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Three further .Calleclions of Ancient Manuseripts from Central Asin—By
A. ¥. Ruoorr Hoeryue, C.LE., Pu.D.

(With 24 Plates.)

Sinee the publication in this Journal! in 1893 of my account of
the Weber Mnnusrript-s., three further eollections of Central Asiaw
Mannseripts have been placed in my lands by the Foreign Department

of the Government of India. T received them in April 1895, Novembor ;

1895, and Deceraber 1896, respectively,

L Fracwents. (Plate 1)
The first of the three collections consista of mere seraps of
manuseripts. A preliminary account of these was published hy me in
thie Proceedings of this Society for May 1895 (pages 84, 85). They lmi

heen presented to My, Macaviney, the British Agent it Kashgai by -
the Manager of the Chinese Foreigu Commerce in that tawp, (l'lu-'l,": !

Mucartuey sent them to Sir A. Talbot, K.C.I.E., the British Resi ent
in Kagmir, who forwarded them to the Foreign Office in Simla, which
made them over to me. In the same way, I may here add, the other

two collectiond ipts have cope i hawdgoy ey |

The Folui‘g ngilﬁz of.tﬁgféilm:{b,iszg,'hiwartlingb:
me thoe fraguients, simply stated ‘that they had begn dug ont in Kuochar.
Ou my roqudst for furthér ‘particelars, Mr. Macaztoey very kindiy
farwarded to Jao * the teanslation of a lettet received in Kaghigar on
the ¥th Dechmber 1894 from Lew, Amban of Kuobar, to Tsing,
Managoer of the Foreign Commerce Office in Kashgar.” This letter,
Le added, coftained Al the information he was fable to afford with

b/ &

reference to ysqneiﬁ‘ e fotter runs as follows ;— o
“I Wwe received your lotter, el Tudto n‘f_‘ whether
there are'mnysneved: Pibetwrr Munnsorpts T 0o Pmmlly of Timar

Beg. Tlosbno time in snmmoning him.  He stated that he had
ng such manuseripts, but that some people had, several years ago,

! Bee Journal, As. Soc. emg, Vol LXTL, p. 112,
|
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Cenlral Asian Manuscripts.

/dng some out from a big mound situated at the west of the cily
[Kuchar], and almost 5 %4 [slightly ‘over a mile] from it, and that
as this took place a long time ago, the documents had noyw either
been sold or burnt. I also wentin person to make an inspection
of the mound which was about 10 ckang [approximately 100 feet]
in 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. T hired 25 men to dig under proper supet-

* yvision. After two months’ work, they only dug out & parcel of

! torn paper and torn leayes with writing on them. ]2 now forward
fhis to yow. [If afterwards I discover any person possessing such
manugcripts I shall again communicate with you.”

The loculity of the find, indicated in this Jetter, as I shall show
further on (énfra, p. 28), appears to be the same as that from which the
Tower 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 are the merest
seraps of manuscripls. There is none among them of any larger size
than the largest shown in the plate. Of conrse, 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 mnch in what they contain, as in the varions
types of character in which, and the material; on which they ave
written.

The maferial of the fragments is of three different kinds: palm-
leaf, birch-hark, and paper. The feagments of palm-leaf are shown
under No. I: they ave all that were found in the collection. Those
of birch-bark ave shown ander No. I1: there are four morve which
have not been figured. The whole of the remaiuder are seraps of
poapers -1f will be noticed that the paper is of several very distinet
yapjeties, from a very brown and hard (No. IX) to a very whito
and goft (No. XII) kind. The latter, like the paper of some of the
Wober MSS., ia coated with a thick sizing of gypsuin.

The following i a suminary of the collection

No. I, palm-leaf, 9 pieces
& IT, birch-bark, 13
% LTI, puper, 1 A
o IV,  do. : N
V. VI, do. ¥t
VII, do. 10 5
VIIT, do. i
IX, do 25



Central Asian Manuscripts.

No. X, paper 20 pieces.

A, TR SeH A 5
el sl G QRS Ies

Total 145 pieces
Quite irrespective of the material, these fragments are inseribed
“with two quite distinct types of Brihmi character, viz., Northern Indian
(Gupta) and what T have called in my paper on the Weber MSS.2

Central Asian, To the former division belong Nos. T, IT, IIT (with the.

exception of piece No. I1lc), V, VI, VII, VIII (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.
The best test-lotfers for distingnishing the North-Indian from the
Central Asian are the superscribed vowels & and ai. These, in the
* Ceutral Asian, ave made in the form of an almost perpendicular stroke
with a slight top-cnrvature to the right,® while for the short vowel ¢ the

same form is used which the North-Indian uses for& Hence what is a

in the North-Tndian, is ¢ in the Central Asian, Regarding the time when

these Central Asian forms of & and e oviginated, T may offer the
following suggestions. In the Northern Indian Gupta, at a certain
time, the tendency shows itself, to give to the nsual superscribed ¢urve
of € a serpentine form, This form may be seen on one of the Qadfray
MSS., on Plate 1T, leaf 11, reverse, lino 3, in the word manase, while the
usual form ocenrs just below in ghose. Now by straightening the
sevpentive line, but presevving the upward curve, at the left end,
the Central Asian form of & is produced. The serpentine line was a
anere arvtistio fancy in vogue at a cortain time, bus I beliove it eventually
led to the evolution of the Central Asian forms of &und ai. A look at
Professor Biihler's Table IV (column XI1T-XIX) in his Indian Palao-
graphy® shows ihat the period during which the faghion of “writing the
serpentine forms of & af, 6, au prevailed in Nopthern Indin with regard
to ongraved documents was the Gth and Tth conturies A.D, For manu-

scripts the fashion muast have commenced much emlier. Manuseripts, '

therefore, showing that fushion cannot be well dated later than the Gth
century AD, and muy be placed the eavlier, tha mora sporadic the
observance of the fashion shaws itself. To that period, say the fonyth
or fifth century A, may ho reforred the evolution of the Gentral Asian
forms of medial € and ai, See also the vemavks, infra, p. 45

al, As. Se¢. Bengal., Vol LXIT, pags 4. )
aue is the ease, of courbe,’ with the enpersoribed vowols 4'and au ; only
ure of the ¢ase, (he digtinotion ig not 5o oloatly muked,

with them, from the
4 o the Hueyriopedia of fndo-Aryan Retenrch
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Central Adsian Manuscripts.

An equally good test-letter is the aksara ma. The Central Asian
forme of it is made in two distinet divisions : an open square (like the
ordinary Brahmi pa) above and a horizontal line below. On the other
hand the North-Indian (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 1Va® (mi Central Asian) and VII3 (ma Northern
Indian).5 Tt 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 wrﬂving in Central
Asian, contrasted with the npright writing of the Novthern Indian ; this,
however, makes itself not so apparent in single lelters 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 @, made by a
long horn-like projection or curve as in ha (VIIIal), ta (IXat, 1XcY),
sva (1Vad), ya (11T @b, XI b8). )

A farther good test is the form of ya, which in the Northern
Indinn is disfinctly tridental, whence it passes, throngh an intermedinte,
into the modern squnare form, In the Central Asian, on the other
hand, the old tridental form of ya gradually passes into a bi-anunlar
form, It ig particalarly to be noted, as a land-mark for chronclogical
purposes, that the Northern Indian intermediate form ouly existed for a
comparatively short time, It first appears in engraved doenments about
370 A.D., and disappears again abont 540 ADS It lasted in ronnd
numbers for (say) 200 years, and was only nsed in conjunction with the
s;zpm’sorilmd vowels & ai, 0, an. It was elearly an attempt at producing
A more couvenient enrsive form. It cousisted iu the elosure of the Jeft
side of the trident, producing an irregular circlet. By the gradual
broadening of this circlet, and the eoncnrrent atrophy of the right side
of the trident, the modern form of ya was produced. The latter is
practically dominant in Northern India from (say) 600 A.D, Tt is
{gnrions Fu observe that the snbseribed conjunct ya passed through a
very mxmlur‘cr)m'se of evolution, though several couturies earlier than
the non-conjunct ya. There the process oecurred in the 1st and 2nd
centuries A.D,, the period being also about 200 years,

A § ! and there wns
also the sume intermediate form of ya.

| ‘ , An instance of the latter ia
giveu by Prof. Bibler, from the lst contury A.D., in Plate 111 (Columin

5 Raired numberi indicate lined. Thus IVa# means the secon@ling on fragment
a, belonging (o No. 4 on Plate 1,

8 Sue detailed proof in my paper ou the date of the Bower MS. in Journal,
Av, Sov. Bowy., Vol, LX, py, 85, &t
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¥ 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 Asin 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 civelets ;
the left side, fivst ; 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 ye becamo in appearance very much like the ancient
form of the numeral figure 10. ;

The fragments, shown on Plate I, afford & usefal means of study A S

of the gradual evolution of the Central Asian type of the Brahmi
«characters. Thus in general appearance the Ceutral Asian piece L1Id is
hardly distingnishable from the surrounding Northern Indian pieces
Illa to I1Th. But No. ITId is known by its distinet Central Asian &
and ma. Compare, for example, n¢ in ILTAS with » in IT1f%; also m in
IIId® with mye in I3 So also in general appearance the (en-
tral Asian piece, No. IV, closely resembles the Northern Tndian
picces No. Vllab; but the former can hT distinguished as Central
Asian by the forms of its & and ma. Observe; eg., réin IV8; also

4 compave 7 in IV3 with ma in VIIF® and m in VIIal By ‘¢ general
appearance’ I mean principally the absence of the characteristic slant s
but note also the presence still of the tridental form of Yy, e.g,, in yi
TIId5 and iVE Heve, then, we lave two oxamples of) the beginning
divergence of the Cevtral Asian from the Northerm Indian, shown
in two quite distinet handwritings, L

The next step of the evolution we have in No. IX, The general

vappearanco is still upright; but note the characteristic forms of ya in
IX® and IXf% which ave no more tridental, the left side having been
closed up into a eirelet (the whole resembling the old numeral 10).
Note also the characteristio forms of @ and m in ma IXP3, ma IXal, 2
IXsl of passim. A further step in advance is shown in No. X
Hero the general slans is already clearly marked ; compare this No, with
No. VII by its side. Note also the distinctive Central Asian ya in Xa¥ |
Xt (exactly liko the numeral 10), & in g8 Xeb, yeé X7, bhé X3, @ in
ta Xa*, m in Xbe.  As to the form of m, No. X shows a curious Parther
development in closing the top of the ordinary Centinl Asian forsn of
this letter. This is the only case in which T have hitherto noticod this
vevy peeuliar fovm of the Central Asian ». On comparing this piece
with Part VI of the Weber MSS. (Journal, As. Soc, ffv,:ng/.. LX1I, plate
11, fig. 2) it will be ohsevved that thoy ave both wiitten in exuctly
the same hand writing : the only difference is in the form of m. Patt Vi
of the Weber MSH. showing the usunl Usntrel Asian forn of €hat
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. 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. (ibidem, Plate T11, fig. 3-5); but note
espeeially the foll bianmular form of yu in ya XTI3, also the angular
form of dha in XI1Ib8.

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
gareful hand, so that it is a pity that not more has heen preserved
of the manuscript. The characters are of the Northern Indian Gupta
class, and their type indicates a rather early Gupta period. The
latter ya is used in its tridental form ; even the intermediate form is
absent ; see y7, yaiin I, A% y& in Ti3, The superseribed conjunct 7 is
formed within the line, see rda Ih?, rita Tcl. A date before 350 A.D.
snggests itself. There is nothing in the fragments to indicate the size
of the leaves, or the extent and contents of the work.  The fragment A,
however, shows the nnmber 2 on its margin, which would scem to
indicate it as the remnant of the second leaf.

No. L. These fragments are written on birch-bark and micht be of
a work of the same age as the Bower MSS. Fiom the style of the

[

characters they might, indeed, be fragments of that work, though there 2

is nothing in them to indicate the nature of the work to which they
may have belonged. Fragment ITe is written in a larger hand than the
others, and probably belonged to a scparate work.

