the Turki-Uighur used their own Uighur characters for their native 
literature, and the Brahmi, whether of the Northern Indian or ot the 
Central Asian type, was practically limited to the Buddhists and to 
Sanskrit literature imported by them from India. And this farther 
tends to show that the employment of the Central Asian type of Brahmi 
is not likely to have survived for very long the cessation of the nsc of 
tho Northern Indian typo of Brahmi. The latter, as I havo shown, 
must have ceased to be in use with the cessation of importations from 
India, in the 7tli century A. D.

P. S. I have just noticed that the ancient namo of Kashgar and 
of tho country round about was Suit. See Beal’s Buddhist llecorils,
Vol. II, p. 306, note; also N. Elias’ Tiirikh-i-RashUi, p. 8, note. If is 
curious that tho documents, Nos, 8 and others among the Godfrey MSS.,
( ,ee ante, p. 23) begin with Null, followed by a numeral. Could it ho a 
date t
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