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PREFACE

This work is being published when a terrorist movement among
he Tamil population in Sri Lanka is engaged in militant action to secure
:n independent state for the Tamils of Sri Lanka.

~ Sri Lanka has a population consisting of 719, Sinhalas, 119 ‘Sri
Lankan Tamils’, 9% ‘Indian Tamils’ (who were brought into the country
by the British during the 19th century to work on the coffee and tea
plantations), the balance consisting of Moors and others. Of the
the ‘Sri Lankan’ Tamils, approximately half live outside the areas
claimed as their traditional homelands, i.e., the northern and eastern
provinces of the lsland.

In support of this claim for independence for the north and the east,
the terrorists are carrying out numerous acts of sabotage agai.ist state
property, and the murder of members of the security forces, and the
murder of even members of the Tamil community who do not subscribe
to their views. In addition, in order to obtain world sympathy for their
cause, there has been published an extensive spate of literature, both
abroad and in Sri Lanka, purporting to show that the original inhabitants
of the country were the Tamil population, that the culture of the country
was predominantly Tamil, and that the Sinhalas were later invaders
who are mow oppressing the original Tamil population of the country.
A variant theory even claims that the Sinhala inhabitants of today wgre
originally Tamil, who now speak an Indo-Aryan language (Sinhala)
as a result of the influence of Buddhism.

It is to correct this distorted version of the history of the Island,
written by so called ‘academics’, that this work is being published.
No reasonable person can disagiee that the Tamil speaking people of
Sri Lanka, as a culturally distinct segment of the population, should
be recognised and respected as such, politically, and economically.
But to present fantastic claims of antiquity and predominance of culture



on their behalf is not only to vitiate the case for the Tamils of Sri Lanka,
. but has the effect of angering the feelings of the Sinhala population
of the country, the overwhelming majority of the people. The events
of July, 1983 are inexcusable; but a large portion of the blame for rousing

these hatreds must to go to the ‘scholars’ who have presented the claims

for the Tamil cause in their writings.

The present work attempts to give a more balanced version of the
history of the Tamils of Sri Lanka, and their place and role in the culture
of the country. As pointed out in the body of the work, the spread
of one culture must always be studied, not in isolation, but in the back-
ground of the older culture it replaced, and this is precisely what this
book attempts to do.

Many persons helped me to carry out the research necessary in the
preparation of this work, and it is difficult to thank them individually.
But my special thanks are due to the staff of the libraries of the Colombo
‘Museum: and the Department of Archaeology, who went out of their
way to help me obtain the necessiary sources and materials, A special
word of thanks is due to Mr. N. Amerasinghe, Director of the National
Library Services Board, for his active encouragements and assistance
in getting this work published. Lust but not least, this work could
never have been written without the understanding, patience and en-
couragement of my wife, who urged me to sit down and write this book
for the sake of our country.

P. A. T. Gunasinghe.

27A, Raymond Road,
Nugegoda.
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NOTE FOR FOREIGN READERS
THE MAJOR PERIODS OF SRI LANKAN HISTORY

The Anuradhapura Period

Sinhala chronicles trace back the original settlements of the Sinhalas
in Sri Lanka to 544 B. C., when Vijaya, a prince from Bengal, is supposed
to have colonised Sri Lanka with a band of followers. The Sinhala
kings who in subsequent periods of history ruled from various capitals,
claimed descent from the brother of this prince, who himself had no
children, but brought in his brother’s son to succeed him.

The capital of this kingdom, which in time controlled the whole
fsland, was Anuradhapura, a city in the North Central Province. From
the 6th century, the practice arose of appointing the heir apparent (the
Mahadipada, Sinh. Miya) as governor of the North Western Province,
which was hence called the Mayirata.

Anuradhapura continued to be the capital till 992 A.D., when the
kingdom was captured by the Colas, who by this time had risen to the
the position of paramountcy in Tamil Nadu in south India. However,
during the rule of the Colas, southern Sri Lunky, called Rohana, remained
outside the orbit of this empire.

Polonnaruva Period

Vijayabdhu I, a scion of the Anuridhapura dynasty, ejected the
Colas in 1070 A.D., and established his capital at Polonnaruva, also
in the North Central Province. and ruled tilt 1115 A.D.  After his death,
the country was partitioned into several warring Kingdoms among
his descendants, until it was re-united once more by Parakramabahu 1,
(grand nephew of Vijayabahu I), who established a powerful state which
waged wars even in Burma and south India.

1



After his death, there was again civil war in the kingdom until a
foreign invador, Migha, (from Kalinga in India) established his rule
in Polonnaruva in 1215 A. D. But he could not control the country
outside the North Central and a part of the Eastern Province.

Dambadeniya Period

A Sinhala prince, Vijayabghu III, established himself in Damba-
deniya, in the North Western Province, and his descendants (the dynasty
itsclf beirg called in Sinhala chronicles the Dambadeniya dynasty)
ruled the country as its principal sovereigns from various cities in this
provirce, such as Yapahuva, Kurunigala etc. The death of the last
ruler of this dynasty, Parakramabshu IV, around 1320 A.D. again led
- to pclitical confusion. :

Gampala Period

De to this confusion, another branch of the royal family, also
claim'ny descent from the Anuradhapura kings, established itself in
Gampala, in the Central Province, around 1340 A.D., and continued
to rule with this as the capital till around 1410 A.D. One of the features
- of the Gampala kingdem was that from around 1360 A.D., the polity
was domirated by a family ealled the Alagakkoniras, who were descended
from a Kerala (a Malaydlam spenking state in south India) family.

Kotte Period

Due to internal strife in the Alugukkonira family, and after the last

Gampala kirg, Bhuverckabahu V the capital was re-ctablished in

Kotte, in the Western Provii ce, urder Parskramabahu VI, (1412-1467
A.D.) who reunited the country, even conquering the Tamil kingdom
in Jaffia, which had come into cxistence by this time. The Kotte
Kirgdom contirued till 1597 A. D., when its last ruler, Dharmapisla,
bequested it to the kirg of Portugal, which had esiablished itself in a
pomiratirg position over the muritime areas of Sri Lanka by this time.

. CHAPTER I

BACKGROUND AND SOURCES TG THE STUDY

History provides plenty of examples of socially and technologically'
advanced civilisations overrunning and obliterating peoples less advanced
than themseives. The colonisation of the American continent from
the 16th century onwards, where technologically advanced European
peoples oceupied a geographical area inhibited by peoples at a primitive
stage of culture, has been well documented and studied.  But it is more
rare to find the overrunning and obliteration of a civilised, advanced
sociely by another society and culture equally advanced. The settlement
of Tamil speaking peoples in SriLanka in a region once occupied

‘by the Sinhala civilisation at its zenith, to the point where in that region

the latter civilisation was almost completely obscured, is a rare example of
this kind, and the merging and absorption of these two culturally advanced

civilisations would have provided, if it was properly studied. a fascinating

social and historical analysis.

The Tamil speaking people of Sri Lunka (exchiding the Muslims)
consists of approximately 20°, of the population, of which approxi-
mately half have settled down in Sri Lunka during the 19th century
in the central hill country when this arca was opened up for
planting coffee. The balance of the Tamil speaking populace is settled
down in concentrations in the JalTna, Vauniya and Mullativu districts,
and along the eastern coast down to Pottuvil, south of Akkaraipatty.
While the Tamils in the hill country (the so called Indian Tamils) stiil
preserve the consciousness of their tics with their homelands in south
India.,the Tamil speakers of the north and east of the Island possess
legands and traditions purporting to show their settlement in the Island
for a much longer peiord.



There have been a number of histories on the origin, settlement and -

spread of the Tamil people in the northern and eastern regions of
Sri Lanka. One of the first such works was the Yalpana Vaipavamalai,
! written in 1736, which recorded the various incidents regarding the
kings of the Ariyacakravarti dynasty, which ruled in Jaffna from the
begining of the 14th century till they were ousted by the Portugese
in 1619. Two of the earlier works written in more modern times were
Yalpana Carittiram,® by S. John, in 1899, and Yalpana Vaipavam,
by V. V. Satasivapillai, in 1884.% In the 20th century the first com-
prehensive work was written by K. Velupillai, and published under the
title Yalpana Vaipava Kaumudi, in 19184 These works, however,
were written in the Tamil language, and thus have not entered the main-
stream of historical studies in Sri Lanka,

In the 1920s, two works on the history of Jaffna were published
in the English language. These were C. Rasanayagam’s ‘Ancient
Jaffna’,’ and S. Gnanaprakasar’s ‘A Critical History of Jaffna.® The
publication of these coincided with a time when the agitation for separate
represeatation in the Legislature of Sri Lanka for the Tamil speaking
population in the country was gathering force, These histories were
therefore written with the objective of proving that the Tamil speaking
people of Sri Lanka, especially those resident in the north and the east,
who had a culture distinet and different from the Sinhalas (the major

section of the populition of Sri Lanka) had settled down in the Island
as early as the Siahalus had done, and that these provinces were here-
ditary possessions of the Tumils. These works, especially that of Rasa-

nayagam, had the motivation of proving a predominant Dravidian
(Tamil) influence in the politica! and social history of Sri Lanka, which
led them to reach conclusions based on evidence that was extremely
flimsy from the point of normul standards of analysis of historical
evidengce,

1, Yalpana vaipavamalai, Ed. K. Sabaratnam, Col. 1953, See also Yalpana
Vaipavamalai, translated Christopher Brito, Col. 1879, (Ypvm. Tr.)

Yalpana Carittiram, S. John, Jaffna, 1889,

Ydlpana Vaipavam, V. V. Sabhapati Aiyyar, Madras, 1884,

Yalpana Vaipava Koumudi, K. Velupillui, Vasilivan, 1918. (Velupillai).
Ancient Jaffna, C. Rasanayagam, Madras, 1926.

A Critical History of Jaffna; S. Gnanaprakasar, Gnanaprakasar Yantralai, 1928,

) oa um o‘
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The establishment of the University of Ceylon in the 1940s led
to a high level of development of historical studies in Sri Lanka, Under
the guidance of a distinguished Indian historian, Professor H. C, Ray,
the academic staff of the University developed techniques of examining
and evaluating evidence contained im various literary and epigraphic
sources, and arriving at a balance of probability in regard to the
happening or non happening of any event. This fresh approach to the
study of the history of Sri Lanka was paralleled by the work of Dr.
S. Paranavitana of the Department of Archaeology of the Government of
Sri Lanka. In editing and publishing the inscriptional and other records
of the Island, and in a series of scholarly papers, he brought out hitherto
unknown source material of the history of the country, which led him
to critically examine and reach new interpretations of the various aspects
of Sri Lankan history. In one such paper published in the Journal
of the Royal Asiatic Society (Ceylon Branch),” in 1960, he refuted
many of the argumenrts of Rasanayagam, and attempted to correct the
distorted picture of the history of the Tamil population of Sri Lanka
which the latter had propagated, and whose views, till then, had been
uncritically accepted,

The next scientific study, untainted by the motivation of assisting
a political movement, was made by a lecturer of the University of Sri
Lanka, Dr. K. Indrapala, in 1966, in his ‘Dravidian Settlements in Ceylon
and the beginning of the Kingdom of Jaffna’, He showed that the king-
dom of Jaffna, as a separate political unit, did not commence functioning
from earlier than the middle of the 13th century A.D.* This unbiased
and unprejudiced work, however, has still not found a publisher.

The latest important work published on the subject has been “The
Kingdom of Jaffna’, by S. Pathmanathan,” also a lecturer in the Uni-
versity of Peradeniya. Though the work professedly deals with the
period ¢. 1250-1450 A.D., the first three chapters analyse Tamil settlements

7. The Ariva Kingdom in the north of Ceylon, S. Paranavitana, Journal of the
Royal Asiatic Society, Ceylon Branch, New Series (J.R.A.S. (C.B.) (N.S)),
Vol. VII, 1961, PP 174-224.

8. Dravidian Settlementsin Ceylon and the beginning of the kingdom of Jaffna,
K. Indrapala, Unpublished Thesis, University of London 1966 (Indrapala).

9. The Kingdom of Jaffna, by S. Pathmanathan, Ceylon Newspapers Ltd. 1978,
(Pathmanathan). I have refused to consider, as serious historical studics,
the various pamphlets put out for propagandist purposes, by . various terrorist
organisations presently residing abroad.
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in the Anurddhapura kingdom, the incidence of the Cola conquest
in Sri Lanka, and the question of Tamil settlements in | the
Polonnaruva kingdom, all of which provide a background to the period
reviewed in the book. With the present knowledge and techniques
available to the scholars of the various Universitics of Sri Lanka for
scientific evaluation and impartial interpretations of various aspects
of Sri Lankan history , it could have been expected that this study of
the settlement of Tamil speaking people in Sri Lanka, which is relevant to
many burning political, social and cuitural questions that are at
issue today, could have been an impartial academic work. Regrettably,
however, this book is a retrograde step in historical writings on this
subject, as it seems to have been written with the same motivation
possessed by the historians of the 19205, Pathmanathan too seems to
have been obssessed with the objective of proving that the influence of
south India had been pre-dominant on historical developments in Sri
Lanka, and that certain provinces of the Island had been populated- by
Tamil speaking people for many centuries. This underlying theme has
led him to reach many conclusions, often with no evidence at all, and
sometines with the weakest of evidence, and his failure to adhere to the
basic tenets of historical analysis can result in a non specialist readership
being misled and misinformed. ™ ‘

The weakness of all the works published on this subject so far has
been that the spread and history of the Tamil speaking people of Sri
Lanka has been  studied in Isolntion, But a study of the impinging
of one culture on another hus necessarily (0 be analysed in reference
to both; otherwise u tatully misleading picture can arise. For example,
the inscriptions of Gajubihu 1l ol Polonnaruva are in the Tamil language;
but no realistic conclusions win be drawn on the extent of the Tamil
population and its influcnce in the country by this one fact considered
in  isolation, without considering other data such as this ruler being
a mnon Buddhist in religion and therefore his probable inclination
to use the language used by Suivite Hinduism, and the probable normal
language of the people in whose area the inscriptions were indited.

10, A comprehensive criticism of this work, by the present writer, has been published
in the Sri Lanka Journal of the Humanities, Vol. 1V. p. 99. Pathmanathan has
replied to this article in the fifth volume of this same Journal; but in my opinion
has not met_the main criticism that his work has as its main theme propaganda
and not history.

"6

In other words, the spread of one culture must always be studied, not in
isolation but in the background of the culture it replaced. Thus a prime
necessity in the study of the extent and spread of Tamil speaking people
in Sri Lanka is an analysis made with reference to the extent, spread and
even the retreat of the Sinhala culture which it ultimately replaced in

. certain parts of the Island.

In such a study, presently attempted in this book, the greatest
obstacle noted by any scholar is the lack of reliable source materials.
The developments on the Sirhala side of this cultural inter action has been
comparatively well documented in the varicous chronicles in Pali and
Sinhala, written regarding the history of the Sinhalas. The M. ahavamsa
was written in the 5th century, A.D., but was based on earlier works. !
The first part of the Culapamsa, the continuation of the Mahavamsa,
was written immediately before, or immediately after, the death of
Pargkramabghu I in 1186 A.D.,™ but its account, starting from the
reign of Sirimeghavanna (301-328 A.D.) also seems to have been based
onearlier sources, ** and in regardto the events of the 12th century, the
author would have been either a contemporary of the events, or would
have been depending on the memory of those who lived during the
events recorded. The second part of the Cilivamsa was completed
at the end of the reign of Parakramabahu IV of Kurunagala, '* in the
second decade of the 14th century. Of the Sinhala chronicles, the
Pujévaliya was written around 1265 A.D. ** and the Nikdya Sangiahay

11, University History of Ceylon (U.H.C.), Ceylon University Press, 1959, p. 50

12, Chlavamsa Ed. Withelm Geiger, P.T.S., 1925 & 1929, (Cv), ¢h 79, fn to verse 34.
Geiger points out that at this point, _many manuscripts carry the words
namo tassa bhagavato, indicating the beginning of a new  section.  Further,
in the 3rd verse to ch. 80, there is reference to Parakramahithu I, the hero figure
in the Crlavamsa, having tortured and imprisoned his subjects. This sudden
change from adulation to criticism also shows that a diffcrent iuthor was writing
from this point on. .

13, U. H. C,, pp. 51-52.

18, The Political History of Ydpahuva, Kurunigala and Gampala, P.A.T. Gunasinghe,
Unpublished thesis, University of Peradeniya, 1980. - (Gunasinghe, Unpublished
Thests, 1980). -

15, Pgjévaliya, Ed. Kirialle Gnanavimala Thera, Gunasena Press, 1965 p. 768_. where
ituijs saiéj that the work was written in the 1954th year of the Sambodhi of the
Buddha, i.e. 1265 AD.



in 1386 A.D.** Thus, in regard to the period from the 12th century
onwards, which, as the sequel shows, saw the major waves of Tamil
inmigration to Sri Lanka, we have the help of recorded histories
whose authors were generally contemporary to the events recorded.
Apart from these literary sources, we have the information given in the
large number of epigraphic records indited by the Sinhala kings from
the 8th century onwards and even carlier. While the information given
in all these sources have to be compared and evaluated, and while there
are gaps in the records, the details given, as compared to Tamil sources
available, are fairly plentiful.

Such plenitude is not available for a study on the expansion of the
Tamil culture in Sri Lanka. The only document available in the nature
of a chronicle is the Yzlpana Vaipavamalai which is of comparatively
recent origin. It is mentioned in this work that it was written by Mail-
vakanam at the request of the Dutch Governor Makkara, out of materials
collected from the Kayilayamalai and other works, V7 According to
its own statement, therefore, the chronicle was composed no earlier than
1736 A.D., when Jaan Maatsuyker, identifiable as the governor Makkara,
was administering Jaffna,  Thus, in regard to the period covered by the
work, it is a source that was compiled over 400 years after the events
it was recording.

Even the sources that It wtilized do not secm Lo have been of very
great antiquity. Paranavituna points out that the Kayilayamalai must
have been written after 1604, A 1) as it mentions the Setupati kings
of Ramnag. the first of  whom began (o rule in that year.”® Moreover,
though it may be conceded that the original Yalpana Vaipavamalai
was completed around 1736 A.D.. and was based on previous sources
even if these themselves were not very old, the text seems to have been
added on to at a later time. For example, the work carries predictions

16, Nikdya Sargrahaya, Ed. N.M. De Z Wickremasinghe (Nks), Col. 1899, where it
Is stated that the work was written to cover the period between the Parinirvang
of the Buddha and the 15tk year of Bhuvenekabahu V of Gampala, which it says
corresponded to the 1929th yeur of (he Buddhist era, i.e., 1385/86 A.D.

‘17, Ypvm Tr. (preface)
18 J. R. A, 8. (c.B) (Ns.), Vol, VI, p. 174 15,
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on the arrival of the British, which shows that some portions were
incorporated after 1796 A.D. This makes us unsure as to what the
original text was.

The work is entirely unreliable in regard to dates. For example,
it is said that the counstruction of the Kandasamy temple at Nallur
took place in the 870th year of the Saka era, i.e,, 948 AD.”® But a
ceremonial recitation in this temple attributes its founding to a Sri

' Sangabo Bhuvenekabzhu, who is traditionally identified in Jaffna as

Sapumal Kumaraya the adopted son of Parakramabzhu VI
of Kotte, who governed Jaffna for twenty two years in the middle of the
15th century.®® While it gives alist of twelve kings of the Ariyacakravarti
dynasty who had ruled Jaffna, this list does not contain all the names of the
kings of Jaffna, nor is it arranged in the correct order of rulers . Thus
it gives only two more rulers, i.e., Pararasasekeranand ' Cankily, after
Kanakasuriya who fled to India after the conquest of Jaffna by Parskrama-
bahu VI in the middle of the 15th century. But, since the Jaffna dynasty

.Tuled on till 1619 A.D., there would obviously have been more than two

rulers in the interim period. In regard to the order of rulers, it gives
an incident occuring in the reign of Jeyavira Singaiiriyan which quite
clearly corresponds to the invasion of Yapahuva in 1284 A. D. in the
time of Bhuvenekabdhu I of Yapahuva.?' But Jeyavira is mentioned
as the eighth ruler of the dynasty, which is o clear impossibility,
as it was the first ruler of this dynasty, i.e., the General Ariyacakravarti,

‘acting on the orders of the kings of Pandya, who attucked and destroyed
ithe kingdom of Yapahuva.?

The other literary sources have a similar wide gap between the
event and the writing of it, and there is no evidence, unlike in the case
of the Pali and Sinhala chronicles, that they were based on older sources,
The antiquity of the Kailayamalai has alrcady been commented on.
Another source, the Vaiyaapatal, according to tradition, was written

19, .- Ypvm Tr. p.17

20, 'U. H. C. p. 682,
21, Cv. XC; vv 43-47. .
22, Ibid.



in the 16th century by the court poet of Sekarisasekeran 122  Nor is

* the actual antiquity of regional chronicles a such as the Konecar Kalvettu
and the Mattakkalappu Manmiyam known; or even whether they were,
based on older records.

This factor of most of the sources having been written long after the
events had occured has to be always remembered in analysing any data
regarding the settlement and spread of the Tamil population in Sri Lanka.
In evaluating any factual statement regarding history, one must always
ask ouself the questions: who first said so, and what opportunities had
he of knowing it? On this standard of analysis, most of the literary sources
concerning the spread of the Tamil population do not rank as of high
value; the authors first said it long after the event, and the opportunities
they had of knowing it are mostly unknows 2* .