No. 111, All these fragments ave written on paper. The five
pieces a, b, ¢, e, f ave written in Northern Indian Gupta, while piece
& is written in Central Asian. The latter, thevefore, belonged to a
work quite different from the others. But the handywriting in the,
pieces @ and & is a littie different from that in the pleces ¢, ¢, I3
and these two sets, therefore, may. have belonged to two. different
manngeripts, though their purport is the same: they treated of
apells. Picces @ and b are still connected with the ()l'igillﬂ] thread ;
and, other piaces of thread which I veceived mgm.,;,- with this
eallection of fragments ave shown in tho centre of the Plate. T
wonld place the date of the mannseript to which. picces @ and b be-
longed early in the 5th century, contemporary with the Bower MS.,
on account of their showing the intermediate form of ya in yi T11 o ®
Bub it must bo noted That the tridental form also oconrs in yi I ¢®
T'he superscribed conjunct 7 is formed within the line s sge rani 111 o

No. IV. Wuitten on thin papor, in bold and clear (,‘-.n;fml Axing
of ‘a yery enrly type, as shown by the tridental form of ya, and the
steaight form of the medinl w in asuka; line 1. Both forms point (o
date not later than (Say) 450 A D.  The ewious appendago to ther Funt

213



Central Asiun Manuscripts.

0‘ courqo, is to delimit that strd\e.

Nos. V and VI. These two fragments, both on paper and m
Northern Indian, seem to me to be the most archaic looking in the
collection.

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

No. VIII. On paper and in Northern Indian. In hardly legible
condition. The large letter {u on piece b possibly indicates the numeral
30, thongh 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 &
numeral figure on the margin, which I take to be 9. Piece % shows
the numeral figure for 90 and below it that for 27 This fact shows this
piece to be the remnant of the 92nd leaf of some large work of an
unknown character.

No. X, - On paper, and in Central Asian Nagari of exactly the
same type as in Part VI, of the Weber MSS. The original breadth of the
leaf is shown by piece ¢, which measures about 2 2% inches, and shows that
there are eight lines to the page, the top and bottom lines nea 1y tonching
the margine. The leaves of Part VI of the Weber MSS., mensure 23
inches in breadth, and there are only seven lines on a page. Moreover,
asalready stated (anfe, p. B) the letter m is formed differently in the two
mamxscrlpre All these circumstances prove sufficiently that onr frag-
ment cannot have belonged to that Part VI, which contains an ancient

Sanskvit koga or vocabulary. On the other hand] from the ocenrrence;

in X¢5 of the phrase padau vanditvd, it seems probable that the subject
of this manuscript was the same &s that of Set Ia of the Macartney
MSS.H and Parts V and V1I 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 y& X1d%
and g6 XIa® and X1d% Tt may be referred to the 4th century A.D.
Noteworthy are the curious clongated forms of medial ¢ and sub-
geribed y. ‘

No. XII. On soft white paper, thickly coated with & white sizing;
wiitten in fully developed Central Asian, of the same type da in Part IX
of the Weber MSS, .

1 Of thoe gecond stroke of 2 only a minute irace romaing, OFf course, it in
posrible that there oiay have been o thivd stroke, which would mpké the nihbar o
Le 3.

8 Qoo below pnge 41, on Leaf 11, obverse, ling 4 and B
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~ The langunge of every one of these fragments is Sanskrit. Their
subjects cannot be determined, except inghe case of Ngs. L, TV and X.
Nos. III and IV belong to some kind of works on spells, and No, X
appears to have contained the story of the Mahayaksa General
Manibhadra. \ )

o TrANscrIPES.  Prate L

No. I, 2. Line 1: ma hitau A°
5 2: ndama

No. I, b. Line 1: cakkra-vighd(ta)
» 2: bhayah (¢a)
o 31t va +

No. I, ¢. Line 1: ri varttaya
2 sa-vigha

No. I, & Line 1: haya

o 2k

No. I, e. Line 1: +y
» 2: nand ha '
w 3: 4+ + +

No. I, f. Line 1: citabhasam
No. I, g Linel: +y+avarna-dhara
» 21 p(r)atig=c=ast-ottari vi rag(a)

ki ++
No. I, h. Line1: (m)ah yatri s(n)
AT kh& ¢atrapam=ablimarda

s 81 2 deyo na kitaray=uist rd(gn)
No, I, ¢ Line L: rd ca (¢a)

5 2: mo nilakanthays ~

5 Br [vii(laye ~

w d:

No. II, a, Line 1: gnas ya(je)

No. IL, b, Liuve 1: gunta

No. II,¢. Line 1: praha

No. 11, . ' Line 1: samfha

No. II, e.  Live 1: + ty(a)n(ameg) =ca
4w 2: pto mahd.ma

- No. I1, £30 Line 1 sarh (ju)hu

o

9 This is either the gign of the numoral i, vr more probably w pmek of inter
punttantion.
19 Thig pleco is pluced upside down on tha plate,
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11, g Tino 8- Y ,
5 21 4karh el A
i ChE e G ¢
No. II, k. Line 1: n(a) :
» 2: kam cai :
Bl N )
No. IT, . “Line 1: +y
» 21 (t8) hi
5 3: (pita)m ‘ Tt
No. 11T, ¢. Line 1: (p)a ¢a(trn) 4
5 2% prayd +sa(ti) vi 4+
» 3: +nato va(d)ys gandi+ + 3
» 4: (va) O tavya (bbhyanda) +
SO va
G ut+ =
No. IIL b, Linel: taga+ + va+ . :
» 2: 4 valhargall-vaja-vyoma
» 3: (8) O tand ~ phalsh pa++
5 4 k@)el o till A nahuti - |
, ©: +gani bhavanti tad = ya [tha]
,» 61 gaccha tyvicOi
o 7+ (nw) gar(ma) +
No. IIT, ¢. Line 1: gvaha arn A (ko) A
» N vapyamayabhabhu y4 -+ 18
s + (ka)gatd bhays . tasya+

s 4: 4(mar juni dra) 4 (ja)nis=trayasyn purnsasya

5: h A tadsyathd A hili A mili 5 da(ubp)mili A +

(a)stami ~ mani A va(ma) A akpd ~ harust
++

: +4+

31 4+ 4 va+ +that +satadmh \

4: ggram sa(t@m)sifta) +ren

5: guiyat ghy(tem) v(a) & h)ritam +

6: ¢onitam sa(r)va

G:
e
9.

1L The sksari ga, which had been erconcously omitted, is insertod bulow the ling,
its proper pluce being indieated by o dot. above bho line. {
18 This line epparendy indicates an interpolation. It iz wiitten inthrlineerly,
and in much gmaller leblers, which are very difeult to vead, y )
18 'his pivee is weitteh in Cenbral Asiaun characten, buat in Ve Sengkrit Tan:
gange.
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Line 1: arnn(i) (sa) + -+
5 2: sana(gh)o
: » 8: +1 +1 +i A (pa)
No, III, f. Line }: +1i ganya ~ ¢i+
: (hata) bavamha bhamya
: 8(ta)-dusta-bandho 'si » ma
: na uktamn pratibhanasi
: + 4+ +1i 406 ta(m) ~ hari
yaksa ~ yamd ha
sta-baddhd si -
+ tisil®
= + ta

© W1

No. 1V. Line 1: mandréna asuka asnka(ii)=ea
» 2: 4+ mi A vittaydmi ~ vigrahaya[mi]
» 91 - ciréni svaha ~ auta-pakss
» 4: + ~ a(ma)+ o(ta)mena sviha ~
5 O: 4 svaha A vi+
No, V.' Line 1: + mah prava
5 2: 4m=aya+na (jra)
s S: 4 ramd +
e +

No, VI. Linel: 4bdha + +ta +
» 2: cittésu siupta
» S: 4n-any-aijs

No. VII, a. Linel: p=asti (m)i
» 2: manyasarb param B bya+

] 588

, No. VII, b. Linel: (mam) &
2: 4 ¢ayam

w 8: mddha-pitama
4: (¢)u kika-hrdayam

5 B: (ta)

No. Vi, 4. Linel: +
2: (ti)ksnagi ++

31 (mn)dg-Gdakam (pra)
i
5

& jom oo 4 4 .
y  O: garavakd 41

o U vate

ot S
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Linel: +
S
5 3: lu (or 30)

No. IX, a. Line 1: + ~mahara(ja)-sa(ma) ++

» 2: ma+m
No. IX, 4. Linel: ]I haritilam=a+
: da 4 +i

5}
No. IX, ¢. Linel: 4 + +r+(kapada)+s(5) .
5 2: (ccha)sataya: appratihata
No. IX,d. Linel: 9 ga
St (vaka)
No. IX, e. Line 1: kscid=bhavée
No.IX, f. Tinel: * +
» 2t grat
,, 3: tamiyah
‘ » 4 4 d(ara) "
No. IX, g. Line1: tani +
,y 21 trasya n
;5 S: vira
st 4 +ya
No. IX, . Line1l: sani
s 23 (vava)
) 3: I\ﬁt(i)
,» 4: sadha
5 0 92+
No. IX, ¢. Line1: krtva
9

T mena

ks

: (m)ids
: 4 kalpaya(t)

e OO

: (va)

P ye

o o2

: tag=oa
t4 g told
: tatr=a(ka)
! - mama

+

O e T

14 Pho aksara ta slands interlinearly nod ils exact velation is unknown.
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¢. Linel: +
» 2 +
5 B: (cata ca)
s ¢eta pratha

5 oz (dha)erm[5]'yam ca vi
» 6: padaun vandi(tv)a

v » 7: ++c=cays(na)
» 8: ¢=ca ++(tana)

No. X, d. Linel: ++(dya) ~ vas(ta)

» 2: +astyapabhati
» 37 + dho ms mantra(fi=ca)
» 4:  dasy=asi va

+m i

~
o

No. X1, s. Line 1: +ya + canta +
» 2: + vatadya idam
,»»  3: prathamayd

4 No XI,b. Linel: +di +cha
w2 +y+iyami
2 3: + +i + +1i
O m=agta-varasaha

y» o1 ddhah n yad=icchanty=ikags rupro
» G2 4411 +ti yad=icchati parasya va
R I
No. XTI, . Linel: 4+&ca hrdayam ta(va)
» 2: vatrd paugiténal® sahd
3 3: +m=anuyittada +
» 4: + dévi maranam
No. XI,d. Line 1: +mi ca rd + +
»  2: (thana)nima mila-mala +
5 31 sayét chiyayw pari¢osa
5 4: mmtav=anugamisyabi
» 93 4am sapra(bu) +1

No. X1I,a. TLine1: eaksya(nap)r(na)
» 2> (bhamta) +(va)
No. X1I, 8, Line 1: khaveham(laguna)
p 27 ndwddme 44 4 4 4 4 4 4
y 8: +aya avdhini ci + 4
i 59 A2 jvarag=c=aiva
In the foregoing transcripts, ilegible lotters are indionted By crosses,
missiog letters by squaves or angular brackets, and indistinet letbers by
round brackets,
: 16 Road rétvaw popildua,
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II. Tae GopFrREY MANUSCRIPTS.
(Plates II-VIII and XXI-XXIV).

A short preliminary notice of these Manuscripts will be found in
Mr. A. Pedler’s Presidential Address of 1896. 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 atb Gilgit,
and, for that reason, they have been named by me ““the Godfrey Manu-
seripts.’” :

Captain Godfrey has been good enoungh to supply me, in a letter,
dated the 27th June, 1897, with the following information regarding
the eircumstances in which the Manuseripts came into his possession :—

% In 1895, when British Joint-Commissioner of Ladak, I was
telegraphed to from Kargil that the Leh trade route had been
broken down hy disastrous floods, and that the traffic valuing
lakhs of rupees was consequently af a standstill. On my arrival
at Kargil in July, I found the sarais blocked with merchants and
their wares, unable to proceed to Central Asia, and unwilling to
lose tlieir whole venture by a return to India. For a month I was
camped with a party of officers on the banks of the Shayok endeav-
onving to throw a cantilever bridge across the flooded river. , At

Iast we got up wires from Kashmir and succeeded in passing oyer

the traffic. A party of Pathan merchauts, bound for Yarkand

with a valuable consignment of coral, asked me how they could '

mark their sense of obligation for being saved from hoavy loss, if

not ruin, by the success of ourimeasures. I said that if they counld

procuve me some of the old manuseripts found in the sand-buvied

cities of Tibet or Central Asia, I should consider the debt to be on

my side. Treturned from Ladak in the autnmn, haying forgotien

the incident. But while at Sialkot, T veceived a parcel done up
like caras, containing the MSS. now in your hands.”

In Caprain Godfrey's Report, forwarding the manuseripts to the

Resident in Kagmir, they were, on the authority of the merchants,

" frouy whom he had received them, stated to be “very anciont Tibstan

Manuseripts.”  This, as will bo shown presently, is a misdeseription.

1t appears to be a very common iden in those pavts of the counfyy fo

look npon old manasoripts, procaved from Ceutral Asin, as Mibotan.

"The Weber MSS. which also came to me from Lieh in Ladak, wore xlse

originally described to wie as Tibetan, In pxplination of the possible
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squipé of this evror, Captain Gedfrey writes to me in a letter date
¢ 18th July, 1897 :— L
“ T am porsonally ignorant of the language of Tibet, but having

heard that old manuscripts of alleged Tibetan origin were occa-
gionally found in the Central Asian deserts by excavation, T
requested certain merchants trading with countries to the North and
North Tast of Leh to endeavour to procure me any of which they
might hear, These merchunts were under some obligations to
myself, and they promised to do their best. On their return journey‘
they bronght me the old papers whieh are now in your hands. You
are probably aware that the Chinese anthorities of the Now Domi-
nions do not regard the excavations of old rnins with favour.
They, are said to believe that arehwological interest is merely a
pretext, and that a search for burikd teensnre is the main object.
However this be, the merchants veferted 1o were anxious that their
names should not appear, sml sent me lttle information beyond a
statement that the manuseript was very pid, that it was of Tibetan
origin, and that it was dug'up near &omis dd burigd eity in the
vicinity of Kuchar. These merchants tiwdivg in Chinese torritory
had obvious reasons for not causing displensuro to the Chineso
authoritics, The crushed Iumps of paper wern transmitted to me
sewn np in skin as though the packet were & sample of caras.”

Specimens of these manuseripts avo fignred on Plates 1L to VIIL
A glance at them will show that there is nothing Tibetan abont them.
Theve are various styles of character used in Tibetan writings, but they
are all of a different type from that occurring in these manuseripts.
The fact also that they were dug up near Kuchar militates against
their being Tibetan. Further reasons agaiust the Tibetan theory will
appear later on. Tn fact there is no evidence whatever to connect them
in sny way with Tibet.

Captain Godfrey’s description of the original appearance of these
manusoripts as a parcel of caras gives a good idea of them. When
tlioy came into my hands, they were a mass of pieces of flimsy, and
apparently rotien paper, crumbled up mto a lnzge number of shapeless
lumps.  Tlie fivat thing to be done was to open out these lumps, flatten
#hiemn, and fix them betwoen panes of glass, This had £6 be done most
carefully ; and was a very tedions and laborious work, consuming &
good deal of time. However, it was done snccesstully, and practically
¢hie whole by the deft fingers of my wife. A

Tt now was scen that thove were sevonby-one piecos of wanuseriph,
With the exception of fonr or five, all these pipces are mutilated.. They
ave of several entirely different sizes and shapes, and maoy bo distributed
{ute several sets. :
226
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1) The first set consists of long obloug leaves measuring 11 x 2L
inches. Two of these leaves ave shown on Plates IT and I11. Theve is
a third leaf of this set which is nearly perfect. Besides, there ave 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 inseribed on both sides. The characters are Brahmi
of the North-Indian (Gupta) type, written in a clear and bold,
thick hand. The language is Sanskrit, The purport, so far as may be

~ judged from the fragmentary state of the manuscript, is the teaching
of incantations. One point should be noted: the leaves are numbered
on their obverses (left-hand margin), as may be seen from the trans-
literations given below. Oune leaf (Plate II) is clearly number-
ed 11 (or it may be 17), .., the numeral 10, with the numeral 1
(or 7) below it. Another leaf (Plate IIL), I take to he numbered
19; bub the numeral is not quite distinct. On the remaining frag-
mentary leaves the nambers are either lost or quite illegible. Professor
Biithler, in his notice of the Weher MSS., in the Vienna Oriental
Jourual, Vol. VIL, p. 261, calls attention to this point, and seems

"disposed to suggest, that Central Asian manuscripts paginated in this
mannerare in some way connected with South-Tndia, becanse the practice
of numerating the leaves on their obverses is, in India, peculiar to the

South, while in the North they are numbered on the roverses.'® The'

difficalty, to my mind, about this suggestion is that theve is nobhing
" else in. these manuscripts snggestive of South-India. If they had been
written in South-India and thence carried away into Central 'Asia,
they, would exhibit a Sonthern Indian style of writing throughout ; or,
if a Sputhern Indian Buddhist had migrated into Central Asia, and there
written the manuseripts, it does not seem probable that ho would have
refained his South-Indian method of pagination, while adopting, in all
other respeets, the North-Indian type of writing which provailed, more
or less modified, in his adopted country. Anyhow, paginating the
obverses of leaves seems. to have been a: not mncommon praetice in
Central Asia, however it may have originated.  Another instance of the
same practice will bo noticed farther on (sce page 35). The fact of the
leuves of this sef being numbered proves that the, existing lenves are
connected and%aro the vemnnnts of a larger work. From the sporadic
oeeurrence in this manugeript of the serpentine form of the medial & (in
manass, 1. 116%),17 ils date may be rofarred to the 5th gentury AL,
See my remarks on the subject on p- 3,
18 See nlso Profossor Biihlar's lndis
11 Here and subsoynently throughool this phpor, o aud B mean vbverse snd
revorse respeotively ; the raiged nunibers refor to tho lineg.
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(Z) OF the secoud seb there is only one specimen. It is sh

0.3 on Plate IV. It isthe merest fragment of a leaf. and itis impossible
to say swhat its dimensions may have been. From the very large size
of the letters, howeyer, it may fairly be concluded that the leaves also
were probably of considevable 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.
! 1t is algo inseribed on both sides, in characters of the same type as those of
that set, but even larger and thicker than those. The langnage is
Sanskrit, but it is impossible to determine the purport of the work from
the little that has survived of the text. The work, however, must have
been one of a large extent, sceing that the existing leaf was its nineticth.,
(3) Of this set also there is only one specimen, I 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% inches. - Its materinl is paper,
of a texture and thickness similar to that of the two preceding sets:
The characters of the writing on it ave also of the same type, and it
is inseribed on both sides. The language, however, is not Sanskrit,
y nor, to judge from the peculiav ligatures occurring in it (e g.; ys@ on
line 5), any Sanskritic language. T do noti know what it is, nor, for that
reason, what the purport of the writing may be. The occurrvence,
however, of the peculiar double dof, or double aunsvira, may ba noticed.
This mark connects it with No. TX of the Weber MSS.® and with

the Petroffski MSS. published by Dr. von Oldenburg. )
(4) Of this set again there is only one specimen. It is No. 5 on
Plute IV. Itis greatly mautilated, and its full size cannot be deter-
mined. « 1t8 width seems to be complote, and would he 2} inches. [Its
material is paper of a whiter ¢olour, aud rather finer and softer texture
than that of the preceding sets; it i8 also covered with some gork of
jsizing. It i ingeribed on hoih sides. The characters are essontially
of the same type as the preceding ones, only smaller in size. The
langunge seems to be some non-Sanskritic language. PThere is mo
instance of o double dot on the existing portion; but it*s too small to

admit of any safe vonclusions.

(5 and 6) I'mayhero add that there are two other fragmentary lenves
- among the Godfrey MSS., each being & single specimen of o seprrite
work, They ave in & too bad state of preservation, to adit of nseful

15 Bee Jowrnaly 4s, Soc. Beng., Vol LXIK, Pact ¥, pp, § 9, 84
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uction : the ink is very much faded. They are both wﬁtteu on
very thin paper, exactly like that of the seventh set which will be

presently described ; hence they are only inscribed on one side. Both .

are matilated at the two ends, thus rendering their length impossible
of determination; their width is preserved, and it is 2% inches in either
leaf. Both are furnished with string-holes, enclosed concentrically
within o larger inked circle. The presenco of these string-holes shows
that they ave, in all probabilify, the solitary remnants of larger works,
One of the lenves is inscribed with charactors exactly of the same
fype as those Qf the fragment No. 4 on Plate iV. but of smaller size,
The other leaf.is inscribed with charactors of the cursive type, like
those on Nos.'6 to 15, on Plates IV to VIL

(7) The  seventh set consists of large, squarish sheets, measuring
1l x8inches. Of these No. 8 on Plate V is a gample. OFf these shoets
there are two more, also in practically perfect condition, and five frag-
ments of very large size, such as Nos. 9 and 11, shown on Plates VIand VIL
respectively.  There are further a large number of small picces, whick
are evidently fragments of similar sheets.  Samples of these fragments
are Nos. 6 and 7 on Plate IV, No. 10 on Plate VI, aud Nos. 12 to 15
on Plate VIL. There are altogether 51 of them. The total number is
59. These sheots consist of a very eoarse and flimsy species of paper, |
which is almost transparent. As a rule, the writing is inseribed on ono
side only, and traces of it show through on the back side: but there are
six small fragments on which there is some writing on the back. ; The
material appears to be the ordinary Daphue paper; of the same type as
what is still made ab the present day in' the Himalayan countries, 1}
have seen modern paper of the same wonvsoness, though not quite of
the same tennity.  The characters of the writing ave ovidently Brahmi
of a very cursive type. Moreokor, as shown by tho forms of tle
superscribed & and ai, they belong to that peculiar type of Brilimi which
T call ¢he Contral Asian. Sco the facsimiles in the second colunin of
Plates XXT to XXIV, which I have excerpted from Plates 1V to V11,
and awranged in alphabetical order. In the first column, T have
added for compavison, alpliabetical facsimiles of other portions of the
Godfrey MBS, inseribed with Brahmi of the Northerh Indian typet.
The language on these sheets T am. unable to idontify. It does uot
seeln to be any Sanskritie dialect, though, with ong or two excops
tions, T have not doticed tho vcorrrence of any non-sunskritic ligaturgs,
Most of the syllables, indeed, are of ‘the most simplo character,

and, so far, might be prakeitic; only thers is nothing ix the swr- -
vounding civcuwstances (e.g; the frequont occwrrencs of the double !

dot) that ronders that supposition at allyprobuble. The dncumpnce,
€*Ry

\
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three times, of the syllable ¢grz in No. 9 is very curious. Itis the
solitary instance of a word with a distinctly Sanskrit sound, and seems
to suggest that the following group of letters ajkaiai is a mame with the
well-known Sanskrit honorific prefix grz. It is noteworthy that the
cursive Brahmi characters of this set occur side by side with Chinese

_on No 16 of the following 8th sef. The frequent oceurence of numeral
fignres on these sheéts is also a mnoteworthy circumstance, so also the
repetition of the same phrases. Seeing that the Chinese fragment
No. 16 refers to taxes and rents, it suggests itself that these sheets may
"be the records of an ancient revenue office in Turki (Uighur) territory,
possibly under Chinese rule. Could they be in the Chinese language,
though written in non-Chinese characters ? My own impression is that
the several pieces of this set do not form any connected series of the
pages of a book, bub that they are separate documents, thongh all of a
similar ¢haracter.

(8.) Of this set there are two specimens, Nos. 16 and 17 on Plate
VIIL Both are fragments. No. 17 is of very coarse paper, a sort of
packing paper. It looks as if it was one-quarter of & sheet of the size
of No. 8. 1t is inscribed on one side only. No. 16 is of paper like
Nos. 2 avd 3; it is well covered with a sizing of a pinky-white colonr,
1t looks like the fragment of an oblong leaf, of unknown length, and
2§ inches breadth, Both leaves appear to be inseribed with what looks
like Chineso characters, but on No. 16 there is also a line of the same
enrsive Central Asian as on Nos. 6-15. The outer lines on this No. ave
Chinese; of the two inner lines, the left is Chinese, but the right is
LCentral Asian Brahmi. The latter does not run vertically like the
Chinese, but horizontally, the three letters which compose the line being
placed side by side parallel with the long side of the leaf. The' finsh
letter adjoins the broken line of the leaf. The threo letters, as 1 read
them, are

Uentral Astan Manuscripts.

fo ¥t ® 7 hau de,
| ‘but I do not know what they mean. A similay geoup of letters ocours
also on Nos. 10'and 11 (seo infra, p. 24), Mp. A. Foncher, whom [ had
the pleasure of meeting in Caleuttn, was good enough fo submit a
photograpl of No. 16 to the well-known Chinese soholru'er. Chavannes
in Paris, who has had the great kindness of supplying me with the
following explavation, reading the chavacters from top td bottom
Colonue de droite,
1, ot autves " (marque da plaviel par rupport & co qui précéde. )
2, anpiennes
3, (et) nouvelles
230
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3 Xes 23 \r :
g: t:b;’ AR } droits de douane. }
6, P (ce caractére me se rencontre guére que diung

des noms de lieux.)
7, un (le nombre 1)

Colonne de centre, Colonne de gauche.
1, de soi-méme, naturellement. 1, porfe, cat{,gouo
9, rempli, parfait. 2, denx.
BT

21 i }“‘z" 4, solide,
5, ? e
6, ?
i %

8, porte (signifies aussi catégorie, espéce).