The next main source available is the epigraphic records in Tamil,
found in the north-central, north-western and eastern provinces of the
Island. Even these have little value in comparison with Sinhala epi-
graphic records.  ‘The majority of the latter are documents containing
royal grants, and while unlike the prasastis of south India, the individual
histories of the kingy are raroly given, n wealth of information is obtainable
regarding the institutions of the time, such us the bureaucracy and the
the Sangha. On the other hand, excopt the Kotagama inscription, %
the Ariyacakravartis ol Juffun huve left no cpigraphic records, and the
only inscriptions recording roynl grunts are a few records belonging

23, Pathmanathan, p. 209.

24, On this standard, many of the Sinlalu sources regarding this period of history are
of a high value. The Pijjdvaliya «.ax wrilten in the time of Parakramabahu II of
Dambadeniya, who publicly exhibited it, showing the close relationship he had
with the author. The Nikdiva Sulgrahaya was written by the Sanghardja of the
time, Devarakshita Jayabahu, who was himself the pupil of Dhammakitti, the
chief monk of the Gadald! /va temple, who had received the patronage of
Bhuvenekabahu IV of Gani.lt. Thus these authors were not only contem-
poraries of the events recordcd, but by their eminent position in society, had good
opportunities of knowing their fucty,

25, See Report of the Kegalle District of the Province of Sabaragamuwa, H.C.P. Bell,
Sessional Paper ix, Col. 1892, p.8S,und J.R.A.S. (C.B) Vol. XXXII, p.214.
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fo the Cola period.*® Even these do not provide much additional
information, in the sense that most of the prasastis in them have
already been found in south Indian inscriptions. The balance consists
of private grants, such as the offering of lamps to temples, made by
individuals as well as oraganisations such as the south Indian mercantile
Corporations, who were operating in Sri Lanka during the 11th, 12th
and 13thcenturies. The other main source for inscriptional evidence is the
the inscriptions of the Cola, Pandya and Vijayanagara Fmpires,
Which mention mostly the various conquests made by these rulers, and
include Sri Lanka as among their conquests, from which, after com~
barison with other records, one can draw some conclusions on the political
history of the Island.

In evaluating the data obtainable from these inscriptions, several
factors have 1o be remembered. Great emphasis is sometimes placed
by editors of these records on the shape and curve of the letters in these
Bnscriptions, from which conclusions on the dates of the records are
weached. This is an exercise full of pitfalls. An inscription is indited
@fier the carver has first written the text of the record on the rock or
Wiliar on which it is to be indited. The handwriting of each of these
Budividuals who wrote in this fashion would have differed, and conse-
Ruently, the forms of the letiers subsequently indited on the hand written
Bcript also would have differed. Thus, the differing shapes of letters
Yhat are seen in different inscriptions may well have arisen because they
Mere written by persons with different handwritings who lived in the same
period, and in this context, the dating of inscriptions on the basis of
script and the curve of a letter, unless they are sharply different from each
other, can be a misleading exercise. :

The second factor that has to be borne in mind is that few conclusions
can be drawn from the private records on the numerical strength and
social importance of the donors of these records, unless such conclusions
are supported by evidence from other sources. For example, two
Tamil inscriptions found at Anuradhapura among u dozen semi isolated
shrines connected with the Hindv religion, between the path from
Jetavanarima to Vijayarama, and the path from Pankuliya to the Kuttam-
pokuna, refer to the members of the village assembly constituting the

28, Epigraphia Tamilica, Ed. K. Indrapala, Vol. I, pp. 25:31. (E.T.)
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Kumérakanam making arrangements for the burningof a lamp.?” Indra-
pala points out that Kumé@rakanam is a term which occurs in contem-
porary south Indian inscriptions, and means a group or corporation
“ holding trusteeship of single shrines. Itis clear that this Kumdarakanam
referred to one of the Hindu shrines, and the membership presumably
consisted of Tamil speaking pcople. It is perhaps possible that the
assembly of this village (the word fierurom of the phrase kumarakanattu-
perurom) consisted of the assembly of Tamils who would have lived
around this area at Anuridhapura. But it must be remembered that
in the 9th century (to which this inscription is ascribed) Jetavanarima,
-Vijayarama, Puliyankulama etc., which were in this area were flourishing
Buddhist monasteries, with hundreds of Sinhala servitor populations,
and the above assembly may have consisted of some Sinhalas as well.
In any case, the inscription by itself cannot yield any valid conclusions
on the number of Tamils living in the area, and the extent of their
influence.

~ This lengthy discussion on the value of the source material available
for a study of the extent and spread of the Tamil population in Sri Lanka
has been nccessitated by the fact that none of the published books on the
subject contain an nnulysis of this aspect of the subject. It is on such
weak source materinl that sweeping generalisations and facile conclusions.
some of which have been spotlighted in the present work, have been
made by some historiuns. Any conclusions or interpretations based
on such materials must be rogurded us tenttative only, and a compre-
hensive idea of this subjcct can only he built after a careful examination
of the Tamil sources, the sources pertuining to the Sinhalas, and the
south Indian records.

27, E.'T. Vol. 1, Pt. 1, pp. 1-6.
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CHAPTER 1II

SETTLEMENT AND SPREAD OF THE TAMIL
POPULATION OF SRI LANKA (1)

There is no doubt that man did not evolve in Sri Lanka, but
,arrived in the Island from the main sub continent of India. Little is
~known of the arrival and development of man in the pre-historic period
/in Sri Lanka. But the traditional accounts of the Sinhalas, the major
community in the Island today are to the effect that they are a g-oup
speaking an Indo-Aryan language who had migrated tc Sri Lanka from
India. Thereis some controversy as to whether the original sctilers
came from the north-west or the north-east of India; but there has
been, so far, no dispute that the earliest Sinhalas were Indo-Aryans.

~ However, this point has been contested recently, in a view put
forward by S. Pathmanathan, that the Indo-Aryan lang'age presently
spoken by the Sinhalas was not native to the original inhabitanis from
whom the Sinhalas are descended, but that they had adopted this
language as a result of the rise of Buddhism, (the lar.guage f commu-
nication of which was Prakrit, a branch of the Aryan group of langiages)
to a dominant position in the Island.  This view, which is stated irsidiously
-rather than explicitly and unequivocally, is put forwerd along the follcwing
lines.) An important development in the transmission of Irdian
culture to Sri Lanka was the spread of the megalithic culture into the
Island. The ancient people of the Deccan who buried their deed in
megalithic tombs, and used iron implements have beex identificd with the

‘Dravidian speaking people who subsequently rose to a predominant

position in parts of south India. “The urns discovered at the proto
historic sites in Sri Lanka are remarkably similar to those fornd at
Adicchanallur and other related sites in south India where the urn burial

1, Pathmanathan, pp. 1-8.
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culture was infact part of a larger megalithic culture.”> “The mega-
lithic people may have introduced into the Island iron and paddy culti-
vation by means of irrigation™.* *The spread of Buddhism among
the various communities at different levels of development led to their
integration. With the adoption of Prakrit, the language of Buddhism,
they tended to become Indo-Aryans in speech.”’* “No clear evidence of
a large scale migration of Indo-Aryans to the Island has hitherto
emerged”.® These statements imply that the original people of the Islanc
came from a section of the Dravidian people of south India, who, as a
result of the introduction of Buddhism, became speakers of an Indo-
Aryan language. Since this theory implies that the airival of the
Dravidians on a large scale into Sri Lanka can be put back to
proto-historic times, it is necessary to examine its validity in detail.

It may be said straightaway that this view, which seems to be
pro-pounded to suit the general theme of Pathmanathan’s work, is
supported by no evidence whatsoever. North Indian and Sri Lankan
traditions,® as well as the inscriptions of the Emperor Asoka, who is
known to have livedand ruled in India in the 3rd century B.C., are to the
effect that the introduction of Buddhism to Sri Lanka took place during
this century. ‘The carliest Sri Lunkun epipraphic records are deteable to
the 3rd century B.C.." and hundreds of these records, in the earliest
‘known Sinhala script (Bruhmi) record the grant of caves as residences to
the Sangha, the Buddhist Order of Monks. Without a single exception,
they are in an Indo-Aryan lunprave,  If Pathmanathan’s view that the
Sri Lankan populace at the fime of the introduction of Buddhism spoke
a Dravidian language is correot, thon at lcast some of the records, com-
memorating the granting ol' caves, not by royalty or the nobility
but by ordinary folks suoh as weavers and carpenters, may fairly
be expected to have been in the Tamil language. But there is not a single

.

Ibid, p. 16.

Ibid, p. 17

Ibid, p. 15.

Pathmanathan, p. 15, fn. 4,

U. H. C. p. 123.

S. Paranavitana, “Inscriptions af Ceylon* Vol. I, Govt. Press, 1970 (1.0.C)) p. lLii.
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fecord in this language, which shows that the language of these donors
was a form of Indo-Aryan and not Dravidian.

If the original language of the people of Sri Lanka was Dravidian,
Bhe appearance of epigraphic-records, in Indo-Aryan only, from the
gime of the introduction of Buddhism, logically suggests that within
B few years of its coming Buddhism took such an absolute and complete
Bold on the population in general that they forgot their original language
mn their fervour to adopt Buddhism. It is certainly not correct that
Buddhism took such a deep and immediate hold on the country. Even
&s late as the 1st century B.C., i.e., two hundred years after the coming
®f Buddhism, a prince who can be identified as the royal personage who
#ubsequently ;ame to the throne of Anuradhapura as king Mahadathika
Mahaniga expressed his happiness in an inscription that he had abandoned
hlse beliefs. s Another inscription refers to the destruction of false
weliefs at the village of Asatisa, ® and still another inscription refers to
Dhammasabhava eliminating false beliefs among the people. The
Wbove records show that the spread of Buddhism, especially in Rohana
where the above inscriptions were found), even among the ruling classes,
Was slower than the Mahavamsa would have us believe. It’s spread
wmong the ordinary people of the Island would have been slower still,
And if this was so, they are more likely to have retained their original
language (if indeed Pathmanathan’s theory is correct) rather than to have
given it up in favour of a religion they did not profess.

It may sometimes be argued that the appcarance of
inscritptions in  an  Indo-Aryan languago, cven {rom the
earliest times, may mean -nothing, as it may have been the
language of communication of the Buddhist religion, while the
language of the ordinary folk remained Dravidian, at least in the
early stages. But it must be remembered that the purpose of these
inscriptions on caves, unlike in the casec of the more elaborate
records, of later date, was not to promulgate regulations but to
gratify the normal human weakness of advertising and perpetuating
the memory of one’s good deeds. In other words, the donors wanted

*. JR.AS. (C.B.) No. 98. p. 58.
*. Ibid, Vol." VIII, Archacological discoveries at Tissamaharama, by H. Parker
10, Thid, no. 98 p. 58.

15



their fnscriptions to be read. which would only have been possible if
the language of the persons reading them-was the same as the language
of the inscriptions, and not some other language.

Further, there is no evidence that the megalithic culture, which is
identified as Dravidian, was older thanthe beginning of the Indo-Aryan
speech in Sri Lanka during historical times. Archaeological investigations
of sites containing these megalithic monuments, with supey-imposed
strata of later dateable cultures, have indicated that these megalithic
culture people made their first appearance in the Deccan around 500 B.C,,
and spread to certain areas in the region after the withdrawal of the
Mauryan power in the Deccan in the third quarter of the 3rd century
B.C. The existence of Brahui, the language of a tribe which lives in
Baluchistan, and belonging to the Dravidian group of speakers, shows
that the Dravidians (Tamils) themselves came from West Asia.'? Thus
the people of the megalithic culture, if they were Dravidians, were
spreading out in south India after, according to Pathmanathan himself.
the people of Sri Lanka started using an Indo-Aryan language in their
inscriptional records, clearly climinating the possibility that the Dravidians

were the carlier settlers of the Island.

Finally. there is known no other instance of an entire people adopting
a language introduced by religious developments in their country, to
the extent that they completelv forgot their own original language.
The nearest parallcl one can think of to the missionary momentum of
Buddhism in the 3rd century B.C'., is the similar momentum of the spread
of Christianity to Europe in the 3rd century A.D., and the spread of
Islam, in a large part of Asin und Africa, after the 7th century A.D.
Though the language of transmission of the religion was, in the one case,
Latin, and in the other case, Aruble, and indeed. these became sometimes
the language of the learned cliwes, the language of the ordinary folk
was not assimilated into Latin or Arabic. Local languages such as
English, Spanish, German, Urduy, Brahui and Bengali survived. Tt
is impossible to believe that in Sri Lunka alone, a process unique to
world history. i.e., an entire people forgetting their language and erasing

11, ndo Asian Culture, Vol. 11, pp. 238 fF.
12, Cambridge History of India, Vol. 1, p. 593 f1.
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‘as the Valahassa Jataka.'

it from the popular memory, occurred within a few years after the
introduction of Buddhism to the country.

It is clear, therefore, that the people who indited the old Sinhala
inscriptions from the 3rd century B.C., were not Dravidians of the mega-
lithic culture, who had adopted an Indo-Aryan language, but were a
separate stream of Indo-Aryan immigrants. This is not to claim that
the mass migration of Indo-Aryans shown in the legend of Vijayain the
Mahgvamsa was the method by which those Indo Aryans first came to the

Island. The account in the Mahdvamsa of the landing of Vijaya seems

to have been clearly influenced by traditions in the Jataka stories, such
But the accounts of the origin of the Sinhalas
as given in the Divyavadéna'* and that of the Chinese traveller Fa
Hien shows that the original settlers came by way of trade, and
probably established a gradual domininal ion over the neolithic people of
Sri Lanka. It may be that this process of scttling by Aryan speaking
people took place over a period of centuries: but certainly there is no
evidence that they spoke a Dravidian language. '

It is quite probable that Tamil speaking merchants also arrived in
Sri Lanka after the Aryan speaking people had settled down, also for
purposes of trade. Pathmanathan correctly points out that the similarity
between Tambapanni, the ancient name given to Sri Lanka, and the
river Tamraparni, which entered the sea at Cape Comrin, and also
drawn attention to Ilankai, a name given to a region in the north Arcot
district , as evidenc of close cultural contacts from early times.'”” But
it cannot be concluded from this that the names Tambupanni and Lanka
as applied to this Island were derived from Indian rivers and regions
of a similar name. It is equally possible that Tamil spenking traders,
who, from the evidence adduced above, came to South India affer

B

13, UHC. p. 101.

14, See Divvavaddna, Ed. E.B. Cowell and R.A. Neill (Cambridge, I883), p. 523
and Fa Hien, A record of Buddhist kingdoms, Ed. J. Legge, Oxford, N6
p. 101-102. The Divyavadina has the tradition that Vijaya was the o of a
merchant, while Fa-Hien says that many merchants of foreign couniries came to
trade in the country, and, as a result, many groups came from other countrics as
well, and thus was formed a large kingdom. ‘

Pathmanathan, p. 17.
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the Aryan speaking peoples came to a ‘predominant position in Sri
Lanka, named the river and the region in South India after the ancient
names by which the Indo-Aryans called Sri Lanka.

In this context, it is significant that one of the earliest inscriptions
using the word Dameda, i.c. Damila or Tamil, is found at Anuradhapura,
and dateable to the 2nd century B.C.' It refers to the son of a Tamil
ship captain. Two inscriptions at Periyapuliyankulama, also dateable to
the same period, records the grant of a cave to the Sangha by Visakha, a
Tamil merchant."” Yet another inscriptions, found at Kuduvil in
Akkaraipattu of the Ampara district, is the grant of a cave by the mer-
chants of Dighavapi, and the wife of Tissa, the Tamil, (who may have
been a member of this particular mercantile group).’® The first Tamil
adventurers to conquer a part of Sri Lanka, Sena and Guttika,
are recorded to have been the son of a freighter who brought horses to
Sti Lanka.'® These references show -that in the earliest period of the
Island’s history, Tamil settlers in Sri Lanka seem to have been predo-
minantly merchants, who had come to the Island as individuals, and
that there is no evidence of concentrations of Tamils having settled
down in the Island as socjal groups.

But even this number of individual Tamil speakers who had settled
-down as merchants could not have been very numcrous. It is significant
that early Tumil works such s the Tolkappiyam™®  and the Silappadi-
karam®  give the boundaries of the Tamil land as Venkata mountain
(Tirupati) in the north Kumari (Cape Comorin) in the south, and the
sea on the east and the west. The Tamil population of Sri Lanka was
“not regarded by the authors of these works as sufficiently numerous
or important to merit mention of Sri Lunka as a portion of Tamil land,
a contemporary view which is at variance with that held by modern
historians who live two thousand years later.

A movement of the Tamil population of south India, in the form
of military concentrations, secms to have commenced with the invasions
of various adventurers who cume and conquered the Island from time to

16, 1.0.C. No. 94.

17_ Tbid, Nos. 356 & 357. .

18, Ibid, No. 480.

:9. Mahqvqmsa, Ed. Wilkelm Geiger, P.T.S. London, 1908, (Mhv), XXI, v.10.
20, Tolkdpiyam, payiram, 11, 1-2.

21, Silappadikdram, Canto VIIL, 14, 1-2.

time. The first two invasions were by Sena and Guttika,” already noted,
and the next by Elara,” also in the second century B.C. Sixty years after
Elara there came another invasion by five Tamil adventurers in the reign
of Vattagamani Abhaya.® 1t is doubtful, however, whethcr the Tamil
troops brought in by these adventurers formed a distinctive segment of
the population, as culturaliy, they seem not to have been much
different from the Sinhalas,2* ;

The real immigration of a culturally distinct Tamil population
seems to have commenced only after the Ist century A.D. From this
time onwards, various contenders for the Sri Lankan throne brought
in Tamil troops to eject the reigning kings, ard capture the State. The

first such recorded instarce is by Ilanaga, (33-43 A.D.) who brought

in troops “from the opposite coast” to defeat ihe Lambakannas who
had rebelled against him.*® Abhayariga, (231-240 A.D.) brought in
Tamil troops to overthrow his brother Voharika Tissa.?® In the 5th
century, six Tamil adventurers ruled one after another for twenty five

years, until they were overthrown by Dhatusena. (455-473 A.D.)¥

It was during the 7th century A.D., that' the bringnig in of Tamil
troops to the Island to settle dynastic quarrels in Sri Lanka became
intensified. In the reign of Silameghavanna (619-628 A.D.) a general
named Sirinaga brought in Tamil troops but was defeated.?® Aggabodhi
III (628 A.D.) fled to South India, hired Tamil troops, and attacked
his  rival Jetthatissa IIL** Dathasiva, minister to Jetthatissa IIL, in
his own turn, brought in Tamil troops, * defcated Aggabodhi III, and
established himself as Dathopatissa 1. H¢  himself later fled to
South India, and again brought in Tamil troops, but was defeated.®
Hatthadatha, nephew of Dathopatissa I, landed with a Tamil force,
and captyred the throne.® Manavamma (684-718 A.D.) brought
in an army from the Pallava country and captured the throne,3 though

22 Mhv. XXI, v. 13.

a3, Ibid, XXXIII, vv. 56-61.
24 See chapter IX. . §
%5, Mhv. XXXV, v. 27.

26, Ibid. XXXVI, vv. 4549,
27, Cv. XXXVIIL, vv. 11; 29-34.
28, Ibid. XLIV, vv. 70-73.

29, Ibid. vv. 94;105.

80, Ibid. v. 25.

31 Ibid, v, 152.,

82, Ibid, XLV, vv. 18-19.

3, Ibid, XLVII, v. 44 ff.
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in his case it is not specifically said that the troops he brought in were
of Tamil origin.

Thus, during the 7th century, there seems to have been a large
influx of Tamil speaking people into the country, and, for the first time,
an zlien population seems to have scttled down in the country in con-
siderable number. At this point, it would be useful to analyze the
geographical spread of this population within the Island.

One can a priori assume that a considerable or even major part of the
Tzmil population settlcd down at first in and around the capital of
Arurzdhzpura.  Silimeghavanna seems to have realized the danger
of this corcertration of alien people within and arourd the capital,
ard having defeated the Tamil troops of Sirindga, he distributed them
as claves to the various monasteries.® But his successors, who had
hircd Tamil troops to further their ambitions, naturally would not have
been able to adopt the same attitude, and it is likely that the Tamils formed
a scttlement near the capital. As pointed out earlier,®  there is a group
of ruined shrines, mainly Saivite, between the path from Jetavanarama
to Vijeydrama, and from Pankuliya to Kuttampokuna, and it is possible
that thcse temples would have been built to service the concentration
of Temil people living in Anuridhapura, who would thus have lived in
this ncighbourhood,  But there is no conclusive evidence that, further
out frcm Aunurfdhapura, there were large concentrations of Tamils
livirg in the outlying regions.

The zdministrative practice of the Anuradhapura kingdom divided
the provincial administration into districts in geographical relation to
the cepital. Thus the arcu to the south of the capital was the Dakkhina
desa,® the southern region, and the urca east of it was the Pacchimadesa,”
the eastern region. Wc get reference to the Uttaradesa, which thus,
would have been the area in the northern direction to the metropolis.®

8, Cv. XLIV, v. 73.

85, See Chapter I. Also, Archaeological Survey of Ceylon, Annual Reports, 1892,
H.C.P. Bell. p.5. .

38, Cv. XLI, p. 35.

37, 1bid, v. 3.

38, Ibid, XLIV, v 71,

The boundary of the Uttaradesa and the metropolitan region of Anurs-
dhapura cannot be accurately fixed; but must have been some distance
from the capital.®® It may be noted at this point that the Jaffna peninsula
proper was named the Nagadipa. The Vallipuram gold plate of king
T’Vasabbha refers to the vihira, in the foundation of which the scroll
was found as the Pilipavata vihara in Nagadipa,’® showing that the
gncient name of the peninsula was Nagadipa. Thus the term Uttaradesa

.used in the Cilavamsa with regard to events in the 7th century A.D.,

would have included the Jaffna peninsula aswell as the area south ofit,

From the 7th century onwards, there gradually developed a situation
in the Uttaradesa which was to prove of some importance in the future
for the gradual Tamilisation of the region. The Calavamsa records
that when Sirihaga came with Tamil troops to attack Silixineghavaqpa,
he first occupied the Uttaradesa, *'  where he was attacked and defeated.
Manavamma spent the early years of his life in hiding (linavuttika)
from his rivals, living in the Uttaradesa,”® and when he invaded the
country, from south India, he first attacked the Uttaradesa. In the
9th century, when the Pandyan king Sri Mara Sri Vallabha attacked
Sri Lanka, he, as shown earlier, first attacked the Uttaradesa.® Tt
would seem, therefore, that by the 7th century, the Uttaradesa was less
under the control of the king at Anuradhapura, and had become a place
of refuge for rebels. Invaders such as Maianavamma and Sri Mara
probably attacked the Utfaradesa first because it was easier to subjugate
?he northern sector rather than the better defended western sector,
ie., the route from Mannar to Anurddhapura. The comparatively

3. The Calavamsa, (L; v. 12 ff) records that the Pandyan king Sri Mara
Sri Vallabha, when he invaded Sri Lanha (c. 833-855 A.D.) first occupied the
Uttaradesa, and encamped at Mahatdlitap:ie, where he defeated the Sinhala
army sent against him by Scna I, the Sinhala .. The latter, on hearing of the
defeat, had sufficent time to gather his valuablcs and retreat to the hill country.
This shows that the Tamil army was not in the immediate vicinity of Anuradhapura
but must have been some distance north from the capital. It may be further
noted that Mahatalitagama must have been in the southern region of the Uttara-
desa, as obviously Sri Mara, having destroyed the Uttaradesa, must have advanced
southwards before halting to meet the counter attack of the Sinhala army. It
would have been meaningless for him to have waited in the central portion of
the Urtaradesq.

4, EZ Vol 1v, pp. 229-237.

4. Cv. XLIV, vy, 70-73.

@, Ibid. v.3, v. 54.

8, Ibid, L.; ¥. 14
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fooser control of the king at Anuradhapura over the Utfaradesa is
¢onfirmed by the Calavamsa, which says that the chiefs of the Uttaradesa
rebelled twice during the reign of Mahinda II (777-797 A.D.)%

The reason for the existence of this administrative hiatus is not clear.
It is certain, however, that it could not be due to the presence of an alien
or hostile population between the capital, Anuradhapura, and the
Jaffna peninsula. The Calavanisa records that Sri Mara Sri Vallabha
destroyed (vindsento) the Uttaradesa before he encamped at Mahatalita-
gama, which he would hardly have done if the area contained a substantial
number of Tamil speakers who would presumably have been sympathic
to his cause. Whatever the reason may have been the above statement
show a definite loosening of control over this region by the central
government of Anuradhapura.

It is probable, therefore, that this situation led to the descendants of
the Tamils who had been brought in during the dynastic quarrels of the
7th century settling down on the route to the northern region. The
Calavamsa records that after Sri Mara encamped at Mahatalitagima
thc Tamil population herec and there went over to him.% If, as we
have surmiscd above, this encampment was in the southern portion
of the Uttaradesa, this Tumil population would have been living in a
direction to the south of this town. 1t would scem , therefore, that the
Tamils who had beed brought in at various times sett]ed downin a direct-
ion to the north of the metropolitan region of Anuradhapura.

But still further north, ard in the Jaffna peninsula itself, the Sinhala
population continved to flouri-h. B, Horsburgh has pointed out that
the word kamanm, i. e. Sanskrit Grima, is pot used by the Tamils of south
India for a village; (the words used arc ur or pattancm).*® Thus the
origin of the word kémcm used in Juffa must be gama, a Sinhala word.
He points out that “valli’ of Vallil Ainum in Tamil means ‘way’, and that¥’
‘vimmu’ in Tamil means fearfulness, This would rerder meaningless the
names Vallikamam and Vimankdmam, ard the names are only explai-

44, Tbid, XLVII[ vv. 83; 95,
45, Cv. L.V

46, Ceylon Anm/uary and Literary Register, (C.A.L.R.) Vol. II, Pt. 1, 54-58.
47, Ibid Pt. II1, P. 167. Y 4 ¢ ) PP
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sable if these villages origirally bore the Sinhala names Viligama ard
Vimangama. Similarly, Chunnikam, Mallikam and Panndkam can
donly be the Sinhala Sunugama, Mallagama and Pannagama. Also,
Khe Tamil meaning of the word vil is bow, which would render meaningless
Bhe many Tamil villages whose names end in vil. On a similar parallel,
Rherefore, Kokuvil, Uduvil, Mirisuvil, Malvil can only be derived from
%he original Sinhala names of Kokavila, Uduvila, Mirisvila and Malvila.
The Sinhala word pola is Tamilised into palai, and the villages of
Tumpalai, (Sinhala Tunpola), Tellippalai (Telipola) Varattupalai and
Vidattapalai are of Sinhala origin. The Tamil word pdy means net or
Bail, which would render meaningless the names Koppai, Manippai and
Katirippai, unless they are words of Sinhala origin, such as Mampe,
Kaduruppe etc. Rev. Fr. S. Granaprakasar supported this view, and
pointed out many other instances of such Tamilisation of orlgmal
Pinhala names.

For example, the names Makumburei and Chulikumburei can only
be Sinhala Makumbura and Sulukumbura. Moolay can only mean
$inbala Mulydya, and Ariyalai and Tunnalai can only mean Sinhala
Ariyala and Tunala. Olukodai and Mayilakodai can only mean Sinhala
Olugoda and Mayilgoda. Narandarei can only be Sinhala
®irardeniva and Kalvalai and Konavalai can only be Sinhala Galvala
#nd Gonavala. He further pointed out such names as Polvattai and
Kelvattai, which are obviously Sinhala Polvatta ard Kchelwatta.

In his Yalpana Vaipava Kaumudi*® K. Velupillai pointed out more
evidence of Sinhala occupation of the Jaffna peninsula. He pointed out
.tradition that is prevalent among Juffna people (o refer to agriculture
as kamaththolil, and to refer to farmers as kamakkdram, both of which
are not words of Tamil origin, but are obviously from the Sinhala word
‘kamata’, i.e., paddy threshing floor. Hc¢ pointed out the use of other
words of non Tamil origin, such as Attala, lkkiri, Kddava, Kandi (fishing
equipment), Kapradu, Gala, Gorakka, Sundu, Vidane etc. the use of such
napies as Samarasimham,”  Vappjasinham, etc., i.e., the use of names
ending in simha, scarcely used in the Tamil Nadu, but commonly used
by the Sinhalas, all of which emphasises that Jaff.a had been extensively
inhabited by the Sinhalas. He further pointed out that the term sangattdr

18, See chapter 1,°fn 4.
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vayal used in the literature of Jaffna had nothing to do with the Tamil
Sangam, but is the equivalent of sangaruvanketa, (Hanguranketa), and
meant fields granted to the Buddhist Sangha. He gave the Tamil equi-
valents, and the present locations, of the names of viharas mentioned
in the Tamil equivalents, and the present locations, of the names of
viharas mentioned in the Sinhala Nampota, (a work giving the names of the
vihdras in Sri Lanka, originally commenced in the 12th century, and
finalised in the 18th century) % as Buddhist vihdras in the Dema-
lapattana, i.e., Tamil district. These are Nagakovila (Nagarkovil),
Kadurugoda (Kantarodai), Telipola (Tellipalai) Mallagama (Mallékam),
Meevangamu (Meevankam), Tannidivayina (Uratturai), Agnidivayina
(Analzitivu), Puvangudivayina (Punkadadivu) and Karadivayina
(Karativu). The Koviydr caste, only known in Jaffna, can only be
derived from Sinhala govi. i.e., farmer, and the Nalavar caste is
probably derived from Sinhala nalakardyas, (mat weavers) or nalayas
(palanquin bearers).® There is, therefore, no doubt that while the
region to the immediate north of the Sri Lankan capital, Anuradhapura
did contain Tamils, the region still further northwards, especially the
Jaffna peninsula, was predominantly, perhaps solely, populated by the
Sinhalas. We may next examine the regions to the east and west of
Anuradhapura. ‘

At the extreme east was Trincomatlee, even under modern conditions
one of the finest nataral harbours in the world. There is no doubt that
Trincomalee itself, which would have been visited by merchants from
the very earliest times, contained centres of non Buddhist worship.
‘The Mahavamsa says that Mah. .cna (274-304 A.D.) destroyed temples of
gods at Gokanna, Erakavillu and of the village of the Brahmin Kalanda.*
The M ahavamsa Tika, commenting on this, adds that Gokanna Vihara
which he built on the site of the temple, was on the coast of the eastern
sea, that the other two places were in Rohana, ard that he destroyed
the phallic symbols in these temples.®® Gokanna can be identified

48 3,  Kadaimpot Vimarshanaya, HL.A.P. Abeywardene, Govt. Press, 1978, p.32.

‘9, In paying a tribute to the memory of this scholarly Englishman, and the two
Tamil academics who belicved that the pursuit of objective truth was more
important than the twisting of history in the interest of sectarian communal
aggrandisement, the writer notes without comment that this particalar volume
of the Ceylon Antiguary and Literary Register containing this article (see fnn 46)
is missing from the Muscum Library, the Archaeological Department Library

© and the Colombo Public l.ibrary.

50, Mhv. XXXVII, vv. 40-41. _

51, Vamsatthappakdasini, Ed. G.P. Malalasekera, P.T.S, London, 1935, p. 685
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as modern Trincomalee,®® and the above reference shows that even
from the 3rd century, it had temples containing Saivite symbols. This
suggests a Tamil population in the area.

But this does not mean that such a population would have been
pre-dominant in the area. South of Trincomalee, at Seruvila, and north
of it at Tiriyay, were famous Buddhist temples whose buildings shows
them to be as late as the 9th century A.D.,** and even in Goknna,
itself, there were Buddhist viharas. 3 Nor is there any evidence that
the area to the west of Trincomalee, i.e., Padaviya and Kantalai (Gamta-
lava) had a Tamil population durirg the period up to the Cola conquest.
Tt is clear. therefore, that while Trincomalee itself would have possessed
a Tamil population who would have patronised the Hindu temples,
there, the town contained a Buddhist and presumably Sinhala populatios,
while the rest of the ditstrict, now Tamilised, contzined a Sinhala popu-
lation. :

Towards the west of Anuradhapura, the situation would have been

different. Invaders from south India normally landed at Mahatitta ie.,

Mantai on the western coast, and marched eastwards to Anuradhapura,
and one can reasonably postulatethe growth of a Tamil population along
this route, especially after the 7th century A.D. The Culavamsa says
that when Hatthedatha came with a Tamil army, the Damilas, i.e.,
Tamils who dwelt here and there joined him as he approached (ayanta-
meva tan gantvd). This shows the existence of a Tamil population on the
road from Maiatota to Anuradhapura.

Next may be taken the extent of settlement of Tamils in Rohana.
This region consisted of almost half the Island, withits boundary from
the Rajarata, i.e., the north central province and the Dakkhinadesa,
j.e.. the north western province, being a linc druwn along the present
Kaluganga in the south west, through Adam’s Peak in the central hill
country, and along the Maha¥ali river to Trincomalee in the east.%
As mentioned earlier Mahasena destroyed Siva temples at Gokanna
(Trincomalee), FErakavilla and Kalanda. Erakavilla and Kalanda

53, Epigraphia Zeylanica (E.Z.), Vol. V, Pt. 1, p. 172

33, ,D%%uimgsaya,}lid. Mékuluduvc Piyaratna, Col. 1941, p35. E.Z. Vol 1V, pp.
‘151-160; 312-319. .

54, Uv. XLVIL v. 5, where Aggabodhi V (718-724 AD.) is rovorded to have
constructed padhdnaghara at Gokanna vihara. )

35, Pyrdtana Rohama Rajva, p.A.T. Gunasinghe, Deepani Pross, 1968, p 10 fT.
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have been mentioned as in Rohana, and it is possible to identify Eraka-
villa as modern Eruvil, on the eastern coast south of the Galoya. On
this parallel, perhaps the village of the Brahmin Kalanda also lay on the
eastern coast. These would have been individual temples, serving the
Tamil groups living in these coastal towns. The Saddharmalankaraya
mentions a worshipper of Isvara, i.e., a Saivite, praising an ascetic
living in a cemetery, in Rohana.’® While there would have been such
individual Saivites, who may have been Tamils, living in Rohana, there
is no evidence of any extensive settlements of Tamils living in Rohana,
which consisted of almost half the country.

In summary, there is no evidence of extensive Tamil settlements in
the Rajarata, i.e., north central province, till the 7th century A.D., and
except for coastal towns such as Traincomalee, Eruvil etc. there is no evi-
dence of such settlements in other parts of the country either. From the
7th century, aspirants to the Sri Lankan throne brought in Tamil mer-
cenaries to settle their quarrels, and these formed a settlement in Anura-
dhapura, and to the west and immediate north of it. As a result of a
loosening of control by the kings of Anurddhapura on their northern
provinees, these Tumil immigrunts would have settled down in the Uttara-
desa: but in the cxtreme north, the Jufina area had a predominantly
Sinhala population. Other than the settlements that radiated from
Anuriddhapura to the west and (o the north, there is no evidence of
extensive settlements or concentrations of Tamil people anywhere else,

In this background, decduced from the available evidence, as
opposed to imagination, may be discussed certain sweeping statements
made by historians, whosc nctt cffect is to show a wide spread of Tamil
population in the whole of the Island, without indicating the geographical
limits shown by the evidence. Pathmanathan, for example, is of the view
that“most of the Tamils living in the Island during the late Anurddhapura
period were concentrated in towns like Mantdi and Anurddhapura,
while the rest were scattered in the market towns and military outposts
~in Rajarata and elsewhere”.®” He takes references in Sinhala ins-
criptions to lands such as Demel kabdlla, Demelat valandamin, Demel
- gambim, and to phrases and titles such as Demel kuli, Damiladhikara

.53 Saddharmalankaraya, Ed. Ven Sl‘l Gnanesvara, Col. 1924, pp. 672-673.
R Pathmanathan, p. 28 :
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e as “clear evidence of Tamil settlements in the different localities in
the Island”.® It would have been more helpful if “elsewhere” and
“different localities in the Island” had been more precisely defined, and
‘acking this, the impression one gets is of settlements spread over the
whole Island. :

Apart from the facts indicated above, the evidence adduced by
Pathmanathan is not so clear as he makes out. The word kdbdlla, in the
context of the inscription, means an allotment of land, and the editor
of the inscriptions where the phrases Demel kibilla and Demelat valan
damin appear is of the view that they were lands given for Tamils in the
royal service,®® which is a far cry from these phrases providing
evidence of Tamil settlements in the sense of large groups. Also, the
word gam, in the 10th century, did not always mean a village in the sense
of a group of people. Dr. Pran Nath has pointed out that in Indian
documents, grama has frequently the meaning of estate, or area of revenue
assessment.®® In the Kandyan kingdom (16th to the 19th century)
the word gama was often applied to a single estate or field.* Such was
the situation in Sri Lanka in the 10th century as well. In an inscription
of Kassapa V (898-914 A.D.) the word gama is applied to two allotments
of land, a pamunu kébilla and a Demala kibiilla.®* Thus the reference
in an inscription at Thuparama in Anurddhapura to the Demala gam
of the four directions®® need not necessarily mean that it was a reference
to Tamil villages; it may merely have meant allotments of land given to
Tamils in the royal service, the lands themselves being given from around
Anuradhapura.

Nor does the term Demel kuli, as suggested by Pathmanathan, refer
to a kind of poll tax collected from all the Tamils living in the Anuradha-
pura kingdom, the implication being that the phrase, as applied to two
villages, Posonavulla and Galindurugomandala, was to settlements of

8 Tbid, pp. 26-27.

8 E.Z Vol 11, p. 143.

80, ““ 4 Study of the economic conditions of Ancient India’, Dr. Pran Nath, pp. 26-33.

a, ,‘;ggécetch o£3the Constitution of the Kandyan Kingdom, John Doyle, Colombo

s D. .

8, E.Z. Vol III, p. 276. In a footnote, the editor of the inscription points out this
fact. Though Pathmanathan quotces this inscription as evidence he seems to have
missed the footnote, and the difference it makes to his interpretation.

83, E.Z. Vol. I, p. k3,
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Tamils living in these villages. But the inscriptions at Rambiva *
and Iripinniyava,®® where this phrase appears, when read in the full
context, does not give this scnse at all. The Iripinniyava inscription
says, for example, “ratladu pasiadu melatsin hle kuli demel kuli mivz.m
(go)n bili bat bili sal. .noganna ket is@” The record thus gives certain
things such as carts, buffulocs, village oxen, boiled rice etc., which should
not be appropriated by the district officials. In this context, the word
kuli interpreted as a poll tax sounds inapgropriate; more probably, as
Wickreinasinghe, the editor of the above inscription points out, the
reference was to Sinhala labourers and Tamil labourers, a conclusion
supported by the reference to the melatsin, who seem to have beex} a
social group.®®  The Rambiva inscriptions gives the identical wording
regarding the village of Galinduru gomandala, and thus, when the
passages are read in their full context, it would seem that these references
were to individual Sinhala and Tamil labourers, and certainly does nqt
give the idea that these villages had sufficient concentrations of Tamil
people to justify the imposition of a poll tax.

It is correct that the word Damiladhikara appears in inscriptions
from the 8th century onwards.  From his title, he seems to have been an
official who had autho ity over the Tamils in the royal service, of whom
there must have beon u considerable number, especially in the mercenary
divisions of the army. But i is & noteable fact that this office was
invariably held by a Sinhalu official, und that this office was combined
with that of another. For example, the ubove mentioned inscription of
Kassapa V shows that the order grunting the immunities was given by the
Damiladhikira, who was also the Pandirad, i.e., the Pandyan king,
which was a title borne by Sinhala ofliciuls.ez  In the time of Pardkrama-
bahu I of Polonnaruva in the 12} century, the Damilddhikiras of the
time, Rakkha and Adicca, were respectively a general who led a division
of the Polonnarvwa army against Rohuna, and a general who volunteered
to lead the army against Burmu, In other words, the work of the
Damiladhikara was not so cxtensive Ot 50 onterous that it required, even
in the 12th century, the services of a full time official.

84, Ibid, p. 172,

85, Ibid, p. 163,

68 See chapter VIII. .

§7. EZ. Vol. 11, p. 276, Sce alvo F.7, Vol. 1, D. 158, where a Pandirad Dapulu,
is referred to. Dapuluy, ie. Dappuln, is a Sinhala name. See also U.H.C. p.371
for the practice of conlerring Uy title on military chiefs,

%, Cv. LXXV, v, 19; LXXVI, v. 39,
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existence of Taumils in Sri Lanka during the

A similar statement to Support this thesis of a wide spread of Tami]
speaking peoples in the later Anuradhapura petiod is that the Vanigrama
of | lopitigamu, referred to in an inscription at Badulla deteable to the
10th century, wag 3 Manigrimam, a mercantile group that is known to
have operated in south India. % The actya] bassage reads as follows:
Y hopitigamu padi led kenekun girtan gamat G kaly mandiradin vanigra-
buiyan hinda.. vivastha se peresirit...” (when the bailiffs of any person
who has obtained the market town of Hopitigamu have come to the village
they, together with the counsellers, (he members of the mercantile
corporation (vanigrdma) and the elders of (he village. .and in accordance
with former usage). There is not the sj thiest hint here, when the passage
18 read in the fyl] context, that theVanigrimg referred to here had any
connections with the Indian Manigramam. QOn (he contrary, Vanigrama
here seems to refer to the mercantile chamber, one of sevaral corporate
bodies in the market town of Hopitigamy,

The generalisations eXxamined above, which have no basis when the
cvidence is examined, show the dangers inherent in the mcethodology.
heretofore adopted in examining the spread of (je

Tumil population
in Sri Lanka.

It is not enough to examine isolated references to the
Anarddlinpura period,
without examining the extent of the Sinhala population, repetition
and  without reference to the geographical sproid  of  (he Tamil
population, and in this light, the spread of (ho Tamil population in
Sri Lanka, till the end of the Anurz‘xdhapura period, {6, 1000 AD., is
ot so extensive as hag sometimes been painted (o huve been.

0, Pathmanathan, p, 28, See E.Z. Vol. v, pt. 2, p. 182 for this inscription,
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CHAPTER 1T

SEYTLEMENT AND SPREAD OF THE TAMIL
POPULATION IN SRI LANKA ()

Around 993 A.D., Sri Lanka was invaded by the armies of the Cola
Empire; which by this time had come into a paramount position in
South India, ' and by a comparison of Cola inscriptional records
and the Sri Lankan chronicles, it can be concluded that by around 1016
A.D., the Cola armies had invaded Rohana, the southern half of Sri
Lanka, where the Sri Lankan king, Mahiada V, had sought refuge.
#e was captured, and taken as a prisoner to the Cola country. ?
Thereafter, the Rajarata and the Mayarata were under the administration

f the Cola Empire till 1070 A.D., when these areas were recaptured by
ijayabahu I, a descendant of the Sinhala royal line, who thereafter
pecame the sole ruler of the Island.

During this period of 77 years, these provinces of Sri Lanka were
overned as a viceroyalty of the Cola empire, and administered by a
tnreucracy of Cola officials. As Pathmanathan points out, during
$hese years, there would have been a large number of soldiers, Brahmin
riests, merchants etc., who came to Sri Lanka and settled down in the
tountry. He draws attention to the archaelogical remains dateable
Qo the Cola period that are found, mostly at Mantai, Padaviya, Polonna-
Buva, Midirigiriva, Kantalai, Trincomalece, Jaffna and Attaragalla.
“Significantly, all these localities, except the last two, were in the central
belt of the northern dry zonc.”® The Konecar Kalvellu, which gives a
ﬂcgendary account of the Konesvara temple at Trincomalce, mentions a
Kulakottan, who invaded and exercised auihority over the area, and
$uys that he was of Cola descent, and that he brought a number of
€umilies from the Cola country to be settled in the arca.* The antiguity
of the Konecar Kalvettu, and therefore its value as a source of history,
& not discussed by this author, and the legend of this mass migration of

. UH.C. pp. 347-348.