I am ignorant of the Chinese langnage myself, and am rma.ble.
therefore, to offer any information on“these two Chinese seraps; but
it would be interesting to know shether the style of the Chinese
writing affords any light with regard to such questions as the age of
the manuscripts,

To sum up: the Godfrey Manuscripts appear to consist of eight

distinet portions, comprising the following number of leaves or frag-
1

ments of leaves :—

Set 1 consisting of 5 pieces:
i A » n 1
H IR o ottt
3 IV 7 ” 1
” .“’ ” ” 1
Sy SYL g i gl
Sy ssYalik # » a9
AV LE # R P

Bight Sets 5 » 1Ly,

I now proceed to details, so far as the present state of my exmmin-
abion of the manuseripts permits me fo do.

Set I (Plates Il and III), Wive pieces of manuseript; full sive
11 %24 iuches ; lotters, Northern Indian Brahmi; language, Sapskrit;
purport, probably incuntations. The tigured leaves are numbered 11
and 19 (¥); they vead as follows :

Loaw 11: Onversk.

3, gong svihd: Namd gricpradipaya tatbfgataya ! tadiyathis' sivk
gird - pradipa- \

2433
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9, siri svaha: Namd jina-siryaya tathagataya: tad-yatha jing
jing * ji-

3, na-savyd svahi 91 Naman magha-vipul-abhaya tathagataya: tad-
yatha vi-

4, pule vipuls gagana-vile svaha 2 Namd ratna-gri-pradipa-guna-
katave tathaga-

5, taya: tad-yatha pradips: pradipé® cri-tsja-pradips svaba 3
Nama siddha-vrata-

REVERSE,

1, ya tathagataya: tad-yathd siddhs su-siddhs moecani moksani
mukts vimnkte

2, amals vimalg mamgalyé * hiranya-garbhs * ratna-garbhs * savv-
artha-sadhani * para-

3, m-irtha-sddhani manassé ° maha-manasd ° adbhuts * a(ty)ad-
bhuté - vita-

4, bhays suyerné brahma-ghdsé ' brahma-dhyusits - sarv-arths
sva-parijité sarva-

5, tr=apratibaté - catu-gagti-buddha-koti-bhasits © Nama sarva-

siddhanamh tathagatanam svaha.

LpAr 19 : OBVERSE.

1, tad-yathd avabhasé ® avabhass: avabhasa-karans svaha: 92
Namg magha-
2, vil(am)bité svihal Namau sirya-t6jass tathagatayn: tad-yatha
suru
3, sura * sirya-udite svaha 4 Namo dharma-pradipa-cri-merava
tathagata-
4, ya: tad-yatha dips dipé - dharma-pradipé svaba: Namah arca-
kaya tathagata-
.,"yu : tad-yatha civi civi © cicivi gvahd 3 Namg déva-cri-garbhaya
tatbagata-
5 Reveese,
1, yo tad-yathd dove dove © deva-(p)i(j)itd syiaha: Nama simé-
ving(vd)i{t)a-vidyut-pra-
2, bhidya tathagatya: tad-yatha simé sima buddha-sim(he) sim@
svi-
3, i : Nama samanta-guna-mighiya tathagataya; tad-yatha marn
re 4, mero : bnddha-méru svalial Namd gagana-cittiya tathagatiya
tad-yatha :
gagang-gativa syl : Nomn su(stha)-bhavasvydhiyse tathaga-
tayn tad-yu
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he bracketed letters are not quite certain. The aksara pi in
puite (il 19b!) rather looks like bi; so also pra (fl. 115%) like bra.
Namaw in fl. 194* and fl. 11e° is apparently a clerical errvor for nama,
so also gagana-vile in fl. 11a* for gagana-vipule. Meéghaya in fl. 1958
looks move like mé&yaya, but gha and ya have very similar forms. The
Sanskrit, is mot perfect; the sandbi of mamak is.frequently whong.
The numeral sign for 92 in fl. 19al, if read corrvectly, shows that this.
leaf follows the other which is numbered 11.

The purporb is a series of invocations addressed to the Tathagata
(or Buddha) under his various names of Sirya-tsjas, Dharma-pradipa,
Qvi-Marn, Arcaka (?), Dava-gri-garbha, Sima-vinardita Vidyut-prabha,'®
Samanta-guna-mégha, Cragana-citta, Sustha(?)-bhava-vyaha, Cri-pra-
dipa, Jina-strya, Magha-vipulabha, Ratna-¢ri-pradipa-gnya-kéta, Siddha-
vrata. Probably all or most of these names may be traced in knowi
Buddhist works. Tn the charms themselves, introduced by fad-
yatha ‘as follows,” the female counterparts of the Buddhas ' seem
to be invoked. Macani and moksani (fl. 115Y) can ouly be feminine
vocatives ; which shows that the other forms ending in & must also
be taken as vocatives of feminine names. _

Bet II, (Plate 1V, No. 3.) One piece of manuseript.,. DBreadth
probably 11 inches, length nuknown. Letters, Notthern Indian Brahmi.
similar to those of Set I (Plates XXI-XXIV, column 1). Language,
Sangkrit; purport, unknown. The figured leaf is numbered 90. It
voads as follows : :

1, ¢ W =00 TREAL ooy ionivs erane

2 SqTEr LR v Ut SN \
8, |9 = | nyupa ...

4, aHg =" YT BVR xvases

5, wurw = d-yathi s(v)a

6, sfagd = gamyvi(d)yats. ..

7, = wfe = nasamvi(dya)[ia]...

Seb IIL.  (Plate 1V, No. 4,) One piece of ' mannseript.  Breadth
31 suches; length unknown,
(Plates XXI-XXIV, col. 1.) Language and purport, unknown. The
tigared loaf reads as {ollaws :—

1, (kh)5 + pyil sva ndi nta +yu + |

19 L., “bright as o lightonisg the thundor of which reaches to the horisan.' The
ronding vinardito, howovor, ia uncevbain.  Sima scoms to etdnd for wind, or ¥ may
mean 'I",'ur_\'whv_-r(” from sima-* whola,’

283

Lettors, similar to those of Sets T and 11 .



Central Asian Manuscripis.
2, 4 cum di va té tn a ta (bbh)a ra nd

, +andi vi ta a ta a ci ma jsé v(i)

, pha t& u spu cit hi mi @ vi te

, sta mi na pra ysa ti na ssa dds

The bracketed letters are uncertain. Thus, what T have read as bbh
in line 2, might be #iga ; the npper portion looks like b, but the lower
rather seems to be ¢. Crosses indicate indistinctly visible lefters.
The double dot occurs very frequently; but I may note here that it
never, so far as my observation or memory serves me, ocenrs 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
24 inches; length nnknown. Letters, similar to those of Sets T to IIL
Language and purport unknown. What is distinguishable of the
figured leaf, reads as follows :

L o o i

2, yse ra tra nda

8, vi + gam jri va své ba

4, pra (cca) + ()i bu nti (or tti) cu

Set VII. (Plates [V to VII, Nos. 6 to 15.) Fifty-nine pieces of
manuseript, Size of full leaf about 11 X9 inches. Letters, a kind of
enrsive Brahmi of the Cenfral Asian type, especially with reference to
the formation of the superscribed vowels i, & ai. See Plates XXI to
XXIV, col. 2, TLanguage and purport nnknown. It may be moted
ag a peculiarity that the right-hand one of the double-dots is, a rule,
made with a corve to the right: also, that ligatures are not very
common, and those that occur are, with rare (and uncertain) exceptions,
snch as might be found in a Sanskritic dialect.

In the subjoined transliterations, undetermined consonants are
indicated by a query ; uncevtain letters, by italics; indistinctly vigible
letters, by a cross or within round brackets ; and missing letters, by a
square or within angnlar brackets. Recurrent groups of letters are
joined by hyphens, see especially Nos. O and 11, It must be understood
that the value of some of the letters, though not specially indicated, is
more or less conjectural; thus, ¢ and » are diffienlt to distinguish, and
in every case, what has been given as £ may really bo n, or vice versd.
Otherwise, however, T believe the values given are fuivly cevtain ; bub
ultimate cevtainty will only be atteinable, when the lnnguage of the
writing has been determined,
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; . No. 6. (Plate IV).
1, fa 41 yad di (2) 1a vi (5)an {
2, ji it va harh g6 pra (sni) (ka) h(i)
3, hva Ptako'm + + (lya) (b)a oo 3
4, pam +1 +4 +i yam gi.

No. 7. (Plate IV).
9, 40 2 hvam g
3, i i nta
3, 40 2 (t)8 (hv)
No. 8. (Plate V).
1, J% sali 20 na ¢nii cva na ja ha da pi 3 nys hrm ti am di vi gr
va hamh dii jys ssan vil jya
2, da ttil gi-rya va dii pi da kil nys pra cai ta cii bu-gu-ra pam-dru
sil ta gurh da gii-rys a vi (jya) )
3, gar rsa kru dai vi ra jrai kru ¢om reii-ri-va-grm-ra pi ha ve i
vil jha i ttd bu-rd nys ¢arm jys ha jiha
4, (rath) +i + cii (jjh)ei p(r)a fia vi reit hiya +m 4 @it vi jhi sa
18 kra Ji hi (v)i (k)a (d)a di (vd) fia \
9y + +m 44 khi (bn)-gu-ra +8 ki ra kysti 1 di khai tti natm-
dru sit reii-ri-va-¢rm-ra bu-(ri)
6, i-jhgii tang (i)-jhgs ds garh ga da ra ti i-jhgi-rya I 5i 4 ra pil
(p)i o pram
7, nam khu ha gam-dru sar (hash)(gu) sti vi ¢ni tti bu-vi ya ra
byam ta ya bys a §6 lath bys 1l
8 u +ai bu-(ri)) ta (k)i by p di = mam-den | sii | ham,

No. 9. (Plate VI). \
1, st(7) pi rd va®! kpi (or kyi) ra €5 ca tarm-pu-vyn-karh-tha gem g
2, o ta bha’l ba vi b i fia ri * @ ha §i +
83, ()& sa ga-purhi-ti * si gam jjha tish-pum-ya-kath-tha ha
pa rjhu fiai yd-pam jjha 56 (or i) gam pha hi spi i g
* 5, jha ta% yadl jjhia) [s1t[a] (pu) sti ata vi da ri ta hyvam J(d)i
6, o (pn) + gni sa-purn-ti ya va khyiim ti ki da bi ji g \

I

80 This is & symbol which 0001

¢ urd at what seems to be the head of each frosk
entry on the shoots, ;

1t reminds one of the Sanshrit; symbul for g

1 The black spote nnder va and above bk
are roally holes in the paper,  This nnlacky result of photography oconrs nlke in
other places, thoagh unly in the ease of minate holow.  Bigger holok show distinotly
enough as white placen, A

# (a is distingnished from va heve, nnd ¢leowhere in theso MSS, by a distineh
tail on the left of the loop, By a siwilar tuil bhi is distingnighed from faor wag $06
the oumparative table in Plate XXI[, :
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sti u (k)a pu ha-lai pum-fio-gri®é-a-jha-(t)ai
fa-¢ri®-a-jha-tai nfa-hvé-si en hiri ke na o
stl ta rma pu-ia-gri#-a-jha-tai bhi afa-(hv)s-[s]i
chi pa ta ya tha (or tva) a jhu ra su va (n)a
+1 ra ga 1am tu @ di cau ha-lai o
o ti pyd khu pu ? u (su) jh(y)a o
o pyd +i +1vvé hi oi
o-+am +iafi + g di
No 10. (Plate VI).
(cha)
2 bhi
+ hvam (d)i 10 7
+ 1000 900 50 hvam (d)i 10
10 8 thau-ta haun-di? 10 3 va (fiai)
(di)-[th]aju-ta i-di 10 8 va fiai g
(di)-than-ta i-di 10 1 (va) (ii)ai
4 u2cha3 (a)
jjba g ki 3000 800 50
No. 11. (Plate VII).
Jgalan +++
¢n6 (or ¢ro) 10 3 0d o (k)ai sni pi kna ki rde fia cai na ea @ ha
+ di-y@-¢orm-u-tai-hom-qi%*-yn-di-va-fiai
da-s5-cha-ya bhi ri fiam pram ho pri
sti vi ¢nd @ ha da | bho | ham-| gi-sti
&+ pu-di-yé-eom-u-(t)ai-hom-dnib-yu-di-va-fia
o di-thau-ta (see No. 10) ka ha-di (see No. 12) ddha da-sg-cha-ya
L& (r)am-pra-ki-ham-gi-gti | vi ¢no | | I
(r)am:pra ki-harm-gi-sti
No. 12, (Plate VII).

s + (va) (8) +

than-ta h(g)-d(i) (see No. 10) 8
()9

No. 15. (Plate VII).
+1 bhi tya hvam (d)dm piurei i 48 »¥i o 2

, O&sa pam a si chd bhi

afid
o I (n)a i 8000 900

¥ This is the ouly aksirn or word which lias a distinetly Sanskeib ghund.
2% Ovor this ahgura there is the mark of the vowel 7 eanocellod by o stroke

Arawn Lhrouyh it

8 8uo No, 16, on page lb
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III. Tue MACARTNEY MANUSCRIPTS.
(Plates IX-XX). -

These manuscripts were sent to me 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 Affairs at Kashgar
to Lt.-Colouel Sir A, C. Talbot, K. €. I. K., British Resident in Kacmir,
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 intriusic value, as will be seen in the sequenge, 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 Me.
Macartuey to the Resident in Kagmir, he gives the following account of |
the cirenmstances nnder which the manuseripts were discovered and
given to him,

“ Set, No. 1. This is a manuscript presented by Dildar Khan,
an Afghan merchant in Yarkand. It appears that when the Bower
MS. was found in Kuchar, two others were at the same time and
under the same circumstances discovered, Dildar Khan obtained
possession of the latter and took them to Lehin 1891. He gave one

! to Munghi 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 Khin's possession

was taken by him to India and left with a friend of bis at Aligarh,

a corbain Faiz Mubammad Khan, Dildar Khan brought it back

to Turkistan last year and presented it to me.

Set, No. 2. Munshi Ahmad Din purehased these leaves during
my absence from Kushgar. They were found by a certain Tslin
Akhun Khotani. This person was sent to Kashgar with them in
July last [189G] by the Afghen Aksakal in Khotan, to whom T hud
w:.'ritten desiring him to obtain ancient maunugcripts for me, Islam
Akhiin gave me the following partienlars regarding his diseovery.
The manuscripts wera foand at Aksufil, an nninhabitad place in the
desert, situated at abont three marchies N. B, of Khotan, His
attention was fivst attracied by the presence on the saud of o 'few
pieces of charcoal, near which was a pie . cloth, with the

. lower portion of it buried in the

.
Uy C‘n‘f-}-’\u'g.f‘“



Central Asian Manuscripts.

the manuscripts were found wrapped up in it, and buried in about
three feet of eavth.

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

Set, No. 4. Found by Tslam Kkhiin in Angust last at Kara Kul
Mazar Khojam, said to be situated in the desert at 50 miles Hast of
Guma (long. 78° 25' and lat. 87°87). The manmseript was
simply picked up on the sand. It was originally bound between
two little wooden boards, which, having been broken on Islam

Khan's jommey to Kashgar, he did not bring with him. Kara Kul

Mazar Khajan [sic] is described as an immense graveyard in

ruins, possibly ten miles long.

Sef, No. 5. Found in October last [1895] by Islam Akhin in
the desert at Kuk Gumbaz (green dome), which is said to be five
days march Bast of Guma, Islam Akhfn there saw a circular wall
of haked bricks three feet high; and at about 15 paces from it, there
was another wall, in which a hole plastered over with mud was
discoyered. In removing this mud, the manuscript was found,
contained in the remnant of what was once an iron box,

Set, No. 6. These leaves were also found by Islam Akhiin at
Kuk Gumbaz. They were picked up from the ground.”

Bpecimens of the fivst five sets are figured on Plates IX to XIX.
The leaves of the sixth set are in a too bad state of preservation, to
make them, for the present, worth reproduction. The flrst glance
over these plates will show that the manuscripts of the 1st set, shown
. on Plates TX and X, are of an entirely different clags and character
from those of the other sets, shown on Plates XT to XIX. They are more-
over from two quite 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 Set I, a point of greatest intevest and importance
is that it was fovuu\d at the same time and under the same circumstances
as the famous Bower M8 There is, however, a slight migtake or

13 I mny here mention -ghat my edition of this Mauuseript, published by the
Government of Indin, is now finished, a3 far as the origionl text is coucerned. An
fntrodaotion on ita Jistory, afie, ete,, i9 in course of prepuration,
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derstanding in the details of the account of the discovery. Mu.
Macartney states that, together with the Bower MS., “two other
manuseripts ” were found which ultimately found their way into the
hands of Mr. Weber and himself respectively. Now the Weber MSS.,
as T have shown elsewhere,®” by themselves consist of several, not less
than nine, 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™ wero
found: what was probably found were two bundles of manuscripts.
What, however, appears to me to be probably the truth of the mafter,
is that, in addition to the Bower MS., a large bundle of other mauus-
eripts was found. Of this bundle Dildar Khan obtained possession,
and he divided it into two parts, one of which he gave to Munshi
Ahmed Din, whence it passed to Mv. Weber, while the other was
retained by himself and nltimately 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 his Presidential
Address of 1894, where it runs as follows (p. 33) ¢
“T may add as the latest information thab Dr. Hoerule has
lately been inforthed by Mr. Shawe, a colleague of Mr. Weber, that it
now appears that the [Weber] MSS,, weve not found in * Kugiar,”
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 hands of a Pathan
who cannob now be traced, but who is said to have gone to Kabul.
Dr. Hoernle suspects that he went in the other dirvection, to
Kashgar, and that his manuscripts eventually got into the hands
of the Russian Consul in 'Kashgar, and that they ave identical
with the Petersburg collection of manuseripts, on which Professor
von Oldenburg is now engaged. What leads him to think so,
is that the Fetersburg collection appears to contain other portions
of the same manuseripts of which portions were found by him in '
the Weber MSS .
The Pathau, spoken of in the above quotation, would seennto be
identical with the Afghan merchant Dildar Khaw of Me. Macarbney's
report. This “ Afphan metchant,” a8 Mr. Weber 'also calls him, ¥ in

%1 See Journal, As. Soc. Bamgol, Vol, LXITy Part ], page 10 1 nty hore mon-
gion that, in the meantime, the Weber MSS, huve passed into my owp possossion by
purchase from Mr. Weber,

88 Sve shudem, p. 1.
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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 stipa or vihara, with
the usual settlement of Buddhist monks, from which the Bower MS,
also was dug out.®® From the fact that Dildar Khan obtained posses-
* sion only of one half of the find, it may safely be concluded that his
search in the vibara 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 acéount, in the Geogra-
phical Journal,® of the acquisition of his manuscript, in which he
informs us that “a Turki who had been in India [Afghanistan ?] told
him that he and one of his friends [the Afghan merchant Dildar Khan 2]
had gone there [to the ancient viliara] and dug for buried treasure, but
had found nothing except o book [the Bower MS.].” But further, Mr.
Macartney’s report accounts only. for “ two other manuscripts ” or, more
correctly, for two portions af the bundle of manuseripts, which weve
discovered together with the Bower MS, But there is every proba-
bility that there was a third portion of that bundle. For the coliection
of manuseripts which is now in St. Petersburg and'which was sent there,
by the Russian Consul in Kashgar, contains complementary pavts
of some of the Weber MSS, (see infra, under Set Ia), and must origi-
nally have come from the same source as the latter manuseripts and
Set I of the Macartney MSS. It follows, therefore, that Dildar Khau,
if he really obtained possession of the whole of the mpiety of the Kuchar
find, must have divided it into three portions: one portion he gave to
Munshi Ahmad Din (and thus to Mr. Weber), while of the remainder
be gave one portion to Mr. Macartney, the British Agent, and the
other to the Russian Cpnsul. This, from his point of view, would be
@ nnbural and impartial division between the representatives of tlie two
Empires whom he no doubt wished to gratify ; and that he did not
introduce either of those officers into the secret of his diplomacy is
equally natpral. But there is one comfort in all this, that we have
probably nat yet hieard the last of that Kuchar discovery, and that we
muy hgpe that further instalments of ‘the wannscripts, found on that
ogeasion, may yet come to light. Of most of the mannseripts which
coustitute the Weber MSS. colloction, only the merest fragments—a few
leaves—have yot been recoveied, and of the palm-leaf munuscript (No. I
of the Fragments, described on p. 6) which must also have heon

29 See Proceedings As. Sec. Beng.; 1880, p, 281 Jeurnal, 4s. Soo, Beni. Vol.

LX, Part 1, p. 08 the Geographicai Journal (Roy. Geogr. Soe, of London), Vol,
1845, p. 250,
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o mga' $d from that ruined vihara, only the veriest seraps. Some of these

wmentary manuseripts, e.g., the Sanskrit vocabulary in Part VI of
the Weber MSS., are sufficiently important fo make us wish to obtain
the complement. Ttis possible that the missing portions of these manus-~
cripts may have suffered destruction in the course 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
ave 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.

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

Set Ia consists of 35 leaves, two of which are shown on Plate IX.
They are all broken off on one side. Their width is completo, 2%
inches, The existing length is 5 inches, and about 2§ inches must be *
broken off ; the total length, therefore, wonld be 74 inches. In the
missing part there must have been the string-hole. This caleulation
can be easily proved. Comparing the Macartney MSS. fragment with the
Weber MSS, fragment No, VIL® and with the Petroffski MSS. fragment
No. VIIL# it will be scen at once that all these three fragments
absolutely agree in all points of shape, size, and type of letters. & we )
add to this that all three fragments treat of the story of Manibhadra, !
there cannob remain the slightest doubt but that they are portions
of the same manuscript, one of which has gone to St. Petersbarg, while
the other two are in my hands. Now, by a careful comparison of the
eight leaves in his possession, Dr. von Oldenburg has been able to
practically restors the text on the obverse side of his leaf No, 8. The
restored transoript of this page he has published, as well as its original®!

Tt will be seen from the transeript that the average number of aksaras
on o full line is 34, On the second line of the page the existing aksaras
unmber 23, and the line itself measures nearly 5 inches. Accordingly
the missing 11 aksaras, together with a small margin, would require
a space of 2} inches. Hence the page, when complete, would hpve
measured 7} inches, Fuvther, the misgsing ukem'u;‘; on the second and
fifth lines number 11 and 12 respectively, while on the third and fourth

8 Sco Journal, As. So¢. Bang., Vol. LXIL, Part 1, p. 31, and Plate 11, fig. 3.
Bl Spe Journad, inp. Russian  Archaological Society; Yol, yIIt, pp. 13, 17, spd
Plate 11, fig 8.
241



Central Astan Manuseripts.

ires they number only 6 each.® This difference can only be accouiite
Aor 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 about 5 or 6
aksaras.  Precisely the same conclusions may be drawn from the
obverse of the Macartney MS. Leaf I, a restored transeript of which is
given by me below. In lines 2 and 4, about 14 and 19 akgaras respec-
tively are missing, while in lines 2 and 8 only 8 and 2 aksaras
respectively, thus suggesting a space for the string-hole in the latter
lines. The total number of akgaras in the 2nd and 4th lines is aboub 35,
which represents a length of leaf of about 72 inches.