), Tbid p. 413..

*  Pathmanathan p. 44.

4, Konecar Kalvettu, Ed. Canmukarattina Aiyyar Jaffna 1909,
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Tamil people into the Trircomalee area is not supported by any other evi-
dence. But we can take the tradition to at least mean that the Colas, a
considerable naval power of the time who had brought even parts of
Malaysia and Indonesia undcr their empire, took particular care to keep
Trincomalce, with its harbour, under their ¢ontrol.

The Colas would have had under their power the eastern littoral
up to Sakamam, at the mouth of the Pannala Oya in Ampira district,
as Vijayabahu 1 had to conquer a Cola fortress there. But the extent
of their powrr into the interior of the country, south of the Galoya,
is not known, It is clear, however, that they had no control over Rohana
to the west of the present Yala sanctuary, up to the Kaluganga on the
‘western coast, as various Sinhala chieftains were in active warfare
against the Colas in these areas. The central hill ccuntry was similarly
under the contral of the Sinhalas.

Nevertheless, the period of Cola rule is of considerable significance
in the growth of Tamil settlements ir Sri Lanka, especially in the northern
province. It has been pointed out in the earlier chapter that, for some
reason, the kings of Anurddhapura, from the 7th cencury onwards,
did not exercise a firm administrative control over the Uttaradesa, which
broadly comprisea this province. The inscriptions quoted by Pathma-
nathan regarding the Ticai Ayiraltu Annuruvar, a south Indian t.ading
organisation, and the Caturvedimangalam, (sctilements of Brahmins)
shows that there definitely grew up, in the Rajarata itself, concentrations
of Tamil populations in various centres. The ancient Uttaradesa was
physically close to the Cola empire in the Indian mainland, and it is
possible that the descendants of the original influx of Cola officials,
merchants etc., settled down in this area as well, in the form of Tamil
villages in the midst of the original Sinhala population.

As mentioned elsewhere,® the Colas established a chain of forts
in the Mayarata, i.c.. the north-western province as well, and one
can presume that Tamil scttlements existed around these as well.  An
inscription at Budumuttiva, near Nikaviratiya, in the Tamil language,
records the grant of a lamp in honour the lord Vikkirama Calamegha

5, See chapter V for list of Cola fortresses in Sri Lanka.
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Wvara in Magala. ®  As Pararavitana, the cditor of this inscritption
points out, Isvara temples of the period were named after the founder,
who, in this case, cannot be specifically identificd. But Magala may be
8he present Magallegama, where it is known that ihe Colas had cstablished
g fortress. Tt is probable that this Siva temple at Miigala was mcant
to serve the garrison and the descendants of the Cola forces stationcd at
Migallegama. On a similar parallel, there were probably concentrations
of Tamils living around the other forts as well; but in course of time,
this Tamil population in the Mayarata dissappeared, being absorbed
mto the Sinhalas.”?

Bevond this, it is unsafe to spec'ulate. It is certainly rash to say
that “the process of transformation of the north eastern littoral stretching
from Kokkilai in the north to Verugal in the south. and extending from
the coast up to such places as Kantalay and Padaviya into a predomi-
pantly Tamil speaking area began in the 10th century and was almost
gompleted by the mid-thirteerth century”® and “in fact, the process
of the transformation of these areas into Tamil speaking ones, which
had started much earlier, was almost complete when the Ariyacakravartis
@stablished their power in the kingdom.”®

Such a conclusion can be definitely reached only if there arc statis-
qical records for comparison between the Sinhala and Tamil populations
of these areas. Even granted that with the type of source matcrial
¢vailable for the study of Sri Lankan historv, such statistical records
frc not available, such a conclusion will have to he justified only by an
§ntensive statistical study of monuments and ¢pigraphic records. The
principal arguments advanccd by Pathmanathan for the consclusions
embodied above are the existence of a large number of inscriptions

9. E.Z. Vol. I p. 302.

1t may be pointed out at this point that the statement of Pathmanathan that this
inscription as well as another on the same spot dated two years earlier (E.Z. Vol.
1II p. 302) where royal " officials of Jayabdhu successor of Vijayabahu I
are found making certain caste regulations, ‘suggests that there were Tamil castes of
of blacksmiths and washermen in Dukkhinadesa in the twelveth century’” gives a
misleading impression. Such Tamil concentrations, as shown above, were
probably concentrated around the former forts of the Colas, and not found in
general provenance.

¥, Pathmanathan, p. 136.
v Ibid, p. 195
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in Tamil, and the existence of Hindu architectural monuments in these
areas. There can be no doubt that the inscriptions and monuments
reveal the preserce of a or cven in some places, a substantial Tamil
population in these areas. Bul to reach the conclusion that the Tamii
population were in a majorify in these areas, the following questions
will have to be answered in the affirmative. (a) Is it satisfactorily proved
that all the Sinhaa inscriptions and Buddhist monuments in these
areas have been discovered? (And it may be remembered that much
of these regions are still under junglc). (b) Is it satisfactorily proved
that even among the monuments so far discovered, the majority of
monuments and inscriptions pertairing (o the 10-13th centuries are
Hindu monuments and Tamil inscriptions? The answer to the first
question may take years; but without it, no definitc conclusion can be
drawn with such specificity as Pathmanathan has done on the relative
number of Sinhalas and Tamils in these areas during the period in question.
Strangely enough, Pathmanathan has not done a comparison of even
the available monuments; i.e. the answer to the second question of the
number of monument and inscriptions so far discovered, which can
give even an empirical answer. Lacking such an analysis, the above
general observations must remain personal opinions only, and not
scientifically proven facts.

All that can be said in (the present stage of rcsearch is that, while
the peried of Cola rule saw the settlement of Tamils in paits of the
Rajarata, and perhaps particulurly in the Uttaradesa, these were probably
in the midst of the original Sinhala population. For example, in the
records found at the Velpam Vihira, presently Nattanar Kovil in Trin-
comalee District, many granits made by the Cola Emperors and their
officials in the Tamil languuge ure found. While these records would
have been meant to have been reed by the Tamil population in the
area (and even this is not completely beyond doubt), 0 the existence
of Sinhala inscriptions, by the sume logic, would have been meant for the

10, It would have been natural for a foreign governing power, who in this case
was the Cola Imperial Government, to have used its own language in its official
records, in the same manncr as the British Government used the English
language in their inscriptions on bridges, etc during the period of its rule. The
records in Tamil of the Cola oflicials no more implies a predominantly Tamil
population in the area than the records of the British Government implies a
predominantly English, or even Einglish speaking population, in Sri Lanka during
the 19th and the first half of the 20th century.
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Sinhala population in the area. Thus an inscriptions of Vijayabahu I
(1053-1110 A.D.) at this site shows that the Sinhala population continued
1o exist in this area even after a Cola rule of 77 years. The Ciélavamsa
records that Vijayabahu I restored the Jambukola Vihara and the cave
simple at Jambukola, after he came to power and commenced the
icconstruction  of the country. ** The cave temole at Jambukola
(Jambukolulenakan) is obviously the present Dambulli temple in Matale
district, and this suggests that the reference to the other Jambukola
~was to the ancient vihara of that name at Point Pedro in the Jaffna
penisula. **  The restoration was obviously for the benelit of the Sinhala
Buddhist population in the Jaffaa penisula at its ¢Xtreme north, who
would thus have formed a substantial segment of the population of
Jalfna even in the 11th century.

This basic picture of Tamil scttlements scattered in the midst of a
Sinhala population in the Rajarata and the Uttaradesa, including the
Jaffaa penisula, and a Sinhala population without any alien element in
Rohana and the hill couniry, remained true for the rest of the period
until at least the death of Parakramabahu I of Polonnaruva in 1186 A.D.,
inspite of suggestions to the contrary. Even in regard to the Polon-
naruva kingdom, which later from the end of the Cola rule in 1070 to
the first quarter of the 13th centyry, where Tamil concentrations in
indubitably evisted, certain generalised statements have bcen made,
which give a distorted picture of the extent and influence of these Tamil
settlements. It has been urged that the designation Damiluihikdra
was borne by several dignitaries during this period, and that this suggests
that the number of Tamils was much larger than in earlier times. **
It is further urged that the settlement of Tamil merchants was *'in large
numbers”, and “in substantial numbers and in suflicicat strength to
' gonstitute townships which were autonomous like those of their councer-
parts in South India”. ** “During the Polonnarauva poriod, the Tamils
were found in greater numbers than in carlier times”... “They were
an important and influential element in society wnd cxerted considerable
influence on the social and cultural institwtions of the Sinhalese...
Besides, they played a key role in commercinl and military aftairs.” ¢

WM, “Silumina“, 6th May 1979, published by Dr, 8. Ranawella.
1, Cv. LX, . 60-62.
18, Sce U.H.C. p. 430.
4, Pathmanathan, p. 62.
18, Ibid, p. 83.°
19, Ibid. p. 83.
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It may be repeated again, without apology, that the methodology
adopted to reach these conclusions, i.c., by mentioning and emphasising
a few isolated Tamil records without taking into consideration the
large number of Sinhala literary references and inscriptional records
pertaining to the same area and the same period, is an exercise that
can be extremely misleading, arnd tends to distort the picture of the
influence of the Tamil populition of the time.
when the existing cvidence quoted is misinterpreted.

For example, the reference quoted from the Calavamsa in regard
to the several Damilddhikdras is erroncous. Ch. 69, v. 6 of the Calavamsa
adduced as a reference to a Damiliadhikira, actually refers toa Malayaraja
(a title oftcn borne by members of the Sinhala royal fomily) leading
Temil troops, and does not refer to a Damilidhikira. The Calavamsa,
Ch. 75, v. 19, refers to the Damiladhikara Rakkha as leading an army
division against Rohana, and the Céalavamsa, ch. 76, v. 39, refers to an
incident several years later, where the Damiladhikara Adicca volunteers
to lead the army against Burma. Nowhere is it mentioned that they
were contemporaries similtaneously holding this title to look after the
interests of a large (er) Tamil population in the country. More
probably they were predecessor and successor, whose mention does
notwarrant the conclusion thatthe title was borne by “several digni-
tatries”.

While inscriptions do refer to towas such as Nanadesivirapattinam,
and to an Ayyampoliapattinam, and one can even grant that these were
South Indian mercantile organisations, this does not pre-suppose that
these towns were predominantly Tamil. The practice of granting
autonomy to market townships was nothing new to Sri Lankan practice.
An inscription at Badulla, alrecady quoted, refers to the market town of
Hopitigamu, which scems to have had a mercantile chamber (vanigrama)
as a part of its governing body, 1" indicating that it had considerable
autonomy in running its own affuirs. If this system had prevailed in the
10th century in a Sinhala system of administration, the mention of the
above mercantile bodies in a name given to a town may merely mean
that they were the governing council of that town, and need not imply
in any way that the township consisted of Tamils.

17, EZ. Vol. V. p. 177.
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This fault is compounded

The statement that Tamils played a key role in the commercial and
military affairs of the country is equaly bascless. While this subject is
dealt with in detail elsewhere, *® it may bc mcntioned at this point that
while the above trading organisations may have played a key role in the
trede with South India, ard even perhaps with Malaysia, the trade with
the west was carried on by the Arabs. The Calavamsa, the principal
source for the period, is more oriented to describing the religious activities
of the kings; but even this work rcfers incidentally to commercial acti-
vities. - It refers, for example, to the various princes who were con-
tending for the throne after the death of Vijayabahu I setting fire to
villages and market towns. *® In this espionage activities, Parakrama-
bithu I used physicians to spy on villages and market towns. > One
of the officials he summoned for recruitment of troops before commencing
war agajnst Gajabahu II of Polonnaruva was the Setthindyaka, 2oje.,
chief of the Setthis, who is specifically mentioned as being of the Lam-
bakanna clan, and vho was therefore clearly a Sinhala official. Setthi
means wealthy merchart or banker, ** and obviously the above meant
cicher the chief merchant or banker in the country. In order to obtain
funds for the war the king proposed to engage in, he sent off by ship
many precious stones, and so increased his monetary resources, **
which is an obvious example of the state itself engaging in trading, and
has rothing to do with south Indian merchant guilds. All these
instances show the activity of Sinhala mercantile guilds in the Polonnaruva
kingdom, and once again illustrates the danger of reaching conclusions

'on the predominancy of south Indian inflsence without cxamining the

uctivities of similar institutions native to the country.

Similar remarks apply to the key role played by the Tamils in the
military affairs of the country. Even during the last stages of the
kingdom of Anuradhapura at the end of tho 10th century, the army
contaired Kerala and Karnita mercenaries, and during the period of the
Polonnaruva kings, they maintuined mercenary regiments such as

s, See Chapter VIIL

i, Cv. LXI, v. 64.

%0, Ibid, LXVI, v. 137.

n, Jbid, LXLX, v. 12.

W, Childers, "4 Dictionary of the Pall Lunguage*’, London, 1909, p 473.
w, Cv, LXLX, v. 33
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Velaikkdras and Akampatis. ** But the country’s army contained,

in the majority, Sinhala troops as well, both regular as well as militia.
It is highly unlikely that rulers such as Vijayabahu I, who had fought
the Tamil forces ¢f the Cola Empire from virtvally his infancy, and
Parakramabahu I, who had fought for decades aginast the same empire
to destabilise it by placing a fricndly prince in its southern area, would
have had, in common pruderce, a majority of Tamil troops in their
armies. It is difficult, thercfore, to speak of a key role in military
affairs for the Tamil troops in the Polonnaruva armv, except bv way
of wishful thinking. i :

The real changes that resulted ultimately in the Tamil population
constituting a majority in the northern province seems to have commenced
only from the end of the reign of Parakramabsdhu I. His death in 1186
A.D., saw a power struggle in the Polonnaruva kingdom, with various
ephemeral rulers and army commanders contending for political power,
until, around 1215 A.D., the kingdom was conquerred by a prince
named Magha, who ruled from Polonnaruva till the middle of the 13th
century. This chronic weakness of the State resulted in the rise of
another political feature, which ultimately facilitated the rise of a separate
state in Jaffna, and also culminated in the Sinhala population in Jaffna
and its contiguous areas being cut off from their connections with the
south.

This was the risc of the Vanni Kingships in the 13th century A.D.
The rise of thes kingships, and the background in which this political
mstitution came into existence, has been discussed elsewhere in these
pages. ® At this point, it is sufficient to mention that there is no douist
that by the end of the first quarter of the 13th century, a series of petty
rulers, the Vanniars, some of them of Tamil origin, some of them of
Sinhala origin, governed the Rajarata, the former base of power of the
Sinhala kings, and also the Ustaradesa, north of Anuradhapura

including the Jaffna peninsula.

This cstablishment of a network of petty kingdoms in the Rajarata
arsa was contemporaneous to, and probably also the reason for, the
Jaffna arca becoming a refuge to various aspirants to the throne of

24, See chapter VI, where this question is examined in detail.
25, See chapter. V
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Sri Lanka. The second quarter of the 13th century saw the gradual
consolidation of a new Sinhala kingdom with its capital at Dambadeniya.
A ruler from Malaysia, named Candrabhinu, attacked the Dambadeniya
kihgdom, and on being defeated, sovght refugein the Jaffna area. M igha
of Polonraruva himself was defeated by Pardkramabihu 1l of Damba-
epiya around 1255 A.D., and sought rcfuge in Jaffna. 2 The Jaffna
area thus seems to have become a separate political entity, governed
by the Javaxa (Malaysian) rulers, and in the early Vears of the 14th
century, the Javaka dynasty was replaced by a family of Tamil rulers,
the Ariyacakravartis who originally came from the Ramnad district
in the Pandyan kingdom in scuth India, ¥ and ruled in the area until
it was overthrown by the Portuguese in 1621 A.D.

It was this simultaneous process of being cut off from the regions of
the mainstream of the Sinhala population in the south by the rise of the
Vanniar kingdoms in the Rajarata, and the continuous rule of a Tamil
dynasty for a period of three centuries (which was an unprecedented
event which had never happened for such a long period in the Island’s
history) that probably led to the virtual eclipse of the Sinhala population
m Jaffna. Several facts show that the predominant position of the
Sinhalas in these areas was lost, not by the thirteenth century as claimad
by some historians, but much later, and by a more gradual process.

We have pointed out earlicr the names of some villages in the Jaffna
peninsula that have been Tamilised from Sinhala pames. Some of these,
names, such as Narandanei (Narandeniya), Polvattei (Polvatia) Malvil
(Malvila) arc in a form of the Sinhala language, not of the 10th
century, but the form of the Sinhala language of the 14th century onwards.
Secondly, the Yalpana Vaipavamalai, the chronicle of the Jaffna kingdom,
written in 1736 A.D., but one on which Tamil historians exercise great
dependence for their thesis for the predominant position of the Jaffoa
kings, mentions the Sinhala subjects of the Ariyacakravartis several
times. For example, it records that in the time of Vikkirama Singai-
ariyan, there arose a great dispute between his Sinhala and Tamil subjects,
and that the Sinhalas disliked him on the ground of partiality towards

26, See chapter V for a detailed discussion on this question.
27, See chapter VI )
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his Tamil subjects. 2® Again, it says that in the time of Virotaya
Singaiariyan, the Vanni chiefs instigated the Sinhala people living in the
Jaffna kingdom to revolt against him.* The Portugese historian
Da Couto, who wrote this particular secton of his werk (Decade VII)
in 1602 A.D., ® (i.e. only 40 years after the event) says that when Don
Constantine De Braganza, Viceroy of Goa, attacked the Jaffna king
in 1560 A.D., and pursued him over the border into the Trincomalee
region, he found the bodies of forty Sinhalas. 3 Queyroz says that
when Braganza thereafter attacked Mannar, a fortress then belonging
to the king of Jaffna, the king’s gartison at Mannar consisted of 3000
Sinhalas. ®* These references, some of them contained in the only
chronicle of the Jaffna kingdom existing, show that the Sinhalascontinued
to exist as an identifiable segment of the Jaffna kingdom long after the
establishment of the Ariyacakravarti dynasty, until the middle of the
16th century at least. In the course of time, however, they would have
been giadually absorbed into the Tamil population, surviving today
only in a few castes such as the Koviar and the Nalavar.

As mentiored above, this absorption of the Sinhalas took place
probably becausc the Sinhala population in the Jaffna area was cut off
from the mainstrcam of the Sinhalas in the south-western portion of the
Island. Itis probable that a similar process took place in the case of the
pockets of Tamil population cstablished by the Colas in the north-
western province, of whom rcfcrence has been made elsewhere.®?
Being cut off from the mainstream of the Tamils in the north, they
probably were gradually absorbed into the Sinhala population.

We may next analyse the spread of the Tamil population in the
castern province. As mentioned elsewhere, the boundary of the
kingdom of Rohana, from the 8th century onwards, was south of the
Galova, and the area rorth of tkis river was considered to be under the
direct rule of the king of Anurddhapura. Thus the Colas exercised
authority up to this river, and even southwards, as Chaggama, i.e.,

28, Ypvm Tr. p. 24.

29, Tbid.

30, JLR.AS, (.B. Vol. XX, No. 60, p. 7.

31, Ibid, p. 194.

32, The Temporal and Spiritual Conguest of Ceylon, Fernao De Queyroz, Tr.
Fr. S.G. Percra, Govt. Press, 1929, Bk, iii. p. 393.

33, See chapter 111,
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present Sakdmam, about four miles west of Tirukovil, is recorded to
have been cne of their fortresses. The breakdown in political authority
after the death of Pardkramabahu I affected this area as well, and this
region too saw the rise of Vanni kingships.

There is some difficulty in arriving at the actual dates of the rise
of these Vanni kingships. Both Indrapala and Pathmanathan 3
attribute the rise of the Vanni kingships in these areas to Migha of
Kalinga on the basis of the narrative i1 the Mattakalappu Manmiyam.
This states that Makon, third son of Manuvaratan, king of Kalinga,
landed at Manipuram, proceeded to Mattakalappu, and appointed a
Kalinga na ned Cukatiran as ruler there. He occupied Toppavai,
divided its territories, and placed the territories of Manarrital, Tirikonai
and Mannar under other chiefs. While the connection with Kalinga,
and the similarity of the name Magha with Makon does suggest that the
reference was to Magha, the names of places mentioned in the Mattaka-
lappu Manmiyam do not coincide with the places mentioned in other
records as having been held by Magha, except for Mannar and T rin-
comalee,®® and nowhere else is Polonnaruva referred to as Toppavai.
Thus it is doubtful whether the reference in the Mattakalappu
Manmiyam was in fact to Magha; but there is no doubt that Tamil
settlements occurred on the eastern coast in the Batticaloa area
in a manner similar to the process that occurred in the north
central and northern proc province of Sri Lanka.

As in Jaffna, many of the placc names in the Batticaloa district
can be traced to a Sinhala origin. Horsburgh points®® out that
Tamil maddu means measure, degree or limit, and that the Tamil name
for Madakalapuva (Batticaloa) literally translated should be Chattukuli
Thus the actual woid used, Mattakalappu, is ot viously from the Sinhala
word Madakalapuva, Similarly, Malvattei, another village in this

84, Ceylon Journal of Humanities, Vol. I, No. 2, p. 111 ff. K. Indrapala, “The origin,
of the Tamil Vanni chieftaincies of Ceylon”’, See also Pathmanathan, p.133.