To complete the case of this manuscript, it is now clear that
altogether fifty leaves of it exist: 8 leaves ave in the Pefroffski collec- -
tion, 7 in the Weber collection, and now 35 in the Macartney collection.
This gives a fairly large manuscript, and 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 been
recovered. 8 "

This manuseript is written in the Central Asian Brahmi, marked
by the peculiar form of € and the peculiar general slant of the letters.
The alphabet of it, has been published by me. in my paper on the
Weber MSS. in volnme LXII of this Journal, Plate IV.

The sabject of the manuseript is the story of the Great Yaksa
General Manibbadra, and how he visited Buddha and received from
him a powerful spell. 1t was a favourite story with the Buddhists;
for it seems to be also the subject of Part VII of the Bower MS8 It
i8 also very briefly told in one of the Sitras of the Samyutta Nikaya.se

Trawscripr. Prate IX, Lusr I: Onversn.

‘L, || Nagar-opama aramd s5lmé p(rarambha)

2, [Eyarh maya gratam=gka-samayd Bhagaviim vilha[rati] jatava-
n(8) Anithapindad-arams * atha khaln

3, [Manibhadra mahayaksa](sa)napati pamea-yaksa-¢ata-parivirs
pu(rask )rta-pavi(ksts) atikra-

4, [otayam rd](tryam) sarvarh J8(ta)vanam=udar(s)n-avabhassna
(8)pharitva (yona) Bhaga-

8 The word astw in the fourlh Line, printed by Dr. von Oldenbnrg in italics as
missing, really exists on the original leaf, and should have been priuted in Roman.

B 1 may add thet the same story of Mapibhadra is also contained in ‘Part V,
of the Weber M88., of which 8 leaves exiat in that collention, and apparently one
leaf in the Pefroffeki oolléstion, No, ¥ in Dr. von Oldenburg’s paper.

8% 8ea my edition of the Bower MS, p. 256, .

36 Bee Meriea of the Pali Text Sevigly, Fort I, p. 208, This was frsk painted
b by Dr. von Oldenburg,
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5, [van=ten-opasamkramitva+ + + + ]ta sarddha-sa ++ sammada-
ti samrafjati katham vividbam=upasarhr-

6, [tya+++++++++++ + ]Manibhadva mahayaksa ssnapa-
tir=Bbagavantam=idam=avocat

LeAr 1: REVERSE.
1, (ha)yata svadhyayata paryavapnuta manasi kuruta tat-kasma
2, [bagar-olpamam vyakaranam dharm-opasamhiter® adi brahma-
caryasy=abhi-
3, nirvan-a+ + + + + (a)tha ca punah kula-putréna bra-
4, +ya agarava-nagarika (pravra)ditva nagav-Gpamam vyika-
5, [rapam 4+ +] +dharvayita(vyam) (udgrva)hayita(vyam ) vaciy-
itavyam svadhya-
6, [yitavyam] + + + + + +Bhagavam a(stu) mana + &bhi,
Luar II: OBVERSE.

1, + 4 (mahd).v(3)cya(m) pirva-vad=idam vaditva brahma Sa-
natkama-

2, [rah] +=pradaksini-kr(tva)(tatr=aiv)=(a)ntarhitah atha cafvare
mahara-

8, [jand) abhikrantayam ratryim yen=(&ha)m tSn=Opasamkrdnta |
(upstya) )

4, [padan g¢irasi] vanditva yatha svaka-sva(ka)+ +1 mhgrt_n

skants tasthurd
5, [1](daym vaditva catvard maharajano mama padan girasi yarmdi-
6, [tva pradaksini-krtva ta]( tr-ai)v=antarhitd * udgrhnata bhik-
savo nagar-dpamarm vyaka-
Liwar IT: Reverse.
, [rapam] +ya (s)phalgp=mirdha dagadha hrdayam phalst jdax
vaditya ;
s (pa)dan girasa vanditva Bhagavantam trs-pradaksini-krtvii tate=
ai-
+ [va] Bhagavih sya ra+ +utydyat=purastid=bhiksu- (sarmghi)
y nydsidat nigadys Bhaga(vam) (l)ln)lumn =amantryayati  (e=
‘utlm.,_:]\ an

y +(vopa) abhi( kranta)yam ra(tryam) \,en -alharh mn—bpnsm i
krantal

6, + 4 Y5 + 4 [s]k(a)nta-sthita (bra)[hm]8 Sanatkumirs
Imperfoctly visible letters ave shown in round hrackets ; missing
letters and vestorabions, in augalar brackets. OF gln® (Lal) I can
make nothing; one would expeet o number, say sadags, Pali wilasd ov
. silusoma * sixteenth.,”  We have cleavly here the beginning of & new

thl.llt\_r, in which Buddhu sppears to namute to Mipibhadra the story of
; 248
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the Brahma Sanatkumara. The name of the chapler would seem to be
Nagargpamae Arama or ‘the town-like- park’ On the obversg of Lieaf T
I have restored what can be concluded with mnch prob'\bllxty to be the
missing portions, This will give an idea of the original state of the page.

Set I, 5. This set 'congist,s of 15 leaves. As a rule there are 9
lines on & page, only exceptionally 10, as on fl. 23¢, The manuscripb
is incomplete, hoth as regards the number 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 of the Tmperial Russian Archaeological
Sociaty, no portion of it appears to have gone to St. Petersburg. All
the leaves are mutilated at their right-hand side, and the only indi-
cation of their original length lies in the well-known fadt, that Central
Asian manuscripts have their string-hole on the left side of the leaf,
at the distance of about a guarter 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 existing length is about 4} inches, this

gives the full length as probably abouf 6 inches® The breadth of
the leaves is about 2 iuches. The material is a very soft kind of
paper of a darkish colour; if is in a very rotten and broken state.

The writing is very sloyenly done. Small and big letters frequently
alternate without any appavent reason; and the lines ave not kept
properly straight and apart, so that their letters occasionally run into
one another. Also errors occur nob unfrequently, syllables or sonnds
being occasionally omitted ; thus fl. 22a% pasica for pamcama, fl, 22q4
tryddagamany for trayadagaman ; fl. 23a® Waspipadravé for ra@siropadrave,
efe. All these blemishes aggravale the diflicalty of reading the manu-
seript, and, T hope, will be aceepted in extenuation of the imperfect
stafie of the travsliteration, given by ma below,

The characters uged in this mapuscript distinetly belong to the
Northern Tndian class of Brahmi, of the early Gupta period. They avo
of a rather avchaic ty pe, as I shall presently show in some detail.
1t will be seen from the excellant emupnvative tables, pablished by

86 Professor Blililer in the Fisnna Grldnkel Jotrnal, Val. V1T, p: 261, points ont
that * nomerous copperplate grants with one sbring hols o the left” exist in Indin,
and infers from it that manuscripta with snie siring-hole on the Jeft, “wore onoe nok
nnknown in Indin”  There is every probability thet this tnforenco iz cortoel. For
as the materisl (bireh-bark or palm-leat) shows, sonie of tho Central Asinn mants-
eripts, (e.4., the Bower M8.) musC have beon imporied from India (see p. 46). Tn
fact, dn the cads of such exported Indian mandscripfy, the peoulisr position of the
atring-hols i an additionsl proof of their great aga. For no Indien musnuseriph,
fonnd in Indin itself, ehows that position; they sither show ane hole in bhe middle,
orone on either aide. Even the Horinzi MS., oxported from Indin to Japan paxly in
ths 6th conts A.D., alieady shows the doubls hole, /

Jdd/ /
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Central Asian Manuseripts. /

rom the third century. After that date, the apex is tuwrned to' the
bottom, in the Bower MS. it is to the top. See fl. 226% 2345,

(3) Medial short ¢, made by a nearly perfect circlet, extremely
rare, even in.the most ancient records. From very early times (fivsg
century) it is usually made by a line curving to the left. See fl. 2244
v (Uhi), 2208 (f1), 23aT (pi).

(4) Medial long 7, made by a line curving o the left, like short 7,
but more convoluted; disappears from the bcgmnmg of the fifth
century (last seen in the Bilsad record 414 A.D., in i, ¢ri) and is not
found in the Bower MS. Tt occurs regularly here, see fl. 224% (sthi, vi,
mi), 22a% (dhi), 22055 (r3), 22b5 (n2) 23b° (ki ), et passim.

(5) Medial short w, in the form of a straight line, attached to the
bottom of the consonant, disappears from the end of the sixth centnry.
After that date curves or wedges are umsed; the latter also in the
Bower MS, See fl. 2lal, 2248, 2365 (su), 2145 and 2345 (pu), 22a% (hu),
2245 (mun), 23at (Ju), 2308 (dhu).

(6) Initial & with the apex turned upwards (A), disappears from
the end of the fourth century (last seen in the Allahabad record, 375
A.D.). After that date the apex is turned to the bottom, in the Bower
M3, to the left. See fl. 224° and 2285,

(7-11) Ka, zga, ja; na, snd ra made with stiff straight lines,
disappear with the end of the sixth century, jo and na even eavlier.
After that date the lines are curved and the ends wedged. In the
Bower MS., the ends of the vertical lines of ka and ra are always
wedged, and the lines of ja and na are curved. Bee fl. 22a* (4, kam),
21a!, 28a% (mga), 23al (ju), 231° (na), 2307 (va), ot passim.

(12) Ya, in its tridental form, disappears from the end of the
sixth century.®® After that date its square form is universal, while
an iatermediate form occurs with the vowels & ai, 4, au, from abont
370 to 540 A.D. In the Bower MS. the only forms that oceur are the
tridental and the intermediate. In the Macartney MS., the tridental
| form alone oocurs, thus showing that it caunot be placed later than
370 AD., and probably dates from much earlier.

(13) The nnmeral figures 1, 2, 3 and 20 are of an sncient type.
Soe the left-hand margin on the obverses of fl, 21, 22, 23. In the Bower
M3, the same forms are'used, though oceasionally the figure 8 has a
yaore modern form.

I may add that the superseribed conjunct 7 is, in our manuseript,
always written above the line; see fl. 210%, 2307 (vda), 2207 (ria), et

5 Bee anfe, pages 4 and 5,
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7. The only exception is in the case of the ligature rya, when
7 is formed on the line; see fl. 2223, All this, however, is a practice
which goes as far back as the first century A.D. |

T may also note, that as a rule no marks of interpunctuation or
division are used. Hxceptionally, however, a circular mark occurs, to
mark the end of a chapter (adhyaya) as on fl, 21a¥, 2188, and an oblong
mark to indicate the end of a paragraph as on fl. 231% 5. :

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. d

The language of the manuscript is Sanskrit, but of the well-known
nngrammatical or mixed type which was peculiar to the earlier Buddhist
writers. Examples of this are the prakriticisms aikd (for aikak) in f.
92a%, tasma (for tasmat) fl. 22a% bhavé (for bhaved) fl. 22¢%5, maniréna
(for mantréna) fl. 22bY, 23p% 8, \

The work is written partly in verse (g¢loka) and partly in prose.
The ¢lokas, however, are frequently, very irvegularly formed, the padas

being sometimes too short, sometimes too long by one syllable; some-

times {wo padas are run into one uninterrupted half-verse; see fl. 2255
23%. In my transeript, below, I have indicated any ¢loka that could
be recognized by the inscrtion, within angular brackets, of the wsual
single and double lines of division. A clear prose passage can ba
distinguighed in fl, 235% 7, )

The work appears to have been divided into edhyayas ov chapters.
On f, 2245 we have the end of the eighth chapter, and on fl. 230 the
mutilated ending of the ninth, chapter. The tenth chapter which
follows seems to have been called gandharva-karma ‘or ‘busigess of
Gandharvas.’

A point worth noting is the frequent occurrence of unusnal jor
unknown words. I have noticed the following instances: kijale fl. 22a%
(for kiijala ?), yanti ‘ingredient’ fl. 22% kanavira i, 2348 (for kanajiva
or karavira ?) ; spandana and rasabha fl. 23¢5 ns names of two medicinal

’

plants, T'his adds to the general archaic look of the work., On fl. 23a® |

Fhem ocenrs the word sajamaira or ‘a person of princely position’;
1':. ocours togethor with the word raja. According to the St. Petersburi
dl(:frlonary., tho word rajamitra is ;thn:m(:}y rare; it geems to oehor
but once, in Oaraka, part I, chapter 15. The context in Caraka' 18
different; but the coincidence is surprising. Could our manusoripl have
unything to do with the original Caraka, that i, the work of Agnivagn ?
For the nature of Ve work in our raanusoript is nudonbledly madicnl
or gemi-metical, y
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TRANSLITERATION. Prate X.