15, The Pajavaliva, (p. 790) mentions Polonnaru, Kotasara, Gangatala, Kavudavulu
Kurundu-padi, Manamatu, Mavatu, Mannara, Pulacceri, Gonadebera patan
Huratota, Valigama, Govusu and Mipatota as the forts of Magha. The Cula-
vamsa (LXXXIH, vv 15-18) mentions Pulatthinagara, Kotthasara, Gangatalaku
Kakalaya Padi Kurundi, Manamatta, Mahatittha, Mannara, Pulacceri Valik&=
gama, Gona district, Madhupadapattittha and Sukaratittha as his forts.

s, CA.LR. Vol II, Pt. 1, pp. 54.58.

41



district, must be from the Sinhala word Malvatta, and many similar
instances can be traced in this area of original Sinhala names presently
Tamilised. Thus, till the 13th century, the area would have been
predominantly Sinhala.

But there occured in: the 13th centwry the same political developments
as occurred in the north-central province, which cut off this 4rea
also from the mainstream of the Sinhala pepulation and civilisation.
Paranavitana has pointed out that the destruction of the technocrat
class, especially during the time of Magha, which maintained the irri-
gation system in the Rajarata resulted in the breakdown of irrigation.
which in turn resulted in the breakdown of the organised social and
political fabric.> By 1262 A.D., when Vijayabahu, regent of Damba-
deniya, started to restore Polonnaruva, this city, which in 1185 A.D.,
i.e., only 77 years previously was at the height of its glory, was covered
with jungle, with its buildings and irrigation systems in ruins.® By the
middle of the 13th century, the base of power of the Sinhala kings had
been shificd to Dambadeniya, in the north western province, from which
control of the eastern littoral would have been difficult through the jungle
that had grown up in the intervening areas. The bitter civil war that
had been fought out in Rohana, cspecially in its castern scction, duing
the region of Pardkramabihu I had depopulated it,** and though
this king attempted to resiore its irrigation system, the growth of its
population to its normal size would have required several generations
of peace, which was not available after his death.

Thus the Batticaloa area would have been isolated from the west
and from the south, and it was into this vacuum that Tamil settlers
moved in after the 13th centwy A.D. The date of this event canuot
be fixed with any degree of precision. An inscription at Tirukkovil.

37, UH.C. p 715 ff.

38, Pgjdvaliya, p. 802. Cv. LXXXVHL v 92 ff.

39, At the last stages of the war with Parakramababu I, the chieftains of Rohana were
$0 short of manpower that they even called up young boys into battle. (C. LXXIV,
v 133). The Culavamsa further states that Parakramabghu’s generals, both in
castern and western  Rohana, hanged, impaled and burnt hundreds of rebels,
after the rebellion was put down, (Cv. LXXYV, v. 160 fT; vv. 190-193). After such
a loss of manpower, the restoration. of a population to its normal size would
have required scverul gencrations.
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Ampéra distict, is in Tamil, and indited in the 10th regnal year of a
Sri Sangabo Vijayabahu®** On paleographic ~considerations, it
has been assigned to the 15th or 16th centuries, and on this ground, it -
cannot be the name of any other ruler than Vijayabahu VI of Kotte,
whose reign ended in 1521 A.D. The Tamil inscription must
have been meant for the Tamil population in the area, and we can thus
conclude that by the turn of the 16¢h century, there was an extensive
Tamil population on the eastern coast. In regard to the other exireme
of time, the Pdjavaliva mentions that when Vijayabahu, Regent of
Dambadeniya, went to restore Polonnaruva around 1262 A.D., the
Vanni 1ulers of Rohana brought him gifts for the ordination ceremony
he conducted at Dastota. Since this was a Buddhist ceremony, this
participation of the Vanniars would have been because they followed
the same religion, and thus it is likely that they were Sinhala Vanni
kings.2® If this is so, it is unlikely that they would have been able to
assist Vijayabahu from Rohana, i.e., the area south of the Galoya unless
the Batticaloa area, which intervened between Rohana and Polonnaruva,
was occupied by hostile Tamil chiefs. Thus the likelihood is that the area
east of Polonnaruva, up to and including Rohana, was under petty
Sinhala chiefs, who would have been ruling therefore a population
that was predominantly Sinhala, except in a few settlements of Tamils
such as Eruvil etc., which had existed for a long time. If this view is
correct, the occupation of the Batticaloa area by a Tamil speaking
populace seems to have occurred after the 3rd quarter of the 13th century,
and the beginning of the 16th century. ‘

In this connection, a legend quoted by Queyroz suggests that the
Tamilisation of the Batticaloa arca was closer to the 16th century than
otherwise. He says that the Machuas, i.e.. Mukkuvar came with a princess
1o Batticaloa, that the local kinglet had married her, and that two of the
thres princes who were their children were killed by Constantine De
Saa who governed the Portugese provinces in Sri Lanka from 1623
to 1630 AD.Y  Queyroz was probably wrong in his implication
that the scttlements of Tamils in this area took place as late as the second
half of the 16th century; but the legend quoted by him shows that at the
time he was writing his work, the Tamil settlements in Batticaloa werc
not regarded as having any great antiquity.

3, E.Z. Vol. VLPt.1, p. 92.
10, Cy. LXXXIX, v. 51.
41, Queyroz, Bk ip. 18
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The final spread of the Tamil sottlements in the country can be
judged by the present map of Sti Lanka, which gives the Tamilised
names of towns and villages in the Island. On the western coast, the
Tamil names start from Mundol, on the coast morth of Chilaw,
and their spread to the interior is an average of two miles,
broadening to four miles {rom Puttalam northwards, until it reaches
the Vilpattu sanctuary. In this conncclion may be mentioned that
both the Rajavanni arca and the Kumiravanni area have Sinhala
village namcs, showing that these Vanni districts had Sinhala
Vanniar. From Vilpattu northwards, all names on the coast, up
to Potiuvil in the south eastern coast, bear Tamil names. Towards
the interior, Tamil names spread to the north of a line drawn from
Mullikulam on the western coast up to Midavachchiya in the
north central province, from here northwards up to Vavuniya, and
from Vavuniya in a line up to Kokkilai on the eastern coast. East
of Vavuniya, the area southwards of a line drawn up to Padaviya on the,
east, from Padaviya to Gomarankadavala, and from Gomarankadavala
to Kitulkultuva (4 miles south west of Kantalai), bear Sinhala names
and consists of the Vavuniya south Sinhala division, and the Hurulu
palita. On the eastern coust, the deepest penetration to the interior
in regard to Tamilised village numes is south of a linc drawn from Kantalai
eastwards to Panvali, Kandakadu and Puninai. From Kalkudah,
Tamil names extend to an average of 16 miles to the interior, up to
Tirukkovil in the south, and from Tirukkovil to Pottuvil, and average
of eight miles. In summary, the Tamil settlemtns on the western coast
did not extend deep into the country, except from the north of Vilpattu,
and on the eastern coast, except east of Kantalai, the average penetration
to the interior ranges from eight to sixteen miles.

While the above details describe the final spread of the Tamil
population of Sri Lanka (the 19th century Tamil settlements in the hill
country being excluded) the evidence as shown above suggests that the
- occupation of these areas by the Tamils as a predominant population
took place closer to the 16th than the 13th century. From this point
onwards will be examined the influence they exerted on political, €CONnomic
and social developments in Sri Lanka.
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CHAPTER 1V

'"HE. ROLE OF THE TAMIL POPULATION IN THE
POLITICAL HISTORY OF SRI LANKA (1)

111K, ANURADHAPURA PERIOD (500 B.C.—1000 A.D.)

As discussed in the first chapter, there can be no doubt, inspite of
supprestions to the contrary, that the ancestors of the present Sinhala
speaking people of the Island were an Indo Aryan speaking group which
priginally came from the north west or the north-east of the Indian
sub-continent. The original Sinhala population. seems to have settled
down in the dry zone districts of Sri Lanka, where geographical and
¢limatic conditions were more conducive to the cultivation of their
staple food, rice. Similar condit ons of geography and climate prevail
in the south-eastern portion of the country, and this also came to be a
centre of population from carly times. But the wet zone districts did
not become major centres of population till the 12th century AD!

Possibly because of the greater economic base of the northern
dry zone, the chief who had established himself in Anuradhapura, in
the north central province, soon became the paramount sovereign
of the Tsland. Till the time of Dutthagimani (2nd century B.C)
Rohana, the south-eastern portion of the Island, was governed by a royal-
family which was a branch of the Anuridhapura dynasty.z Duttha
gAmani, a prince of the Rohana branch of the dynasty. coaquered.the
kingdom of Anuradhapura from the Tamil king Elara who had ousted
the main Sinhala dynasty, and from this time onwards, the government
was centralised in the Anurddhapura State, with Rohana being governed
by the representatives of the king of Anuridhapura. who were often
members of the royal family. From the 6th to the 8th century, AD.,
Rohana was governed by a royal family which was allied by marriage
to the to the Anuradhapura royal line. Rohana became a semi independant
principality, with the Gal Oya as the boundary, in the regin of Mahinda IL
(777-797 A.D.); but it continued to recognise the suzerainty of the kings of
Anuridhapura till the northern dry zone ccased to be a centre of political
power in the 13th century A.D.?

The dry zone consists of almost 709 of the Island and comprises the north-
western, northern, north-castern, north-central, eastern and the south eastern
portions of the country. The south western, southern and  central portions
constitute the wet zone area.

Puratana_Rohana Rajya, P.A.T. Gunasinghe, Ch. V.

Ibid, Ch. VII fi.
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However, the geographical position of Sri Lanka vis-a-vis the Indian
sub-continent, i.e. its north-western coast at some points being only
twenty miles away from the Indian coast, cxposed it to political develop-
ments in South India from the carliest period of its *history. Facing
the north western coast was the area covered by the Pandya king-
dom. To the west of the latter was the Kerala kingdom, and to the
north the Cola kingdom. These three political divisions, in south India,
were existing from the 3rd century B.C., but they id not possess sufficient
military power or organisation in the carlyer centeries of the Christian
era either to conquer cach other permanently, or to cxpand overseas.
From the 6th to the 8th centuries, the dominant power in South India
was the Pallala Empire, and thereafter the Pandya and Cola kingdom
rose to positions of paramount power, in that order.

While, until the 9th century, there was no organised invasion by these
states aginst Sri Lanka, the geographical proximity of the Island to the
Pandya and Cola countries led to various invasions against it by individual
adventurers from these countries. The first recorded conquest from
South India was by Sena and Guttika in the 3rd century B.C. A
and the second by Elara, a Cola prince in the next century® Both
these invaders held power only over the northern dry zore. In the time
of Yattdgamani Abhaya, (Ist century B.C.,), the northern dry zone was
again ruled by a series of Tamil invaders,® until the king reconquered
the area. For the next hundred years, there were no more invasions,
until another group of adventurers subjugated the northern dry
zone inthe 5th century A.D., until the last of them was ousted by
Dhatusena (455-473 A.D.)

Fundamentally, these were not attempts at a colonisation of Sri
Lanka by Tamil speaking peoles, or an attempt to absorb Sri Lanka
into @ Tamil kingdom on the mainland. They were incidents where
individual adventurers, who may have lost their own homelands in
south-lndia due to internecine warffare, were seeking homes elsewhere
At all times they were rulers, admittedly of foreing origin, who were
ruling a kingdom through its native administrative structure, and at no
time were they attempting to keep a foot-hold in their own countries

4. Mhv, v, 10,

5, 1bid v.13.

6. Idid. XXXIII, vv, 56-61,
7. Cv XXXVILI, vy, 29-34.
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Many of theml were Buddhists, or had the same attitudes to Buddhism
as did the Sinhala kings, when they occupicd the Sri Lankan throne.®
Also, the whole of their rule covered a period of 106 years out of a total of
approximately 1250 years, and even these 106 years consist of chrono-
logical groups of 22, 44, 14 and 26 years, each group separated by
several centuries from the other. Thus, until the beginning of the
10th century, one cannot speak of any fundamental Tamil influence
in the external sense of the term.

The real influence of Tamil speaking peoples on the politics of the
Island came, not from external invasions, but from their influence in the
internal politics of Sri Lanka. The gradual build up of a Tamil speaking
population in the country, along with the growth of Tamil mercenary
regiments, brought in by various Sinhala aspirants to the throne, has
been discussed in an carlicr chapter. It is sufficient at this point to
recall that, commencing from Ilaniga (33-43 A.D.) various contenders
for the throne brought in south Indian mercenaries to assist them in their
quest for political power. It is unlikely that these mercenaries returned
io their own countries: and it is probable that especially after the intensi-
fication of the usage of such mercenaries in the 7th century A.D., they
formed settlements in and around the capital, Anuradhapura, in (he
northern and western directions from the city. From this time onwards,:
they began to exercise, on occasion, an influence on the politicul aftairs
of the country.

Mana, nephew of Kassapa II (650-659 A.D.) brought his futher
Dappula, ruler of Rohana, to be consecrated as king at Anuridhapura,
when another contender, Hatthadatha, landed in the Islund witd ‘Tamil
merceparies. The Tamil population on the line of advance of Hatiha-
datha, i.e. between Mahatittha and Anuvradhapura, joined him, and
Dappula had to return to Rohana. We find several 1ef venon to Tamil
personages, i.e. Potthakuttha, Mahakanda ctc daing the reign of
Aggabodhi IV (677-683 A.D.). Indeed, aficr the (dvili of this King,.
Potthakuttha became a king maker, und put forward +wo candidutes,
one a member of the royal family, to the throne.''  The Caluvamsa
records that for the first ten years of tho relgn of Muhinda V, (982-1039

B 7 e,

8, See chapter IX.

9, Cv. XLV, vv. 11-20.
‘0 Ibid, XLVI, vv. 19-23,
. Cv. XLVI v. 39 T,
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A.D.) there was full of trouble in the country, with Anuridhapura being
full of strangers, i.e. Tamil mercenarics brought during the period of his
predecessor Sena V, and that the Kerala mercenaries rebelled.?® It
was probably these troubles in the country, and its resulting weakness,
that tempted the Cola Emperior, Réajardja I, to invade Sri Lanka in
1993 A.D.

, But, as the above account shows, this type of direct interference by
the resident Tamil poopulation in the internal politics of the country
was rather rare, though scholars on the history of the Tamils in Sri
Lanka tend to give undue emphasis to this aspect of the political history
of the Island. *“The Tamil mercenaries who were thus brought from
time to time. . ..played a decisive role in the succession disputes of the
7th century”.’® To put this in the correct perspective, this decisive
role was only during the period 650 and 683 A.D., and the next problem
for the Sinhala rulers rose only in 990 A.D., i.e., over 300 years later.
Even this arose because the government of Mahinda V was so weak
that the population refused to pay taxes, resulting in the Kerala
mercenaries who had not been paid, not unpaturally, revolting for their
wages.

At this point, the actual result on the whole country of the above
political incidents, however limited in the larger vista of the period,
as well as the result of the battles fought by various members of the
Sinhala royal family with the aid¢ of Tamil mercenaries, may be evaluated.
We get a somewhat distorted picture if we guide ourselves by the
information given in the Calavamsa alone, as this work gives
mainly the incidents concerning the consecrated principal rulers of the
Island who had their base of power in the Rajarata. But a good portion
of the Island, amounting to nearly half the area, lay outside the direct
influence of the above events. It is useful to recall at this point that
the boundary of ancient Rohana. till the time of Mahinda II (777-797 A.D.)
was a line drawn along the Kaluganga in the west through Adam’s
Peak in the central hill country, and along the Mahavali river to the
east’® It was only during the time of this king that the boundary
on the east was pushed southwards to the Galoya.

12, Tbid, IV, vv. 2,5.

13, Pathmanathan, p. 23.

14, Cv. LV, v. 3.

15, Puratana Rohana Rdjya, P.A.T. Gunasinghe, pp. 11-14.
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This area of Rohana, which was cut off from the main centre of
political activity in the Rajarata by the central hill country, had its own
olitical institutions from the earliest times. If the Mahdvamsa traditon
m‘cnrrcct, the brother of Devinambiyatissa (2 502-10 B.C.) hzd establish
himself in Rohana as an independant ruler during the lifetime of this
ﬁin;:““ and his descendants continued to rule the area till one of them,
Dutthagamani, conquered the Rajarata as well. Thus the rule of Sena
#nd Guttika, as well as of Elara, both of whom invaded the country
@her Devanampiyatissa, did not cover Rohana, and was confined
only to the Rajarata. During the Tamil invasion that occurred during
the region of Vattagimani Abhaya, Rohana seems to have been ruled
by u Brahmin, Tiya or Tissa, and was not under the control of the Tamils
who had conquered Anuridhapura.'® During the invasion of the
Tamils in the reign of Mittasena (428-429 A.D.), the Cilavamsa records
that all the kinsmen of the noble families fled to Rohana, and that they
supported Dhitusena.l” This shows that during this period of invasion
oo, the effective control of Rohana belonged to Dhatusena, and not to the
Fuamil invaders.’® As mentioned earlier., from the 6th century on-

18, Mhv. XII, v. 6 ff.

I, Purdtana Rohana Rdjya, P.A.T. Gunasinghe, p. 57.

¥, Cv. XXXVIII, v. 1Z.

Il Pathmanathan (p 28) quotes, as an example of Tamil invaders patronising

. Buddhism, “an epigraph from Kataragama, attributed to the Tamil king Dathika,
the son of Tiritara, (recording) a grant of land made for the defraying of expense
connected with the ritual of the Mangala cetiya at Kataragama’’. The implication
that Tiritara, one of the Tamil rulers who governed Anuradhapura just prior to
Dhatusena, had political control over Rohana, is not justified by the evidence.
The inscription is a record of a Mahadali Mahana, son of prince Saratara, and
Paranavitana, the editor of the inscription (E.Z. Vol. I1L. p. 216-218) points out
the resemblance between the name Saratara to the name Tiritara, and the name
Mahadali Mahana, i.e. Mahadathika Mahaniga, to Dathiya, both of these being
among this group of Tamil invaders. Such an identification cannot be accepted.
According to the Cilavamsa, Tiritara reignea before Dathiya, and if the latter was
Mahadali Mahana, who is given royal titles, it is difficult to understand how
Tiritara, his predecessor, would have been called only a prince, if in fact Tiritara
was Saratara. Also, the Citlavamsa is specific that the Tamils ruled this (oraga-
ngaya isserar) side, i.e. the-Anurddhapura Side of the Mahavali river, showing
that the authority of the Tamil rulers did not extend to Rohana. Lastly, from the
time of the Tamil ruler Khuddaparinda, Dhdtusena was in a state of active
wa.rfa.te, and killed Tiratara, Dathiya and Pithiya. In these circumstances
it is difficult to believe that the authority of the five Tami. rulers who governed
thc Rajaratain the Sth century extended to Rohana. It is more likely that the
above inscription refered to two local Sinhala rulers in Rohana.
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wards, Rohana had its own royal family which was in control over the
area, and the vicissitudes that befell the Anuradhapura royal line: had
po effect on them. Thus, the invasions of Sinhala pretenders who
brought in Tamil merceraries, ard the interference of local Tamil leaders
in the internal politics of the country, had no practical or visible effect
over pearly half the Island. '

Secondly, it may be remembered. that even the Tamil leaders who
took part in the political affairs of the country worked through the
existing institutional and cultural framework of the country, thereby
following the example of the earlier Tamil invaders who had occassionally
conquered the Rajarata. Potthakuttha and Mahakanda, for example,
built several Buddhist vihdras, and gave maintenance grants to them,
which shows either an active sympathy for Buddhism, or a desire on
the part of these non-Sinhala political leaders to respect and maintain
local institutions.® It may be assumed that even the Sinhala invaders
who attacked the kingdom with the aid of Tamil troops took “particular
care to ensure that their troops did not harm local institutions, especially
Buddhist institutions.

In sum, therefore, the political influence of Tamil speaking peoples
in Sri Lanka, for the first one and a half milleniums of the Island’s
history, was minimal. The rule of Tamil invaders, taken together, was
restricted to only 106 years, in chronological groups spread over
1250 years. Geographically, their rule, as well as that of the Tamil
ministers of the 7th century A.D., included only half the land. Instity-
tiorally, they governed through a purely local administrative system.
Political domination by Tamil speaking people commenced only
with the beginning of the 11th century.

19, Cv. XLVI, wv. 1925
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CHAPTER V

THE ROLE OF THE TAMIL POPULATION IN THE POLITICAL
HISTORY OF SRI LANKA (II)

FROM THE COLA CONQUEST TO THE RISE. OF THE
KINGDOM OF JAFFNA

As mentioned in the earlier chapter, the Pandya and Cola kingdoms
rosc to power in South India after the 8th century, after the breakdown
of the power of the Pallavas of Kanchi. Under Rajarija I, who came
to the throre in 985 A.D., the Cola kingdom rapidly waxed in strength,

_and expanded into Pandya and Kerala, and it was a matter of time only

for Sri Lanka to suffer invasion. The rise of the Cola Empire on the
Indian sub coutinent coincided with a tirne in Sri Lanka where there
was a situation of political anarchy, due to a succession of weax kings.
Sena V was a drunkard and profligate, whose reign saw a continuous
quarrel between him and his army commander.  His successor, Mahinda
Y, was so weak that the pecple refused to pay taxes, resulting in his being
unable to pay his troops, who thereupon mutinied against him. Pro-
bably as a result of these chaotic conditiops in the Island, Réjaraja
invaded Sri Larka, and from 993 A.D,, the Island is listed as onc of his
conquests. Mahirda V fied to Rohana and carried on the government
from there. Butin 1017 A.D., the forces of the Cola Emperior Rajendra
[, attacked Rohana, and captured the king as well as the royal regalia.?

Thus, from 993 A.D., the Rajarata of Sri Lanka formed part of the
Cola Empire. It was organised as a province of that empire, and the
province, known as Munmugﬁcolaman(_ialam, was governed by a prince
of the Cola imperial family.? The administrative system was organised
on the same lines as that which prevailed in the rest of the empire. The
significance of the Cola conquest is that for the first time, Sri Lanka

. See U.H.C, p. 334 fT. for a history of these event .
3, Pathmanathan, p. 35 ff .
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formed an integral part of a foreign state, an event that did not recurr
till the death of king Dharmapila of Kotte in 1593 A.D., after which,
by deed of gift, the maritime provinces of Sri Lanka became a part of
the Portugese Empire.

Even so, the whole of Sri Lunka did not fall within the ambit of the
Cola empire. The Colas built a series of fortresses in the Island, which
shows their area of effective control. In the north-western province
their forts were at modern Ratalagoda, Talagalleiila (Kurunagila District),
Minikdena (Mitale district) and Magallegama  (Puttalam district).?
Since it is known that they ruled trom Polonnaruva, the above facts
show that they had control over the north-western and north-central
provinces, and by implication, the northern province as well. They
are known to have had a fort at Sakimam, which implies that they®
had control on the eastern coast at least as far south as this town,
showing that the coastal area even south of the Galoya was in their hands
But the southern, central, Sabaragamuva and western provinces were
outside their power, and in these remote fastnesses, the Sinhala power
gradually revived, until in 1070 A.D., Vijayabahy I, a scion of the old
royal family of Anuradhapura, ejected the Colas and became sole ruler
in the Island.

The Sinhala state of Polonnaruva lasted from 1070 A.D., to until
around 1215 A.D., when Polonnaruva was captured by Magha, who
came from Kilinga in India. There is no doubt that until the death
of Vijayabahu ¥ in 1110 A.D., the writ of the ruler of Polonnaruva ran
from Jaffna to Devinuvara, the southernmest point of Sri Lanka,
After his death, until the accession of Parakramabahu I in 1153 AD.,
the Island was divided into several principalities, governed by various
members of the family of Vijayabahu I, After the reunification of the
country by Pardkramabahu T, the government of Polonnaruva ruled the
entire country. The Calavamsa gives ir: detail his conquest of Rohana,’
and his subsequent economic and religious activities in that region,
while an inscription of Parakraniabdhul at Nainativu in Jaffna® shows
his effective control of Jaffna and its surrounding Islets,

Cv. Tr. p. 206, fn. 1.

Cv. LVIII, v. 45,

Ibid, LXXIV, v.45. ‘

University of Ceylon Review, (U.C.R.) Vol, XXI, 1963,
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Historians have tried to trace a predominant Tamil influence in the
Polonparuva kigndom, . without, as usual, adducing any proof. “The
Court of Polonnaruva seems to have been imbucd with -and
animated by ideas which emphasised that the monarch was superhuman
and potentially divine, Such a conception ef state had the effect of
enhancing royal power and authority in a society that had lost its homo-
geneity owing to the penetration of Hindu influence at all levels of society, -
and in successive stages”’,” Such an extensive and in-depth penetration
of Hindu influence is a figment of the writer’s imagination, and is
not supported by even a shadow of proof.

While it is correct that the author of this section of the Cilavamsa
has shown Pardkramabahu as a larger-than-life figure, nowhere has he
compared this king with a god, or attributed any divine traits to him,
Contemporary inscriptions nowhere compare the kings of Sri Lanka of
the 12th century with gods or attribute any divinity, actval or potential, to
them, The inscriptions of Vijayabahu I, and Parikramabshu 1, or even
the more vain-glorious Nissankamalla, try to prove the pure descent
of these kings from the kshatriya lineage, and not from a divine or super-
human progenitor, There is no evidence, either in contemporaty litera-
ture or inscriptions, that in the eyes of the people the kings of Polonnaruva
had a more exalted status than their predecessors of Anuradhapura,
and while the administration of Parikramabdhu I was more centralised
than that of his predecessors and successors,® this was due to his
stronger personality, and to the political necessities of the time than to
“the penetration of Hindu influence at all levels of society,”

The end of the reign of Parakramabahu I saw a power struggle in the
Polopnaruwa kingdom, where various forces contended for leadership.
Fhis resulted in anarchy and the breakdown of the irrigation system, the
puainstay of the economy, and, ultimately, of state power, As mentioned
garlicr these conditions led to the rise of a network of petty kingdoms,
the Vanni kingships, which covered the former Rajarata, and even

Pathmanathan, p. 65. Emphasis mine. o .
t'or cxample he gave up the practice of appointing the heir apparent to govern
the Mayarata (Dakkhinadesa).
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Rohana, in the course of the 13th century, T he gcographical. spreazli
of these kingdoms, and their linguistic _aﬁimtles, ha_xs been discusse ‘
clsewhere,” What is to be noted here 1s 1hat_ the rise of these petty
principalities cut off the base of power of .1hc Sinhala king, at Damba-
deniya, from the former Uttaradesa, which as shown elsewhere, was
less firmly controlled even from Anurﬁdhupuru from the 7th century
onwards, The northern province, thus isolated, became the refuge

of certain claimants to the Sri Larkan ll}rolte,

After the dynastic struggle following the deajth .of Parakramabahu I
in 1186 A.D., Magha, a prince of Kalinga in India invaded the cquntry,
captured Polonnaruva around 1215 A.D. and. ruled the ff)rmer Rajarata.
During the period of his rule, which saw an active pergecutlon of Buddhism
and the native administrative class, various Slqhala generals e_md
princes, such as Subha of Yapahuva, Bhama of Minipe, Bhuvenekabahu

of Govindamala and Vijayabahu of Dambadeniya, established them- .

selves in these mountain fortresses, and did what they could do to p_rgtect
their religion and their people from the persecutions of Magha of Kalinga
and his soldiers. Vijayabdhu of Damdadeniya who was consecrated
around 1230 A.D,, as Vijayabahu III established himself as the para-
mount ruler with his base at Dambadeniya in the porth western province,
and he, with his son Parakramabahu II, who came to the throne around

1236 A.D., subjugated the other petty rulers, and established a kingdom

which ultimately covered the north western, western, central and
southern provinces of Sri Lanka.,

In his eleventh year, i.e. 1247 AD., Parakramabahu 11 hgd tq f:ace

~ an attack by a king called Candrabhanu, who had‘ left‘hls or.lgmal.
kingdom in the Malay peninstla, and sought to establish himself in Sri
lanka. This invader was defeated, and Pardkramabahu IL lherea.fter
concluded an alliance with the Pandyan kingdom in south India, which,
after the decline of the Cola Empire in the course of the 12th century,
had cstablished itself in a paramount position in this part of the Ind,lan
sub-continent. He, with the aid of the Pandyans, attacked Magha of

2. See chapter VIL

Kalinga at Polonparuva around 1255 A.D., and the latter, facéd with an
attack from the north by the Pandyans, and an attack from the south by
the Sinhala king of Dambadeniya, abandoned Polonnaruva, and fled
elsewhere.® It was these rulers, Candrabhanu and Magha, who
according tothe available evidence, first established a separate state in
the Jaffna peninsula.

The Pajavaliya, which was contemporary to the above events, does
hot say that Candrabhanu, after his defeat, re-embarked and returned
to his own country, and thus there is a strong possibility that he settled
down in another part of the Island. Codrington and Paranavitana
have pointed out the existence of names such as Chavakaccheri (Java-
kaccheri) and Chavankottai (Javakakottai) ' in the Jaffna peninsula,
which suggests that a group of people called the Javakas have settled,
down and occupied a prominent position in the area for a long time.
Since ‘kottai’ means fort, and ‘kaccheri’ means administrative centre,
it is safe to conclude that these Javakas would have been in a governing
vosition if such centres were given their name, The Sri Lanka Kadaimpota
mentions Javakaccherirata as one of the five ralas whose boundaries
are marked with pillars inscribed in the Tamil script,™ which also
shows that Chavakaccheri was once an administrative division. Nor
are these names of recent origin, as they can be traced back to the 15th
century.*® The only recorded instance of a group of people called
the Javakas coming to Sri Lanka is the reference in the Pdjavaliya and
the Calavamsa to the Javakas army of Candrabhdnu. These facts have
led to the plausible suggestion that Candrabhanu, after he was defeated
by the Sinhala forces in 1247 A.D., established himself in the Jaffna
peninsula,

10, Fo a detailed discussion of these evnts, sce “The Decline of Polonnaruva and
the Rise of Dambadeniya, “Dr. Amaradasa Liyanagamage, Govt. Press, 1968.

11, A4 Short History of Cevion, H. W. Codrington, London, 1926, p. 78. See also
UH.C, p. 626.

12, Kadaim’ot a Vimarshanaya, H.A.P. Abeywardene, Govt. Press 1978, p. 207.

13, The Kokila Sandesaya (Ed. P.S. Perera, Col. 1906), a work of the 15th century,
(v. 139) mentions Javakakottai in Jaffna as a place where Sapumal Kumaraya,
who invaded Jaffna from Kotte in the middle of the 15th century, defeated the
Kannadi forces of Ariyacakravarti. The shows that this town was in existence
even around 1450 A.D.
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The same view applies to the ultimate fate of Magha of Kalinga
after he hzd been defeated and ejected from Polonnaruva around 1255
A.D. Neither the Pajavaliya, the author of which was contemporary
to the event, nor the Calavamsa, say that he died in battle, and it may
therefore be presumed that he fied for refuge elesewhere. Rasanayagam,

“in this connection,suggested that Vijaya Kulankai, who, according to
the Yalpana Vaipavamalai, was the first of the Ariyacakravarti rulers,
was no other than Magha himself,™ who is referred to in Sinhala
sources as Kalinga Vijayabdhu. Professor Indrapala, in more detailed
research.”  also concluded that Magha settled in Jaffna after his
expulsion from Polonnaruva.

What is interesting for the purposes of the present study is that by
the middle of the 13th certury, the Jaffna penisula had become a refuge
for defeated aspirants to the Sri Lankan throne, and that in this area,
they were beyond the control of the Sinhala rulers living in the south.
The relapse of the Rajarata into jungle, and the rise of the Vanni king-
ships in the area intervening between. the base of power of the Sinhala
kings and the Jaffna penisula would have rendered it a safe refuge.

In any case, it is unlikely that the infant kingdom of Dambadeniya
would have possessed the necessary military resources to have pursued
its enemies 10 the Jaffna peninsula, which thus became the nucleus for
the formation of a separate kingdom.

Sinhala sources say that Candrabhdnu invaded the Dambadeniya
kingdom for a second time, and these sources, when collated with con-
temporary inscriptions of the Pandya kingdom in south India, suggests
that this event occurred around 1261 A.D. A comparison of these
two sets of sources show that on this occasion, Candrabhinu was
defeated by the joint forces of the Pandyan and Sinhala kingdoms,

18, Ancient Jaffna, pp. 328-329. Pathmanathan, (p. 165) does not agree with this
view that the author of the Yalpana Vaipavamalai or one of his copyists mutilated
the name Vijaya Kalinga Cakravarti to Vijaya Kulankai Cakravarti. He points
out that the Vaiyaapdtal, one of the sources of the yalpana Vaipavamalai, gives the
w ord in the form Kulankaiariyan, showing that this form of the word was ar: old one
This , however, is not conclusive. The Vaiyaapatal itself was written in the
16th century, and the original mistake may well have been made by the author
of the Vaiyaapatal himself.

15, Unpublished Thesis London, 1966.
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fcting in alliance. ** In an inscription of the Pandya ruler Vira Pandya, '
Indited in 1263 A.D., and in his Kudumiyamalai prasasti, indited in
9264 A.D.,™ it is said that Vira Pandya took the crowned head of the
#ivakan, and that he defeated one king and raised him to the other
world, The Kudumiyamalai prasasti further says that the son of the
Bivakan, who was formerly recalcitrant, submitted to Vira Pandya,
and was restored to the kingdom of Ilam (Lanka) formerly ruled by
‘is father. Dr. Liyanagamage, on the basis of a comparison of Sri
Lankan records with these inscriptions, has concluded that what was
duscribed in the latter was the defeat and death of Candrabhanu, and
the raising of the latter’s son. to a ruling position by the forces of Vira
Pandya. It is clear, under the circumstances, that the Javaka dynasty
was established in a ruling position as a subordinate principality of the
Pindyan kingdom.

At this point may be discussed the location where the son of Candra-
bhanu was put in as a ruler by the troops of Vira Pandya. Itis known
from Sri Lankan sources that after 1263/64 A.D., the Dambadeniya
puler was governing an area extending from Devinuvara in the south to
Al least Anuradhapura in the north, and at least up to Distota (on the
Mahavili river) on the east.® This area can thus be excluded as the
region where the Javaka dynasty was re-established. The Pajavaliva,
u contemporary work, records that when Vijayabahu, the eldest son of
Purikramabahu IT (who the de-facto ruler of the kingdom as his father
wus incurrably ill by this time) went around 1265 A.D. to restore Polop-
puruva, the Yanni kings of Rohana brought him gifts.?® This shows
that Rohana i.e., the area south of the Galoya, acknowledged the
suzerainty of the Dambadeniya kings, and hence the Batticaloa area,
noyth of this river, and intervening between the Galoya and Polonnaruva,
also wouldhave similarly acknowledged the suzerainty of Parikramabahu
1 Thus both the area south of the Galoya and the Batticaloa region

I'he Decline of Polonnaruva. ...Dr. Amaradasa Liyanagamage, p. 142 fT.

Annual Report on South Indian Epigraphy (A.R.E.) No. 588 of 1916.

Sth All India Oriental Conference, pp. 509-526.

“e¢ Memairs of the Archaelogical Survey of Ceylon, vol., VI, “The Shrine of
Upulvan at Devundara’, p. 63, for an inscription of Parakramabuhu 1. at See
also Cv. LXXXVHI, v. 80,90 ff where Vijayabahu is recorded to have restored
Anuradhapura and Polonnnaruva.

# Pijavaliva, p. 804
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can be excluded as the area where the Jivakas were re-established. The
Kudumiyamalai prasasti refers to the army of Vira Pandya putting the
double carp, the emblem of the Péndyan kings, on the flags waving
from Konamalai and Trikutagiri. Since this emblem has been fourd at
Trincomalee,?* this town which in Sinhala is called Tirikunamalai,
is obviously the place where the Pandyan army planted their rulers
crest. There is, however, no inscriptional or reliable literary evidence
that it was ever a royal capital, or thatit was ever connected with the
Javakas. and thus the Trincomalee area also can be ruled ovt as the place
where the son of Candrabihnu was established as a king.

In all likelihood, therefore, the Jivaka dyvnasty was re-established
in the Jaffna peninsula.In this connection, it must be pointed out that
the names Chavakaccheri and Chavankottai would have been
permanently established in the memory of the people of Jaffna only if
Jivaka rule there had existed for a cousiderable period. As seen
above, Candrabhinu first invaded the Dambadeniya kingdom in 1247
A.D., sought refuge in the Jaffna penisula and reled there for fourteen
yours before he invaded the Dambadeniya kingdom for a second time
around 1261 A.D. und was finally ¢efeated. This period of 14 years.
wouwld hardly  have beer suflicient for the above place niames to have
taken root. These places would huve been permunently identified with the
Javaka occupation only if such an oceupation had existed tor a long
time. The evidence for such long occupation is found from the account
of Marco Polo, a Venetian traveller who came to Sri Lanka between
1293 and 1295 A.D.?* He speaks of the pearl fisherics, which suggests
tha* he landed in a port on the north-western littoral, which by this time 23
belonged to the ruler of Jaffna. He says that “They have a king called
Sendemain, and are tributary to nobody”. The Sinhala king of the
time was either Parakramabahu III or Bhuvenekabahu I, and the known
sitles of neither of these rulers resemble this name in any way. On the
other hand, there is a strong resemblance between this name Sendemain
and the name Candrabhanu, and for this reason, Tennent has plausibly

identified this Sendemain as Candrabhanuv. 2 This Candrabhanu.

21, U.H.C. p. 768, fn 103.
22 The Book of Ser Marce Polo Tr. Sir Henry Yule, London, 1920, p. 313.
23, See Chapter VII. : :

24, Ceylon, An Account of the Island, Physical, Historical and Topographical, Sit
James Emmerson Tennent, London, 1859, Vol, I, p. 636. . i
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who was living in 1293 or 1295 cannot be the Candrabhanu who had
fnvaded the Dambadeniya kingdom, as he had been killed around 1261
A.D. He must have been a son or a descendant of the latter.

Furthermore, there is evidence that around 1284 A.D., the king
who was ruling Jaffna was not a member of the Ariyacakravarti dynasty,
whicl was of Tamil origin. The Calavamsa records that the Pandyan
forces of Maravarman Kulasekera, led by a general named Ariyacakra-
varti, attacked the capital of the Sinhala kingdom, Yapahuva, at that
time ruled by Bhuvenekabahu I, successor of Yijayabahu IV of Damba-
deniya.?® Bhuvenekabahu seems to have died defending his capital,®
and thereafter, Pardkramabahu IIl, son of Vijayabihu IV, went to
Pandya, recovered the Tooth Relic of the Buddha which had been taken
there by Ariyacakravarti, rcturned to Sri Lanka, and established himself
as the king. The Tamil chronicle Yalapana Vaipavamalai®® records
that Jeyavira Singaiariyan, king of Jaffna, had a dispute with Puvineya-
viku, king of Kandy (sic) over the pearl fishery, which he won, and that
thereafter the lyre flag of Jaffna waved over the whole of Lanka for
twelve years. After this, Parakkiramavaku, on the interference of the
Pindyan, received back the throne from Jeyavira. Comparison of
these sources show that the account in the Yalpana Vaipavamalai, shori
of its unreliable elements,?” was referring to the invasion and defeat
of Bhuvenekabahu I, and the restoration of Parikramabahu III by
Maravarman Kulasekera referred toin the Cé@lavamsa. 1In this connection
the reference to the lyre flag of Jaffoa, (mithuna yalakkodi) is significant.
The dynastic emblem of the Ariyacakravartis of Jaffna was the bull,

%, Cv. XC, vv. 44-55.

8. Political History of Yapahuva, Kurunagala and Gampala, P.A.T. Gunasinghe,
Unpulished Thesis, University of Peradeniya 1989 (Gunasinghe, Unpublished
Thesis.

97, The reference to the king of Kandy, for cxample can only be because the author
of the Yalpana Vaipavamalai who was writing in 1736, was familiar with the
Kandyan Kindom, but probably had not even heard of thec earlier kingdoms
of Dambadeniya, Yapahuva, Kurunagala, etc. Also, Jeyavira is said to be the
eigth ruler of the dynasty, which, as shown elsewhere (Gunasinghe Unpublished
Thesis) could not be correct.
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as is evicenced by the Ariyacakravartis of Jaffna having the bull emblem
on their coins.2® Thus the lyre flag of the ruler of Jaffna who attacked
in 1284 A.D., as a feudatory of the Pandyans, could not be that of
Ariyacakravarti, but of another dynasty, which, on the above evidence
of the Kudumiyamalai prasasti and Marco Polo, could only be the

Javaka dynasty.

The establishment and length of rule of the Javaka rulers in
Jaffna has been discussed at length above in view of the attempts made
in some quarters,® to gloss over their rule in Jaffna, and emphasise a
beginning of the Ariyacakravarti rule in the area from 1284 onwards.
The above facts show, however, that while the establishment of a separate
state in Jaffna took place in the middle of the 13th century, the ruling
family was not of Tamil origin, and that it was not a Tamil state. It
was a state which arose in the political conditions of the time, and in
view of the fact that it was established by the Pandyans, it was probably
- tributary to this south Indian Kingdom.

It is in this context that the invasion and sack of Yapahuva, and
the rule of 12 years of the Sinhala arca mentioned in the Ydlpana Vaipava-
inalai has to be evaluated. The Jiavaka kings were Buddhists in their
religions faith.® When Candrabhiinu invaded Sri Lanka for the second
time in 1261 A.D., the Pajavaliya says {hat the Sinhala forces of Padi,
Kurundi, Manavatu and Gonadebera joined him, showing that because

28, Ceylon Coins and Curreitcy, HL W. Codrington, Reprinted, 1975, p. 74,

20 Pathmanathan (p. 157) says that “Javaka rule in North Ceylon was of short
duration, and made little impression on the life and culture of the people’. and is
of the opinion (p 178) that the Pandyan general Ariyacakravarti was deputised
by the Pandyan king to govern Jaffna, and that he, or one of his kinsmen, assumed
royal power when the Pandyan kingdom was destroyed by a Muslim invasion
in 1310 A.D. As shown above, the duration of Javaka rule was from 1247 to
1293 at least, i.e. a period of 43 years, which is is not all that short. Moreover,
the Citlavamsa (XC v46) and the Dalada Sirita (Ed. Valivitiye Sorata, Gunasena
Press, 1970, p. 45), both near contemporary documents, arc specific that Ariya-
cakravarti returned to Pandya, and gave the Tooth Relic to the Pandyan King.