, Leir 21 : OBVERSE.

1, + ka[r]tavya (nara)dati buta + + va vasug=ca(tra)ngadag=ca
R

2, nam prastha (3) (pamca)-ratram jipam=annvarfana-sarva-
gandha 4+

3, ksata samnpajana -+m(ca) maddhyavinam kuryasi + -+

4, jana camta ku(mati) sarva-déva-ndga-yaksam vai +

5, +m +muddyat=iti O astamo ‘ddhyayah @

6, +tyayam ni(t)o4+ms + + bhanena ¢a + +

7, + gangto masa ya

& + +a + sarva + 4ai +

9, + + + +

REVERSE.

Ve

2 ot 4

3, nyaig=ca piijayitavyam + + +

4, + + + pam=anuda(t)5 manah sa(pta-vd)tramh ma +

8, + + + ti tatd O ’sya so purusd mani-ri

+ +ch +(tatag=ca + + (bha)m gacchati manusyanar

. 8ya (dba)nikam 4+ + 48 + +lam lapsati dive +

(va)md ‘dhyay(a) (sa)map(tjam @ Atha gandharva-karmans
nama bhavati 4

9, +anam hitayo tu pamen-ra(tra)-su + + + parv-itma + + +

NS

Lear 22 : OpvERSE.
, wa¥ prayilarh ca[l]suvarnam rajatalri] tatha [I] kesn-ayasam
ca tamrarm ca [1] kd(nda)m ca trapus(a)-sam
s ¥& parhcadl [1] sagthi bhavati myttika [I] saptami brakima-(k)u-
[¢aln [1]=tusa-vijini v=astams [0]+
s (i) [t]duagama trini tajasa[n]skadaga tu gandha-dakazi [{] bha-
vB[d] dyidaca tu (ku) +
4y trySdagamarh # kojalari[ ) Jsabinsr-abhihntag=c=aiko[|]tasmalt]
sthinam vidhiyais
22 5, y& bbava[d] nari[)]osadyah sudts labhat= sutam[f]rva(ti)-dvars
vi+dasuly] 4
6, vigraldsn va sadyah[iJsnito mnc(y)ats sadyas=tato[N]js + ya
5 + (draya)

ot

8

&8

¥
#1 This aksnen ia written very minutoly vn the margin,
1 Read poritoamé,
# Read trayodagaman,
28
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% ya sadyn + % + jar +yafi=ea +i ++++ yomtra + +& +
sas=tu sudarnnam va + ting ++ka + + ya granthand + +
++A4+++

REVERSE.
++4+++

9 va mantréna i ++ dhd + 4 mantra ana + 4+ + (¢a ba va

pinva)

sa saha(srd) + 4+ 4 + + cakkra la + ++4 ++ (nthi tra) +ba

nandini hthi[n]ksirikﬁ-tvaya-yanﬁq:cn[l]ap:'uil ma ++ (sam-
gha)re ca

n=aiy=8rgu ca ta Otha[n]siry- anumltml guri va n=agra-danti
cu +

bala tatha[n]stas=tu dogama dhidima vydsam[l]va vighni-vina-
cani[]catu +

lagu[) Jkartavyd dvija-sattamah[n]samayam sn(a)p(t)a-liptayam
somya-samya +

milama-vyagra [ | ] sa~(vi)¢ana%® su-kuksinahf i Jdaga-danta ca
kartavya(i]kala¢a snapta S

ndyyanti ** tvi 6 rgha vya ghi + ++ va saham(ta) saha(dacam)
+ (dvijanam) + +

¢ LigAr 23: Onvensi. .

uihola-draksamayanam ag[i]ti*-sahasram jubadtevyam aturasyn
sa +

tivajd raja-matré vit dev(8) (ampu)rikasu ca .= Anyasmimmn 40 =
€sa mantra-pralé -+

mantvéna rastsl-opadravé tr#-hastarh ma(rom )garam kytva hayi-
taki vibhitakam=api + yani

(da)sth-pdumbara-bilva-palaga-vijaka[i]-saptaparnag=ca[(Jdronam
vaca(n=ta)tha +i

gpandanath candanam ta O tha [§] sarj-arjunam vijakam [I]
rasabhas makgakam tatha [0] + kers 2ima

niigam vayea-kulam tathd (1] priyaggum=atha pumhnagam=[i]
arkam Kanaviram ca kadawbam 4+ manam drdns

» VIksh 'pl 36 4 + 4 + gandhari sarvd maddhyah [|] sarva-dbi

+ + +Omayarm [|i]

7, botweon tha linos,

4% The two ¥e are placed side by mlw overlapping one another,
5 Read agitd.

38 Dele the anusvdra,

\
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dhi*%-madhu-ghrt-akta + + ¢=ca ahati-sahasramn ho + + y&
+++
9, myanti® visaye + + + + + + anen=aiva / (ma)[ntrsna]
+ ha(n-6)padra
10, + + + ++ +

REVERSE.

1, + + + + + (kara) + +
2, + ka-ratra (su-bata)sa-bilva-samidhana (vo) + + + ghrtakta
3, hotavyam krsoa ca + + + + + 4 + purv-okte ta + 4 + + +

pirva +
4, g-paths® nadi-pula(napa) +anéna mantréna b I[ ch(a)tréna
dhruva + +

5, anila krsna-va O sasé vrga-bhiuté ki tisthasé asuko me tatha va

6, ha H 56 'sya ¥aja vagyd vidheyo bhavati atmancna dhanéna va

jijiasa )
7, ktayyarh prandtyayo bhavati dharmag=ca raja-ghatind bhavati

raja-ghating ta(tha)
8, narakesii ca paccats®® ° anéna mantrgua 8 yaj-antarssn purvan

dakginam datva ¢a N
9, rayena daksinasya siddh(a)nta-mamtral|]-vidhir=gsa prakirti-

tah [i] sami 4 +am (¢a) +

With regard to the remaining sets of the Macartney MSS., T must, for
the present, content mysclf with merely publishing photographic speci-
mens, and adding a few words of description. These manuscripts are wrif-
ten in characters which are either quite unknown to me, or with which I
am too imperfectly acquainted to atternpt a ready reading in the scanty
leisure that my regular official duties allow me. I thought, however,
iilbat even a mere publication of specimens of the original mannseripts
would he welcome to Oriental scholars. My hope is that among those
of my fellow-labourers who lave made the langnages of Central Asig
{heir speciality, there may be some who may bo able to recognize and
identify the characters and languago of these cuvions documents. To
gach I would only ask to be permitted to address the request that any
discovery mads by them mby be commnu icated to me, with a view to
arranging a fall publication of the manuseripts,

Regarding their ago I canuot ventare to give any opinion, exeopl

49 THa full word is dadhi. 61 Read mantréna.
50=Perhape amyanti, 53 Read pacyaté,
i The fall word is culug-pathe,
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am not disposed to believe that they are so old as the other
anuseripts wvhich came from Kuchar, All these came from the
neighbourhood of Khotan, and there is nothing in the circumstances
of their discovery which necessarily involves a very high antiguity, -
or need make them older than the early middle ages. The occurrence in
them of what appears to me Uighur and Tibetan writing also seems; to
point in the same direction. See also infra pp. 43 and 44.

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

Ser IT. This consists of two distinet parts, of very different shape
and size. One part (Plates XI and XII) consists of two large sheets
of paper, measuring about 16 %11 inches. The second parb (Pla'tes
XTII-XVI) consists of 12 sheets, of which eight ave folded in the |
middle to make 2 leaves each. Heuce there arve 16 double-leaves and
4 single leaves; that is, the 12 sheets make up 20 leaves. These leaves
mensure ahout 6} x4} inches each; or adouble-leaf measures lS&X&}
inches. The double-leaves show, close to their folded margin, four
pin-holes, which seem to indicate that they were oneco stitchod togethen,
though no trace of a thread has sarvived. Theso 12 sheets are iuscxiibcd
with four different kinds of chavacters ; nevertheless, of coursé, they
might form a connected whole'; bat this I am unable to determine.
Accordingly T shall describe them in four separate, subordinate séts.

Set 1T a. Plates XI and XII show tho two sides of one of the two
lavge sheets. Tach of these gheets bears writing in two diffevent
characters, and two different inks. The lines of writing are, as a rule,
arvanged so that two lines of black letters alternate with one line of
wh‘it_u letters. Ou one side (Plate XI1) the double lines of hluck
‘f'“““.%' are separated from the single line of white writing by straight\
1’(;“1””‘0 ::VE“‘(S:Y '!n;u-kml in black ink. The white writing appears to me
: Hentity l‘(")"” characters ; those of the black wrifing Tam nuablg to

Y. On one side (Plate XTI1) there ave the distinct impressions
"’f three seals; the two outer ones in black, the middle one in white
mk: The latber shonld he again in Uighur,® to correapond with the
white writing. Tlie regulavity of the alternation of the white and

6% One line has & enricus vesemblaneo (o Kufie, and reminds ono of S+%=%5 hal it
1d probably an augular forin of Uighar,
4 \ ] 4
- ‘ 93
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Klack writing seems to suggest that one gives the translation of the

other, the document being bilingnal. The second sheet is, in every

vespect, similar to the figured one, except that it bears only two seals,
and that the writing which corresponds to the white one is in black
jead or what looks very much like iti; it is clearly distinguishable from
the black-ink writing. A

Set I1 b, - Plate XIIT shows a single leaf of this portion of the
second part of Set II. There are also three double-leaves in this sub-
ordinate set, the total heing seven leaves. These appear to me to be
written in Chinese or in something greatly resembling Chinese characters.
The number of lotters in the perpendicular lines vary from 9 to 123
and the number of lines itself varies from 8 to 11. One half of one
of the double-leaves (two pages), even, numbers 13 lines to the page,
and (apparently) 18 or 20 letters to the line, the letters being only
about one-half as large as those on the rest of this manuseript, FEach
page of writing is enclosed in a double-lined quadrangle. Fach side
of a double-leaf, of course, has two such inscribed quadrangles (or pages)
side by side, the fold of the paper running between the quadrangles.

Set ILe. Plate XIV shows a double-leaf of this subordinate
get. It will also best explain what is meant by a double-leaf. There
are two of these donble-leaves; and there is also one single leaf; so
that the total number of leaves is five. Krery page (except the two
pages of the single leaf) is enclosed within a double-lined guadrangle,
There are from 9 to 11 lines of writing on a page: the usunl number
js 10. 'The writing is unknown to me: there is a faint suggestion about
it of a very eursive form of the Tndian Brahmi charvacters; but this
appearauce is probably deceptive.

Sot TId. Plate XV shows a double-leaf of this portion of the set.
There ave two morve such double-leaves, the total number of leayes
heing six. Every page is enclosed witbin & double-lined quadvangle,
and the quadrangles themselves are divided, by double lines, into six

' compartments each, Ilach compartment contains two lines of writing,

the whole page, thus, having 12 lines. The lines of writing stand
eloserto the double lines of division than to one another, I donot
know the writing ; it appears, however, to be similar to that of Set Tle.

SetIle. Plate XVIghows aleal of this subordinate sot. Thove
ia another leaf of this et which is inseribed only on oue side. This
gide has eight lines, whilo the two puges of the fignred leaf bave ten

fines each, The sriting ig in white ink,"s and appears to be in Uighnr
gharacters.

4
66 Tt is not ohalk; ab Tepst it is folerant of weshing. T may hove adil” ¢hat the

Wlkok ink, foo, in all these manugoripts, tolerates the applivation of 0 wal spunge.
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Ake following is a summary of Set IL:—

Set IT a, sheets 2, total 2
b, singleleaf 1, double-leaves 3, , 7

€y ”» 5 1 » 3 2, » 5

d’ » Xt " Ol ” EE 37 ” 6

€ 3 » 2 3 » 0, » 2

Total 22

Ser ITL - Plate XVIL shows two leaves of this sef. There are
altogether 12 such single leaves. They measuve about 6} x 3% inches,
and bave 6 or 7 lines to the page. The writing on them is much
interspersed with what look like Bralimi ligatuves, in the Tibetan type
of characters. This seems to render it probable that the vest is also
written in Brihmi 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 eyer been fastened together, though it can hardly
be doubted that they form a'connected series.