30, The Pajavaliya, a work contemporary 10 the event, (p. 790) says that Candra-
bhanu falsely claimed to be a Buddhist. In reference to this second invasion,
it says (p. 802) that Candrabhanu demanded the Tooth and Bowl Relics. In an
inscription at Jaiya in Malaysia attributed to him (Liyanagamage, The Decline of
Polonnaruva. .. .p. 134) the information given shows that he was a Buddhist,
though the author of the Pijavaliva, because of the political problem posed by
Candrabhnau, is reluctuant 10 admit the genuiness of this king’s religious convi-

ctions.
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of his Buddl.ai§t convictions, and because the Dambadeniva rulers wer
of recfent origin, the Sinhalas of the northern district supporicgl hinc
In this ba_cxground, when the kingdom of Yapahuva was deslm‘ ‘1i
'tmd ’fhe Pindyans placed the Javaka kings of Jaffna as their \;iccr)(/)“('
in Srl_ Lanka, for twelve years, the latter would have' had suf;port amor)ll :
the Sm.halg population, and the nature of their rule would thus ha L
_beffn no different to that of earlier rulers such as Sena Guttii{al avz
.Elz?ra, whf) had been rulers of foreign origin ruling through ;1 local s sten

It is unlikely that the infant state of the Javakas of Jaffna hz.d tl'l?' ‘
fl?,ec.:essary. resources to establish their own administrative sysfem in th:
t]c1>1mer kmgdo.m.of Yél.)a.huva,. and they would thus have governed
i rqugh the existing administrative system. It is clear that the adminis-
tration oi.‘ the Sinhala areas by a Buddhist ruler of Malaysian origin
whos.e cgpltal was in the Jaffna peninsula in no way meant a 'Tag il
domination of the Sinhala areas, except that in a remote sense irllll
country was under the Pandyan Kingdom. ’
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CHAPTER VI

THE ROLE OF THE TAMIL POPULATION IN THE
POLITICAL HISTORY OF SRI LANKA (lII)

In the previous chapter, reference has been made to a general named
- Ariyacakravarti, who led the Pandyan army in its attack on Yapahuva
in 1284 A.D. Pathmanathan has convacingly demonstrated that the
Ariyacakravarti dynasty of Jaffna, who ruled the area till it was over-
thrown by the Portugese in 1619 A.D., was descended from this Pandyan
" general. He points out that the Ariyacakravartis were from a feudatory
family of the Pandyas who exercised power in the area corresponding
to the coastal areas of the present Ramnad district in south India and
that 'they seem to have been distinguishea military leaders.t It was
one of the members of this family who had led the Pandyan attack on
on Bhuvenekabihu I of Yapahuva, and, as shown in the previous chapter,
this army had acted in collaboration with the forces of the Javaka ruler
of Jaffna. This would have enabled the general Ariyacakravarit to
establish political and personal connections with the Javaka royal
family. \

Such connections are shown in a legand quoted by Queyroz.? = He
says that when Kotte was the capital, a certain Panical, a forcigner who
was a native of Malavar, came to Sri Lanka, and was raised (o the rank
of a2 modeliyar by Parikramabdhu. His son Chamba perumali was
sent to govern Jaffna. In the course of time, some Brahmins, natives
of Guzerat, called Arus, who claimed royal descent, came with the
Nayakas of Madura and created the pagoda of Ramuacor. One of
them married the daughter of the king of Jaffoa, and his descendants
came to be heirs to that kingdom.

I. Pathmanathag, ch VIL
2. Queyroz, Bk i, pp. 48-49.
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It is obvious that Queyroz has here confused the sending of Sapumal
Kumaraya to Jaffna in the reign of Pardkramabdhu VI of Kotte in
the middle of the 15th century with the immigration of the royal family
which had ruled Jaffoa at that time. The Ariyacakravarti dynasty
had emerged long before the conquest of Jaffna by Sapumal Kumaraya,
and the settlement of the Ariyar (Brahmins) at Ramesvaram (Ramnacor)
had taken place much earlier than the commencement of Nayak rule
at Madura. But, distorted though it is, the tradition quoted by Queyroz
of an ‘Aru’, i.e., Ariya ruler marrying the daughter of the king of Jaffna
seems to have an early origin. For example, a tradition quoted in the
Sekerasasekeramalai, a Tamil astrological work of the 14th century,
is similar, if not exactly parallel.? It says that Rama founded the
temple of Ramesvaram, and he, sending 512 Brahmins, appointed two
of them to sovereigoty, granting them the title of the Ariya king of
spotless scriptures. Common points between this tradition and the
tradition quoted by Queyroz are the word Ariya, the connections with
Ramesvaram, and the statement that the Ariyas were of the Brahmin
caste. Thus it is probable that the tradition quoted by Queyroz,
of an Ariyacakravarti marrying the daughter of the king of Jaffna, may
have had some basis in fact. It is conceivable that the generil Ariya-
cakravarti, who was alrecady acquainted with Sri Lanka, may have
wished to expand his dominions in Rimnad, whichison the Indian
coast opposite the coast of Sri Lanka, toinclude those of the Javaka
king of Jaffaa when the latter passed away.

The actual date on which the Javaka kingdom of Jaffna passed
into the hands of the Ariyacakravarti noblemen from Ramnad is not
known; butitis quite certain that so long as the Pandyan ruler Mara-
varman Kulasekera was alive, the king of Jaffna could not establish
himsclf on a basis independent of the Pandyans. From 1268 A.D.
onwards, Miravarman Kulasekera, with whom were associated four
of his brothcrs, exercised a firm control over his kingdom,* and he
certainly would not have allowed his feudatory ruler at Jaffna to break

3, Pathmanathan, pp. 170-171.
4, The Pdandyas, Nilakantha Sastri, London, 1929, p. 181.
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away from his empire. There is evidence of an attempt made by the
Javaka king of Jaffna to become independent; but it seems to have
firmly suppressed by Kulasckera.

In the context of this control exercised by Maravarman Kulasekera
over his dominions, it is unlikely that the first of the Ariyacakravartis
was able to establish himself as an indeper.dent ruler till at least 1308
A.D., which marks the last year of Kulasekera.® The death of the
latter resulted in the breaking out of civil war between his sons, and
in 1311 A.D., the country was invaded by Malik Kafur, the general
of Ala-ud-din-Khalji, the Muslim Suitan of Delhi, who was conducting
periodic raids into the Deccan. Subsequent to this, 2 Muslim Sultanate
was established in Madura, the ancient capital of Piandya.” In this
disaster that befell the suzerain power, the Péngiyaé, the Ariya-
cakravarti ruler would have established himself as an independent
potentate. Thus the Tamil kingdom of Jaffna became an independent
political entity only after 1308 A.D.

The Yalpana Vaipavamalai gives a history of twelve kings of the
Ariyacakravarti dynasty, some of whom are mentioned in other Tamil
works. According to Tamil tradition, they organized the conquest
of the Vanniregion, probably after they had established themsclves
on a firm footing. Possibly because the climate and soil of the JafTaa

8, It has been pointed out earlier that Marco Polo, who came to Sri Lanka hetween
1923 and 1295, remarked that Sendemain and his people were tributary {o nobody.
As shown, the Javakas were established by the Pandyan rulers, and would have
been Pandyan feudatories, and the above remark is explainable only on the basis
that during the years 1293 and 1295 A.D. the Javakas were attempting to become
independent. An inscription of a Jatavarman Sundara Pandya (Indian
Antiquary, Vol. XXI, p. 121) describes him as a sccond Rama in plundering
Lanka. From the datc of this inscription, Hultsch, the editor concluded that this
ruler was the same person as Sonder Bandi Deva described by Marco Polo as one of
the five brothers reigning in the Malabar country in the period 1293-1295 A.D.
While there is no positive proof to this effect, it is possible that this was taken as a
result of an invasion of Sri Lanka which occurred after Polo visited India. Such
an invasion could only have been against the Jaffna kingdom, as there is no
indication that the Sinhala kingdom was invaded around this time by a Sundara
Pandya. When the remark made by Polo is considered, it is probable that the
Javaka king attempted to free himself from the Pandyas, but was suppressed by
Sundara Pandya, one of the brothers who were associated with Maravarman
Kulasekera, Nildkantha Sastri, however (The Pandyas,p. 160) attributes this
inscriptionto Jatavarman Sundara Pandya who reigned around 1250 A.D.

6, The Pandyas, °. 181.

7, This summary of historical developments in India has been taken from The
Delléi Sultanate, Ed. R.C. Majumdar, Bharata Vidya Bhavan Bombay. 1957,
pp. 275-295. :

gl
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penisula was not naturally conducive to the cultivation of rice, the
Ariyacakravartis built up a strong navy, with which they conducted
trade with south India, and even with Arabia.®

The internal history of the kingdom of Jaffna is not within the
scope of this work; but in regard to its external relations, and its expan-
sion within Sri Lanka, it has been claimed by some historians that it
is not impossible that Varotaya Singaiariyan exacted tribute as claimed
by the Cekerdsasekeram, from either Pardkramabahu IV or his
successors.” It has been urged thata work called the Kurundgdla
Vistaraya mentions that Parikramabiahu IV, son and successor of
Bhuvenckabahu II of Kurunfgala, shified his residence to Kurunigala
because Anuradhapura was laid waste by the invasions of the people of
Yapapatuna, and that this implies that during his reign, the frontier
provinces of the Kurunéigala kingdom was - attacked by the forces of
Ariyacakravarti.

There is absolutely no foundation for this statement, except for the
above culogistic statement in a Tamil astrological work. Aafter the
establishment of the Sinhala kingdom in the time of Parikramabahu II
(after it had been conquered by the Piangdyans in 1284 A.D.) his cousin
Bhuvenekabahu II defeated Parakramubahu I and ruled from Kuru-
nigala. Parakramabahu IV, the son of Bhuvenckabahu II, seems to
have had effective control over the old Dambadeniya kingdom; but
the northern portion seems to have been itaken over, not by the king
of Jaffna, but by a ruler called Vanni Bhuvenekabahu, who, after
the death of Parakramabahu IV, ruled from Kurunigala. The southern
portion of the kingdom was taken over by Vijayabahu V, who seems
to have been a member of the Dambadeniva dynasty. The kingdom
of Vanni Bhuvenekabahu itself sub divided after his death between

8. Inaletter sent by Bhuvenakabahu T of Yapahuva (1271-1284 A(D.) to the Sultan of
Egypt, (J.R.A.S. (C.B.;, Vol. XXVIII, pp 82-85) the king mentioned that he had
been approached by the Yemenis for an alliance, but that he had rejected the
proposal. On the other hand Ibn Batuta saw (Ibn Batuta, Tr. Mahdi Hussain,
p. 217) ships of (he Ariyacakravarti in south Indian ports headed for Yemen,
showing that the Yemenis had made successful overtures to the king of Jaffna
where they had failed with the Sinhala King.

9. Pathmanathan, p. 231.

two of his sons, one of whom ruled from Dédigama, and the - other
from Kurunigala. But it must be emphatically stated that there is no

evidence, either in Sinhala or Tamil literature (except the above vain-

glorious statement), or in instcriptions, that the Sinhala kings

paid tribute to the Ariyacakravarti rulers of Jaffna during the first half
of the 14th century.®

The reference to the Parakramabahu mentioned in the Kurunagala
Vistaraya as Parakramabahu IV is completely misleading. This work
has been writteninthe manner ofa Kadaimpota® regarding Kurunigala,
and has still not been published. While it mentions a Parakramabshu
who had abandoned Anuradhapura because of rebellion by the people
of Yapdpatunal, nowhere in this work has been mentioned as
Pardkramabahu IV of Kurunigala, This identification is an invention of
Pathmanathan, with the idea of proving a Tamil dominion over the
Sinhala areas in the early 14th centry. The Kurundgala Vistaraya goes on
to relate that in times more recent to Parzkramabzhu, there were two
rulers called Vanni Vijayabahu and Bhuvenckabahu, and these rulers
can be more probably identified as three Vanni rulers, the last two of
whom appear in an inscription at Anurddhapura.? ‘

On the contrary, the account of the Arab traveller Ibn Batuta,
who came to Sri Lanka around 1344 A.D., provides evidence that the
Sinhala king was not a subordinate of the Ariyacakravarti ruler. he
arrived in Battala (Puttalama)and met Ayria Shakarwati (Ariyacakra-
varti) who was at that time engaged in the pearl fishery. ** The account
of Ibn Batuta shows that he to some extent admired the Ariyacakravarti

)

10, Some of the cvents narrated above are not in accordance with the published
works on the subject, such as the University History of Ceylon. The above is a
summary of conclusions reached by the writer and submitted as a part of his Ph.D.
Thesis to the University of Peradeniya in 1980.

11, An English translation of this document, which, like other Kadaimpotas found in
Sri Lanka belong to a class of literature which describes various districts and
towns, has been published by FH. Modder in J.R.A.S. (C.B.), 1895, p. 35. A
copy of this work in Sinhala typescript, prepared on the instructions of Mr. Palita
Weeraman, Government Agent, Kurunagala, presently in the writer’s possession,
has been referred in the above connection.

12, Gunasinghe, Unpublished Thesis, 1980. See also E.Z. Vol. III pp. 286-288.
13, 1bn Batuta, Travels in Asia and Africa, Tr. H.A.R. Gibb, London, 1925,
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ruler whom he met. But he is quite specific that the principal sovereign
of the Island was the Kunar of Kunarkar, /.e. the ruler of Kurundgala.
He does not mention anywhere that the latter was paying tribute to
the Ariyacakravarti ruler, which he would have dong if in fact he was
obtaining tribute from the other rulers of the Island, as he has described
the Jaffaa king in some detail. We can thus climinate the possibility
that the Jaffna kingdom, except along the western coast, had expanded
outside its boundaries in the early (4th century,

But, during the middle of the 14th century, the king of JafTna seems to
have established a domination in the south for a short period of around
24 years. It has been pointed out in research elsewherc by the present
writer * that the year 1350 A.D. marked the nadir of the mediaeval
Siphala kingdom built up by Vijayabahu III and Parakramabahu II
of Dambadeniya. The political map of Sri Lanka would show Gampala
and its immediate environments forming one kingdom; the only one,
in fact, which was recognised by the chroniclers of the time as the dominion,
‘of the consecrated ruler of the Island. Peradeniya and Kandy formed
one principality, governed by Vikramabahu, nephew of Bhuvenekabahu,
the king reigning at Gampala, who, after a civil war, had become
independent of the Gampala kingdom. His frontiers merged into a
third kingdom, Kurunegila, governcd by the descendants of Vanni
Bhuvenekabahu, a ruler mentioned in the chronicles as coming to power
after Parakramabahu IV. The Kuruniigala principality itsclf would
have extended further north, receiving, when it could, the homage of the
. Vanniars of the north central province, who now constituted the only
political authority in this which was once the heartland of the ancient
Sirhala kingdom. In the western province, the Jalasti of Colombo,
an Abyssinian ruler,®® and around Beruwala, Khwaja Jahan, a Muslim
ruler, governed independently.!® Since the state governed by the con-
secreated ruler, with his capital at Gampala was so weak, it is likely that
the provincial governors of Galle and Matara also would have governed
independently, and in Ampira district, which formed the heartland
of ancient Rohana, an inscription at Magulmahavihara shows that the

14, Gunasinghe, Unpublished Thesis, 1980.
15, Jbn Batuta, p. 256 ff.
16, JR.A.S. (C.B.) Vol. XXXII, p. 208.
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area was governed by two brother kings called Parakramabahu.? This
atomisation, of the once powerful Sinhala kingdom into a mass of peity
principalities fighting among themselves would have proved an, irresistible
temptation for the king of Jafina to essay a conquest of the southern areas.

The financing of their government would always have been a
problem to the Ariyacakravarti kings of Jaffna. Though the skill and
industry of the farmers of Jaffna even today compensates to some extent

- for the lack of natural fertility, there is sharp difference in the acreage

of rice cultivated between the Maha (i.e. the season of the October rains)
and the Yala (the season of the May rains) seaspn. For example,
in the years 1960/61 to 1961/62, selected purely at raadom, the average
nett extent harvested in Jaffna district for Maha was 64,903 acres, and
for Yala the nett extent harvested was 9,776 acres, i.e. a total
of 73,869 acres per year. Comparable figures for Kurunfigala district was
a total of 181,843 acres. The yield in Jaffoa district, per acre, after a
fertilizer application of 0.855 cwt per acre, was 31.36 bushels, while the
yield in Kurunigala, after a fertiliser application of 0.726 cwt per acre,
was 33.25 bushels per acre.’® While, admittedly, it is an exercise full of
pitfalls to use modern day statistics to assess the soil fertility of the
various regions of Sri Lanka during the mediaeval period, the above
statistics are at least an indication that the natural fertility of the soil
in the Jaffna area is less than in the south, in that with a greater application
of fertiliser, the Jaffna district gives a lesser yield than Kurunigala.
Since the area cultivated was also much less than in the Sinhala districts.
the yield from the land tax, the principal source of revenue in an ancient
state, would have been correspondingly less in the Jaffna kindom.

It was probably this lack of revenues that led the Javaka king of
Jaffna, in 1284 A.D., to assist the Pandyan king ina war against Bhuvene-
kabahu I of Yapahuvaj indeed, the Yalpana Vaipavamalai is specific

17, E.Z. Vol. IV. pp. 161-169.

18, These statistics are calculated from the tables given in Statistical Abstract of
Ceylon, 1967, published by the Department of Census and Statistics.
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that the war was over the pearl fishery,?® and it was probably for the
same reason that it came to depend on trade to a large extent to earn
its revenues. In this background, the anarchy that prevailed in the
Sinhala kingdom around 1350 A.D. woould have provided the Ariya-
cakravarti ruler of Jaffna a golden opportunity to improve his revenues.

The Yalpana Veipavamalai states that in the time of Kunavira
Singaiariyan, the king of Kandy did not pay tribute, and that therefore,
he wrested from Kandy a few districts.?® The reference to Kandy can
be taken as a general reference to the Sinhala kings, as the author

of this work knew no other Sinhala king than the king of Kandy. This.

statement is supported by other evidence. The Alakesvara Yuddhaya™
and the Rajavaliya® state that the Ariyacakravarti rulei of Jafina stationed
tax collectors, and collected revenues, from the nine ports and all the
districts. This last statement, rather than the statement in the Yalpana
Vaipavamalai gives the true nature of the conquest eftected by the
Ariyacakravartis in the middle of the 14th century.

The information given in an inscription at Madavela, dated in the
3rd year of Vikramabahu I of Gumpala, i.e. 1359/60 A.D.,is of crucial
inportance in analysing this situation, and may be quoted in full here.
“By the agreement made onthe eighth day of the waxing moon (atavaka
sandhanaya) of the lunar month of unduvap in the third year of His
Universal Majesy Sri Sangabo Sri Vikramabshu, the Brahmans
Tenuvara, Malamadala, Naduvalantaru (to whom) were entrusted the

19, Ypvm Tr. p. 22. This would have formed a noteworthy portion of revenue at
the time. C.R. De Silva (Portugese in Ceylon, 1617-1638, H. W. Cave and Co. 1972,
p. 190, fn 2) points out that the purchasing power of a xerafim, a unit of currency,
usced in the 17th century, was that it could buy, in 1630 A.D., among other things
thirty to forty measures of rice. At present values, therefore, a erafim (based
on the price of rice) would thus be around Rs. 300 per xerafim, He further points
out that the average income from the pearl fishery in the 16th century was 10,000
xerafims per fishery. Thus theincome from the pearl fishery would have been around
Rs. 3 million, a considerable revenue even by modern standards. Further, such
sum would have formed a large portion of the revenues of an ancient state, which
was lacking revenues from such sources as income tax, business turnover tax
postal revenues, etc.

20, Ypvm Tr. p. 22.

21, Alakesvara Yuddaya, Ed, AV. Suravira, Ratna Press, 1962, p. 19.

22, Rdjavaliya, Ed. A.V. Suravira, Lake House Investments, 1976, p. 207.
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madigaya of (the districts of) Singaruvana, Balavita, Matala, Dumbara
and Sagama tunraga by... perumialun vahanse...”*® Firstly, it is clear
that an agreement had been made by the Tamil prince. (the perumalun
yahanse whose name has dissapeared by the process of erosion fromthe
mscription) and Yikramabahu III, and that even after this agreement,
Vikramabahu continued to use the full titles of a sovereign ruler, i.e.
Sirisangabo Cakravarti Svamin. Secondly, we find this personage who
bears the Tamil title of a prince disbursing the revenuves of the Gampala
kingdom for the maintenance of Brahmins with non Sinhala names.
Thirdly, what was disbursed by the Tamil prince was the madigaya,
which was apparently the customs duties charged on various goods that
passed between districts.?® This situation of a Tamil prince
appropriating and disbursing the customs revenues of the Gampala
kingdomis exactly parallelled by the statement in the Alakesvara Yuddhaya
and Rajavaliya that the king of JaiTna collected revenues from the nine
ports and all the districts of the kingdom of Gampala.

From the collation of these facts, certain conclusions can be drawn.
Firstly, the king of Jaffna did not apparently attempt to systematically
conquer the southern areas of Sri Lanka, and maintain his own
administrative system and his own bureaucracy. His own resources
in armed forces and administrative personnel would have been too
few for this. He would thus have reached an agreement with the Sinhala
king (perhaps the atavaka sandhinaya mentioned in the Madavela
inscription) whereby the idea of an annual tribute, the hall mark of
normal submission of a subordinate ruler, would have been extended to
stationing tax collectors in the dominions of the Sinhala king, who were
given the right to collect the internal and cxternal customs revenue
of the kingdom. It is unlikely that major armed forces were stationed

: /

23, E.Z. Vol. V, Pt. 3,p. 464ff. Inthe full translation of the inscription, the editor
Dr. Godakumbara, basing himself on a reading of Paranavitana, gives the wording
sagama tunrata Sa (va) lupati Mar (rr) tandam perumdlan vahanse madigaya
pavard. It has been concluded that the name of the perumdlun vahanse was
Marrtanda, who has been identified as the Singaiariyan ruler of Jaffna of that
name . But in the actual estampage, neither the word savulapati nor the word
Marrtanda can be read. But there is no doubt that the donor was a Tamil prince,
as the title Perumal in Tamil means prince, and this title is not met anywhere-
else in records of the Sinhala officialdom of the time.

24, TIbid.
7



within the kingdom.?® In his own turn, he would have agreed to allow
the Sinhala monarch to have the rights and status of a full sovereign
ruler, and to have full control of the normal day to day administration.
The objective of the king of Jaffna seems to have been, not to establish
a political, administrative or social domination of the Sinhala areas
but to devise a simple way of adding to the revenues of his
impoverished kingdom.