Ser 1V. Plates XXVIII and XIX show two dounble-loaves of this
get. It consists of a thick manuseript of small sized double-loaves, of
which some 8 or 4 have split into single leaves. Accordingly there
shonld be 112 leaves, but actually there ave only 111 loaves, and these
measure about 5} % 33 inches each, The lower corsers of the leaves
ave damaged. Each double-leaf, when folded up into two single leaves,
makes up a so-called ‘form,” and thess ‘forms’ are bound togdthey

into a ‘book’ by means of a metal nail which is passed throngh the
whole of the ‘forms’ of leaves near their left-hand margin Th\a
“forms’ are secuved from falling off the nail, by a metal disk serewed
into one of its ends and a metal knob, into the other, The ¢hook’
begins and ends with o conphL. of blank ‘forms,” but whether this
indicates that the manuseript is complete, 1 cannot say, though it soems
probable. There wre six or seven lines on ench page; and these lines are
distinetly partitioned off into four columns. The number of letters in \
& columnar Jine vavies; it is usnally six; bat I have noticed them from
four to seven. I this manuscript, too, ligntures of the Tibetan type
ogenr on nearly every page, which wonld suggest a Brihmi cupsive
ehavacter for the rest of the writing, Whether the lntter is the same
as, or gimilar to, that ovcurring in Set 1L needs investigation, I have
hiad 1o time for closer examination,

Ser V. Plate XX showa three leaves of this sob. It is a manus
eript, very similar in eyery regpect to the preceding one.  Allita leaves
pre single, ubout 100 ; their exnct pumbey i3 uncertuin, & o h‘;\' of

! Mo
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Central Asian Manuseripts.

d-place of Sets 46 would seem to belong fo the western ‘extremity
of the Takla Makan desert. The locality of Set 4 is described #s © an
immense graveyard in ruins.”” This part of the country and farther
North-West was the scene of the fiercs stroggles between the Muham-
madans of Kashgar and the Buddhists of Khotan in the early part of the
J2th century. A large cemetery at Ordam Padshah, near Yangi Hisar,
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 Sultan Satuk Bughra Khan succeeded in
bringing togéther all the Uighur people into one nation5® All this
would point toa similar conclusion, the 12th century, for the Macavtney
MSS. Asto the chances of conscrvation of manuscripts under the
condition in which they were found, 1 may qnote the following remarks
from Siv. T. D Forsyth’s Report® with reference to the castellated
city, Shahri Nukta Rashid, now more or less completely buried under

.

sand:— . :

“As an instanco illugtrative of the dry character of the
climate here, I may montion that we found shoets of matting, such
us are nsed at the present day, in the foundations of wallg, still in
oxcellent preservation under the layers of raw bricks composing
the stiucture of the battlements, althongh, us we nre assured and
as history tends to prove, the plice has been in rains for eight
hnndred years.” "

It not unfrequently happens, as Sir T. D. Forsyth remarks, that
when the fierce wind sweeps over these sand-buried places, objects are
digelosed {o view temporarily and again buried under the sands, In
ihis way, if not as the result of actual digging after freasure, the
Muacartney MSS. appear to have been obtained by their finder.

I will mow turn to fhe ofther class: those found in Kuchar and
vzitben in the Brabmi characters. These must be divided into two
feations : (1) those written in the Northern Indian Gupta, and (2) those
!Written in the Central Asian chavacters. Buddhism was very early intro-
duced iuto Kuchar, probubly us early as the 1st century B.C., and probably
through Khotaw, where it was introduced in the 2ud century B.0.8t 1In
the early centuries A.D. it was a stronghold of Buddhism ; later on that
roligion rotrograded under the epreading rivalry of Nestorian Clirig-
tisnity, and still more so under that of Muhammadanism, It never quite

b9 Bee Sir T. 1, Foraybh's Report of @ Misaion {o Yarkand, pp. 122-127 ff.

8) [hidem, p. 88.

L §oo Beal's Buddhist Records, Vol, I, p. lxayiii, Vol. II, p. 318, 314. Jonrnaly
As. Soc. Beng., Vol LY, p, 107,
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Central Astan Manuscripts.

cenmbed, and later, under the early Mongol conquerors, in the 13th
century, it partinlly revived in the Lamaitic form of Buddhism introduced
from Tibet. This conservation of Buddbism, however, is not of any
particnlar importance with regard to the question of the age of the 3

uchar manuscripts,  The early missionarvies of the Buddhist faith were
natives of Northern India, taking © India in the wider usage of those
times. They brought with them their Buddhist seriptnres written in
the Northern Indian characters, and when settled in Knuchar, naturally
used those characters in their own cowmpositions, Their converts,
the natives of Kuchar, learned the use of those characters from their
religious teachers. But in their hands they soon began ‘to undergo a
process of modification, which resulted in. what I have called the
Central Asian Brahmi, bnt 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 process 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 and §) explained the «
two divergent lines of this evolution in Novthern India and Central Asia.
The Novthern Indian evolution commenced in the extreme portion of
North-Western Indin (Panjab, Kagmir, Gandhara, .e., the country of
the Kushaus), (say) abont 350 A.D. by the introduction of the
intermediate ya, and completed its course in the modern square ya
thronghout Northern India within little move than two centuvies; t.a.,
about 600 A.D. From the same extreme portion of North-Western India
the Brihmi 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. I1L ab of the Fragments, all coming from Kuchar and
thus showing that the fashion of writing the intevmediate ya had been
carried to Kuchar, Now it seems to me evident, that if the process of
evolntion of the Central Asian or Kuchmii alphabet had not alveady
fully set in before that period of the introduction of the intermediate!
ya, the influence of that intermedinte ya and its resultant square y&
wonld bave shown itzelf in the formation of the Centval Asian ya.
But there is not the smallest trace of it. Tha evolution of the Cenfral
Arian ya las taken o different course, which proves, that it must have
began at a tinle whon the fashion of writing the intermediate ya had
nob yet beguii, or ab least had not yet hecome u settled fact in North-
Western India. That means that the initinl epoch of the evolutjon of
the Central Asian camnot be well placed later than the fourth or filkh
century A.D. Furither, when oneg a native Kuehavi style of writing
257
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style of writing can only have maintained an artificial existence, that.is
to say, it can only have existed either in manuscripts imported from
India, or in the usage of Native Indians who had immigrated into
Central Asia (Kuchar). Tt 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 the present argument), that all manuscripts written in
the Northern Indian style and discovered in Kuchar must, as regards
their age, be judged solely by the rules that apply to Northern Indian
palwography. This postulate applies to the Bower MS., to Parts I, 1I
and I1I of the Weber MSS., to Sets T a and 15 of the Macartnoy MSS.,
and to Fragments Nos. I, TT, TIT (exe. IILd), V-VIIT, XI. Tt applies
also fo Nos. 1, 2,3, 4, 5 of the Godfrey MSS. As to the final epock
of the use of the Northern Indian alphabet in Central Asia ( Kuchar),
it may be noted that mo manuscript has yet come to light, which
ghows the employment of the final squave form of the Northern Indian
yu.  Henee it may fairly be concluded that after the sixth cenfury,
no more mavnuseripts were exported or Buddhist teachers emigrau:d
foow Indin to Central Asia. This practically coincides with the greab
Muhammadan invasions, and is probably to a great extent accounted
for by the troubles attendent on them.

I may add thut those mannscripts which are found written on
pilmeleaf or bivch-bark ave evidently importations from India, and it
may be noted, as a confiematory eircnmstance, that neitlier the palm-leaf
fragment No. I, nor the birch-bark fragment No. 1T, nor the birch-bark
Boswer MS. shows any trace of the Contral Asian style of writing. As
neitheér the Tar-palm nor the birch exists in Central Asia (Kuchar), the
facty counld not well be otherwise. On tlie okher hand, those manuseripts
’in Novthern Indian Brahmi, which are found written on paper, I am
inclined to beliove, must have been written in Contral Asia by Indian
Buddhists who had migrated there from India.

There remain the manuse: ipts written in the Central Asian Brahmi.
How long the use of this peculiny modification of the Brahmi remained
eurvent in Central Asin (Kuehar), it is for me impossible at present to
gay. I know of no direct ovidencs, “The ruling rage in Central Asid,
up to the time of the Mongols, were the Uighur tpihes'of Turke, « ié
wall-known that they were a literato people, and that they adopted a
modification of the Syriac charncters from tho Nestorian misgionmics
whe came among them from the 6th contary A.D. iF not onvlivk.  Phis
modified Syw-‘mmu&m'bhoir Hationn] characters, and is known as the
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Uighur. 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
use among them a Sanskritic alphabet, the Central Asian Brahni (mot
to mention at all the artificial Northern Indian). Probably that cirenm-
stance shows (1) that the Central Asian Bi@hmi was the peculiar
«property of the Buddhists among them, and (2) that Baddhism was
‘limited among them to a minority, consisting of monks, but that the
bulk of the nation had adopted Christianity, which accounts for bheir being
so frequently designated as Tarsi (or Christian).2 Later on, the bulk
-of them adopted Muhammadanism, and with it the alphabet peculiar to
it. From this it would follow that as Buddhism: gradually dwindled '
among them, the knowledge and use of the Central Asian Bihmi diod
out. How soon this was the case, I do not know ; but it seems certain
that the knowledge of that alphabet had entively died ont by the time
of the rise of the Mongol power in the 12th century A.D.; otherwise
it is diffienlt to account for the fact of the Uighur characters being
selected by a Tibetan Buddhist for,the purpose of forming a Mongal
alphabet.%® Tf the Central Asian Brahmi had still sarvived at that
time, one would have expected a Buddhist to choose that peculiarly
Buddhist alphabet in preference to the Uighur. I am disposed to
believe that it had alvendy died ont some gentaries previous to tke
olaboration of the Mongol characters.

Arranged chronologically, the manuscripts in the Central Aginu
Brahmi may be placed thus: Fragments IlId, IV and IX are the
earliest and may belong to the 5th century A.D. Noxt come Pavts
LV, V, VI, VII of the Weber MSS., which may belong te the 6th
contury. Then follow Part VI of the Weber MSS. and Fragmént X,
which may be assigned to the 6th or 7th centuries. Lastly come Pavt
IX of the Weber MSS. aud Fragment XII, which may be as late as the
8th century. The Godfrey MSS., Nos, 6-15, which arc written in the
cursive Central Asian, ave difficult to adjudge, and I will not attempb
to estimate their exact age.

With regard to the language in which the Central Asian madns-
oripts are written, it may be noted that the following arve written in
Turkd (Uighur ? ). Pirst: the Godfrey MSS. Nos. 4 and 5 (Plate IV),
which are written in Norbhern Tndian Brahmi ; and secondly, Pavt IX
of the Webor MSS. and the Kashgar MS., which are written in Central
Asian Brihmi. To the lattor may e added the Godfvey M3S, Nos. 6-15,
which are in an unknown (Turki v Chinese) language, and in cusive

8% Sge N. Elias' Tarikh-i-Roshids, p. 96,
8 Seu Kooppen's Religion des Buddha, Voli LI, pp. 99, 100,

259



Central Asian Manuséripts.

X ntral Asian, It will be seen, that only a small numbqr of manuscdripts
ave written in a language which is nob Sanskrit; the majority are written

io Sanskrit. This goes to confirm the fact, also otherwise knowf, that, as

a vale, the Turki-Uighur used their own Uighur characters for their native

iterature, and the Brahmi, whether of the Northern Indian or of the
Central Asian type, was practically limited to the Buddhists and to

Sauskrit literature imported by them from Iudia. And this further
‘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 nge of

‘the Northern Indian type of Brahmi. The latter, as I have shown,
must have ceased to be in use with the cessation of importations from

India, in the 7th century A. D.

P. 8. Ihave just noticed that the ancient namo of Kashgar and
of the country round about was Suli. See Beal's Buddhist Records,
Vol. II, p. 306, note; also N. Elias’ Tarikh-i-Rashidi, p. 8, note. It is
envious that the documents, Nos, 8 and others among the Godfrey MSS.,
(see ante, p. 23) begin with Suli, followed by a numeral, Could it be &
date ¥

e R
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