Such a system, where the agents of another state were stationed
inside a sovereign country, and collecting the taxes of the latter without
the support of any noteable military forces, would have been a unique
and unprecedented situation, and could not have lasted long in any event.
Nissanka Alagakkonira, minister of Vikramabahu III, who was himself
of mercantile origin, and whose mercantile interests would have been
adversely affected by this system, built a fortress at Kotte near Colombo,
and drove away the tax collectors from the Gampala kingdom.?® The
Ariyacakravarti king sent military forces to restore the status quo, but
Alagakkonara heavily defeated them, and drove them all the way
back to Chilaw, and confined the Tamil kingdom to its boundaries.
The Nikdaya Sangrahaya, which describes these events,® says that
thereafter he cleansed the Sdsana in the year 1912 of the Buddhist era,
i.e. 1368 A.D. A document issued in 1373 A.D., the Niyangampaya
Sannasa, calls Nissanka Alagakkonara the destroyer of the Ariya
soldiers, i.e. the soldiers of Ariyacakravarti.®® Thus, certainly before
1373 A.D., and probably before 1368 A.D., Alagakkonira had ejected
the Tax collectors of the Ariyacakravarti king of Jaffna, and defeated
the latter in a military action. We have earlier noted that Ibn Batuta
specifically says that the principal sovereign of the Island, in 1344 A.D.,

25, Both: the Nikdya Sargrahaya and the Rajdvaliya state that Nis§ank Algakko-
nara chased away the tax collectors of Kriya_c_akrévarti, and do not say that he
drove away any armed forces. The fact that Ariyacakravarti had to mount a full
scale invasion launched form Jaffna to restore thc status quo shows that he
did not have uny major military forces within the Sinhala kingdom.

26, Gunasinghe, Unpublished Thesis, 1980.
27, Nks. p. 27.
28, Sahityaya, Magazine of the Department of Cultural Affairs, 1982, p. 128.
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was not Ariyacakravarti, but the king of Kurunigala. Thus the thrust
southwards of the king of Jaffna would have commenced after this yeai,
and the period of economic domination of the Jaffna kingdom over the
Sinhala areas would have lasted a2 maximum of twenty four years.

The revived power of the Gampala kingdom, under the
enlightened administration of the Alagakkonara family, the members
of which took over the various ministries in the kingdom, succeeded
in containing the Kingdom of Jaffna within its original border, at least
on the western littoral. Around 1380 A.D., after the death of Nissanka
Alagakkonara, the Ariyacakravarti ruler essayed another conquest
of the Gampala kingdom, on this occasion sending an army to attack
Gampala overland, and another army by sea to attack Raigama, the
hereditary fief of the Alagakkonara [amily.?? Both armies were
defeated and destroyed, and the Alakesvara Yuddhaya records that
Vira Alakesvara, nephew of Nissanka Alagakkonadra, who faced the
attack at Raigama, burnt the Tamil ships,3 thus rendering the Jafina
army immobile for several years to come, and probably dealing a heavy
blow to its overseas trade, ‘

Soon afterwards, the Jaffna kingdom itself was faced with a foreign
attack, and it was, for many years, in no position to attempt any further
domination of the southern areas of Sri Lanka. As mentioned earlier
the Pandyan empire, which had been the leading power in south India
at the beginning of the 14th century, had been destroyed by several
attacks made by the Muslim Sultan of Delhi, and by 1336 A.D., a
Muslim ruler had been established in the Pandyan capital at Madura.
After political power had, in Delhi, passed into the hands of the Tughlukh
dynasty, Muhammed bin Tughlukh (1326-1351 A.D.) attempted a
systematic conquest of the Deccan) but after his death, the outlying
provinces of the empire broke away, and there was established in the
southern portion of the Deccan, a Muslim kingdom ruled by the Bahmani
dynasty. South of the Bahmani kingdom, there arose at the same time
the Hindu kingdom of Vijayanagara, which in time came to be the most

29, See Gunasinghe, Unpublished Thesis, 1980. where the present writer has pointed
out that the invasion described in the Nikdaya Sargrahaya was one that occurred
before 1368 A.D., and the invasion described in the Alakesvara Yuddhaya and the
Rdjivaliya occurred around 1380 AD.

80, Alakeswara Yuddhava, p. 21.
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powerful Hindu state in southern India. It was often at war with its
Muslim neighbour in the northj but in the tradition of the digvijaya,
- (universal conquest) which was the ideal of Hindu rulers, it expanded
southwards as well. Onc of the states that fell before it in this expansion
southwards was the Muslim Statc of Madura, once the capital of the
Pandyan kingdom. Ownce this was occupied, the turn of Jafina, which
was the immediate nci-libour of the Sultanate of Madura, came neXt.

The Alampundi plates of Yirupaksha, son of the Vijayanagara
emperor Harihara M, dateable to 1385 A.D., states that he conquered,
among others, the people of Tam, i. .e Sri Lanka.® Tt is stated in the
Ariyur Plates,”™ duted 1390 A.D. and in the Soraikkavur plates®
of Virupaksha that he weighed himself in gold in the presence of the god
of Riamesvarum. ‘The specific mention of these attacks on Ilam, i. .e
Sri Lanka, shows thut these statements were not mere hyporbole.
‘Since it is necesanry to ldentily the kingdomin Sri Lanka which received
‘thcsc attentions, the other expeditions made by Vijayanagara against
Ilam (Sri Lanki) may be briefly listed here,

A Vijayanagara imseription dated in the saka era 1357, ie. 1435
‘A.D., mentions that Lukkhunna Dandundynka, the imperial Governor
“at Madura, fitted out forces for deatroylng several regions, including
Iyalpanam and Ilam.3¢  An inscriptions of sakn 1362, ic. 1440 A.D.
tredits the Vijayanagara Bmpive with the thile of - Ham tivai konda,
_i.c. one who drew the tributc of Hum™ Al Raszak, a Persian
traveller who visited the court of Deva Ruaya 1) in 1443 A.D., says that
in the previous year, Lakihanna Dundandyukan had gone on a voyage
to the frontiers of Ceylon.36 In some of the inseritions of a Arikesari
Parikrama Pandya, a Vijayanagara feudatory who wus ruling from
Tenkasi, it is said that Parakrama saw the bachs of his enemies in
buttles he fought in, among other places, Singui and Anurai,®  which

M Fpegcnhn Tndica, Vol TID p. 228,

By tguary, Yol XVIIL p. 12,
83, Jopupro o Indica, Vol. VIIL p. 300.
38 AR .o 12800 1901. South Indian Inscriptions, Yol. Vi, No. 778,

36, AR L. No 144 of 9I6.

36, A Lingotten mpire, R. Sewell, London, 1900, p. 74.

37, 71;:1-::»'«”:;-:; ! lul /uu'c'lu;.'it'al Series, Vol. 1, Inscriptions of the later Pandyas,
os. 24, ol 1Y)
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~may be identified as Singainagdr, the capital of the Ariyacakravartis

of Jaffna, and Anuradhapura, under which was identified the Sinhala

"kingdom in general. Thesc inscriptions are assignable to the period

1449 to 1455 A.D.

Several conclusions can be drawn from an analysis of the infor-
mation given in these inscriptions. Firstly, the Vijayanagara records
always drew a distinction between Tlam and the Sinhala kingdom, except
in the inscription of Deva Riya 11, dated 1435 A.D., mentioned above.
The Ariyur Plates, noted above, and a work called the Narayanavildsini®
say, for example, that Virupaksha planted a pillar of voctory in Sinhala,
the Ariyur plates thus drawing a distinction between Ilam and Sinhala.
The above references in the inscriptions of Arikesari Parikrama Pandya,
who would have fought as a feudatory in the Vijayanagara army, also
maintains this distinction between the Sinhala kingdom and other areas

in Sri Lanka.

Secondly, comparison with the Sinhala records of the time.shows
that while there are references to clashes between the Sinhala kingdom
and the Vijayanagara empire, the claims made by the latter of victories
over the Sinhala kingdom seem to have been exaggerated. The
Nikaya Sangrahaya says, in references to Virabahu, who succeeded
Bhuvenekabahu V of Gampala, in 1390 A.D., that he destroyed enemies
such as Damilas, Malalas and Yonakas.** The Pajivaliya says,
that the soldiers of Magha of Kalinga included Malalas among others
and it usually accepted that these were south Indian soldiers,  Further,
while the word Yonaka originally meant Greeks, by this time it meant
Muslims. There is no evidence that the Gampala kingdom ever went
to war with any Muslim Kindom in India; but therc is evidence that the
Vijayanagara army had Muslim soldiers to give it a better training in

archery.® Tt is clear, therefore, that the Malalas and Yonakas whom

38, The Delhi Sultanete, p. 324, note 4.
39, Nks. p. 28.
40, Pgjavaliya, p. 790. See also ‘the Decline of Polonnaruva,...... *  Amaradasa

Liyanagamage, p. 106.
41 The Delhi Sultanate, p. 292. It is probable that the Vijuyanagara emperors, for

for obvious reasons, preferred to use their Muslim (roops agant their non Muslim
enemies in the south rather than against their Muslini eacinics in the north.



Virabahu fought were troops of the Vijayanagara empire, in the course
of the expedition that Virupaksha led against the Sinhala kingdom
between 1385 and 1390 A.D., mentioned in the Alampundi plates and
the Ariyur plates. , '

Theexpedition of Lakkhanna Dandanayaka, made around 1435 A.D.
is also mentioned in the Sinhalu sources, The Alukesvara Yuddhaya,
says that the armics of Parikramabihu VI of Kotic, who was ruling
the Sinhala kingdomaround this time, defeated the forces of the Kanpadi,
i.e. Kanarcse king.**  Somaratna has shown that this was the expedition
referred to in Vijayanagara inscriptions as having been made by
Lakkhanna Dandaniayaka.® The refersnces in the inscriptions of
Arikesari Parakrama Pandya probably refers to the fighting he had to
engage in around 1450 A.D., when the forces of the kingdom of Kotte
attacked the kingdom of Jaffna around this time.

Comparison with the Sinhala records show, therefore, that the
victories claimed over the Sinhala kingdom by the Vijayanagara
emperors were more eulogistic than actual, as they are very specific
that the expeditons were defeated. Also, there is no evidence in Sinhala
inscriptions or literary records that the kingdom was ever a tributory
state of the Vijayanagara empire.

- But a different fate attended the kingdom of Jaffaa. As showa
.above, the reference to Ilam in the Vijayanagara inscriptions, distinct
from Sinhala, shows that they were referring to a state other than the
Sinhala state. In the context of the time, the references can only be to
.the kingdom of Jaffna. From the geographical point of view of the
(panygerists of the Vijayanagara empire, Ilam meant that portion of the
Island opposite their own kingdom, i.e. the north western and northern
Tegion of the country. There is, moreover, definite evidence that the
Jaffna kingdom was brought under the suzerainty of the Vijayanagara
empire.

It has been already mentioned that the Sinhala sources refer to
the Vijuyunagara emperor as the Kannadi, i.e. Kanarese king. The

42. Alakesvara  Yuddhaya, p. 22.
43. Political  History of the kingdom of Kotte, G. P. V. Somdratna, Deepani Press
1978, pp. 99102, - ’
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Kokila Sandesaya records that when Sapumal Kumiraya attacked
Jaffna (around 1450 A.D.) the Kannadi garrison of Jivakkakottai
resisted stoutly.* While in the late Anuradhapura period. the Sinhala

kings had Canarese mercenaries serving them,® it is clenr that by the

15th. century, the term, as used in Sri Lanka, meant the Vijnyanagara
troops, and the above reference shows that the Vijayanagarn soliders
were stationed as a garrioson at Javakakottai. Further, the Alukesvara
Yuddhaya tecords that when Sapumal Kumaraya attacked the capital
of the Jaffna kingdom, a yon vadakkayg, i.e. an Indian Muslim,
threatened to make short work of the prince by cutting him and his
horse into two.** As shown earlier, the Vijayanagara army uscd
Muslim troops, and the presence of this Muslim leader also shows that
the troops of that empire were serving in the Jaffna kingdom. Further.
the inscriptions of Arikersari Parakrama, detcable to the period of the
attack of Sapumal Kumiraya on Jaffna, may also be intepreied in their
reference to the Sinhalas as assistance given by this Vijayanagara feuda-
tory to his colleague fedatory, the king of Jaffna, against the Sinhalas,
as there is no evidence from Sinhala records that they faced a south
Indian attack around this time.

These facts show that the Vijayanagara attack on ‘Tlam®, le¢. the
kingdom of Jaffna, succeded where they had failed against the Sinhalas,
and that they permanently brought the area under them as a foudatory
kingdom, and stationed their own garrisons and troops within that
kingdom. What would have happened was that tho attuck of the
Vijayanagara empire would have caught the Jafina state at one of its
weakest moments. It had received a severe defeat in tho south around
1380 A.D., with two of its armies, and its navy, destroyed. 1t would
thus have been in no position to resist the atjack of the Vijayanagara
prince Virupaksha, whose state possessed far grontor military resources
than had either the Pandyas, or the Muslim stute of Madura which
had succeeded it. Thus, from around 1390 A.1)., the Jaffna kingdom
seems to have becomea feudatory of the Vipnwanagara empire. The
attacks mentioned in the Vijayanagara inscription . m 1435 and 1440 A.D.

44, Kokila Sandesaya, v. 239.
45, Cv. LV, v. 12,
48, Alakesvara, Yuddhaya, p. 23.
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suggest that the king of Jaffua occasionally attempted to throw off this
yoke; but the Vijayanagara garrisons present in the area around 1450
A.D. shows that these attempts were not successful, and he would have
continued to rule as a feudatory of the Vijayanagara ‘empire, being
reduced to this humble position from the pre-ecminence of being the
wealthiest and most powerful ruler in Sri Lanka referred to in the
Alakesvara Yuddhaya in the third quarter of the 14th century.

In the middle of the 15th century, the rhisfortunes of the king of
Jaffna were compounded by an attack launched against him by the
Sinhala king with his capital at Kotte. Virabahu, after he succeeded
Bhuvenekabithu V of Gampala as its ruler in 1390 A.D., went to war
with his brother Vira Alakesvara at Raigama and drive the latter out
of the country. However, after the death of Virabahu round 1399 A.D.
Vira Alakesvara returned and governed the country from Kotte until
he was taken prisoner to China. A prince called Parakramabshu VI
established himself at Kotte around 1410 A.D., and made it the most
powerful and pre-cminent kingdom in Sri Lanka, and in order to 1ealize
in practice the dream of every Sinhala ruler of governing the whole
Island, he, around 1450 A.D., sent an army to conquer Jaffna.

It is possible that this victories over the expeditions sent against
him by the Vijayanagara emperors made him sufficently cornfident
of being able to challenge that empire by subjugating one of its
feudatories, Also, by this time, the able Deva Raya Il was dead, and had
been succeeded by the weaker Mallikarjuna, and the Sinhala king may
have thus taken advantage of the weakness of the suzerain power of
Jaffna. He sent one of his adopted sons, Sapumal Kumaraya, to Jaffna,
and the latter defeated Kunkasuriya, the reigning Ariyacakravarti ruler,
who fled abroad to India, though his two brothers and his uncle
were captured.4?

Thereafter, Jafina seems to have been governed by Sapumal Kuma-
raya until at least 1469 A.D., when he left the region to capture Kotte
from Juyavira Parakramabahu, grandson and successor of Parikramabahu

47, The above events are a summary of the findings of G.P.V. Somaratna, in his
Political Mistory of the kingdom of Kotle.
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VI. The Yalpana Vaipavamalai refers to a rule- by a Vijayabihu
for a period of 17 years after Kanakasuriya had fled abroad; but this
seems to be a reference to the person whom Sapumal Kumaraya left
behind as governor when he marched on Kotte; the reference to the
rule of 17 years was obviously a reference to that of Sapumal Kumaraya
himself.

The Yalpana Vaipavamalai, in its reference to Vijayabahu, gives a
gloomy picture of rule, where the Tamil population was harassed,
and made to imitate Sinhala customs. manners and dress. This chronicle
however, was written nearly 300 years later. Contemporary sources
indicate that Sapumal Kumaraya, who was regarded by the Sinhalas
of the time as a national hero, governed Jaffna, on the whole, with
understanding and sympathy. Even today, the ordinary people of
Jafina point to Kodikamam, not with resentment, as the place where
Sapumal Kumaraya planted the Sinhala flag.® A verse appended
to the Kayilayamalai attributes the founding of the Kandasamy temple
at Nallur to a Bhuvenekabiahu,” and a katfiyam recited daily at this
temple refers to the founder as Srisanghabodhi Bhuvenekabahu
of the Suryavamsa.’® There is no doubt that this a is reference
to Sapumal Kumairaya, who cams to the throne of Kotte under
the name of Bhuvenekabihu VI. The temple would thus have
been built immediately after the death of Parakramabdhu VI and the
accession, two years later, of Bhuvenekabahu VI at Kotte, as this king
counted his regnal years to include the period after the death of
Parakramabahu VI and the reign of the latter’s grandson. Sapumal
Kumaraya marched to the conquest of Kotfe with the aid of military
forces from Jaffaa, and it was probably this, along with the use of Jaffna
officials in his administration, that led to scrious revolts against him.
All these facts show that he gained the genuine admiration of the people
of Jaffna, and certainly does not confirm him as the tyrant pictured in
the Yalpana Vaipavamalai.

48, This information was given to me by Mr. N. Vamadeva, S.L.A.S., former
Commissioner of Marketing Development.

49, Pathmanathan, p. 281.
50, Tbid, p. 282.
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It is probably as a result of the rebellions faced by Bhuvenekabahu VI
that the hold of the Kotte kingdom on Jaffna weakened, permitting
Kanakasuriya to return to Jaffna and capture the kingdom. But it is
not certain as to whether he continued to be a vassal of the
Vijayanagara empire. Mallikarjuna, though faced with a host of enemies.
kept the empire intact; but the reign of Virupaksha II, who succeeded
Mailikarjuna in 1465 A.D., saw confusion and disorder with the Bahmani
Sultan and the Gajapati of Orissa makinrg introads into the empire. *
It is unlikely that the emperor would have been able to either assist
Kanakasuriya to recover his dominions, or to maintain control over
Jaffna thereafter. It is probable, therefore, that Kanakasuriya recovered
his former kingdom on his own. But neither he, nor his immediate
successors, would have been able to engage in any expansionist policies
southwards for the time being. The Sinhala kingdom, though ren:
by interral dissension, was nevertheless still the most powerful state
‘With the king of Kotte successfully quelling the various revolts thai
broke out against him. By 1505 A.D., the Vijayanagara empirc
had recovered, nnd the Ttalian travellor Ludovico De Varthema, giving
an account of the ompiro as it existed between 1503 and 1507 A.D..
says that its frontiers exterded as fur as Sri Lanka.®® It is probable.
therefore, that in the early years of the 16th century, the Jafina kingdom
once again became a feudatory state of the Vijayanagara empire. But.
as shown later, it is possible that the king of Juffna established a
dominant position over the Vanniars in the northern and a part of
the north central province during this time.

_ The history of the kingdom of Jaffna becomes obscure from this
point onwards. -The Yalpana Vaipavamalai records the existence of
only two more rulers after Kanakasuriya, i.e. Pararasasckeran and
Carkily, and says that in the time of the latter the Portugese conquered
Jaffna. But, since it is known from Portugese sources that the conquest
of Jaffna was in 1619 A.D., and it is known that Kanakasuriya lived
in the middle of the 15th century, it is obvious that this chronicle has
left out a period of nearly a century. Much research is necessary,

5L, A4 Forgotten Empire, Sewell, p. 95 f.
62, Ibid.
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therefore; to 'deduce a coherent account of the internal history of

Jafina during the 16th century. Such an analysis in depth is outside

the scope of this worky but in order to deduce the true position of this

wingdom vis-a-vis the other states in the Island, it is vecessiry to obtain
brief idea of this kingdom’s history in the 16th century.

Some idea of this is obtainable from Portugese wrilcrs, especially
Queyroz. A Xaga rija is mentioned as ruling Jaffna in 1543 A.D.,
tho is more fully described elsewhere as Xagarija Xigara Pandira,
probably Sekarasa Sekera Bandara).®8 The Portugese viceroy Don
Constantine De Braganza attacked him in 1560 A.D., and the Jaffna
tuler sued for peace; but the Viceroy had to hastily evacuatc Jaffua
as a result of revolt there.* The possession of Mannar, however,
passed permanently into Portugese hands after this campaign, and tlus
ended the long domination of the king of Jaffna over the western littoral
up to Mundel in the south, along with the profits of the pearl fishery
of the area. .

Sekerasasekeran, sometime after this campaign, was driven out
by his subjects; but apparently regaired the kingdom, as in 1563 A.D.
he, “who was once more in power’’5® sent forces to assist Miayidunne,
king of Sitavaka, who was at that time besieging Kotte. But, in the
interim, there seems to have been some confusion. Queyros records
that in the time of Jorge De Mello De Castro, captain ol Munnar,
(1562 A.D.) the people of Jaffna imprisoned their ruler, Cachim Neyra, 8
but that the latter succeeded in regaining his throne. Caslro got him
assasinated, and set up a Periyapulle on the throne, and the latter was
-ucceeded by Perea Raja Pandara.>” Cachim Neyra, who w. . unprisoned
by his people, is described by Queyroz as a person who hid tuken the
kingdom belongingto one of his kinsmen, and thus he sc 0w to have been
2 member of the Ariyacakravarti family. He canni: bhe the same
as Sekerasasekeran, who was driven out by his subj . as the latter
was the legitimate, if unpopular, king of Jaffaa. Tt is piv able, therefore,

3, Queyroz, Bk ii, p. 242, fn. and 244. Also, p. 351.
s1, JR.AS. (C.B.) Vol. XX, Da Couto, p. 181 ff.

55, Queyroz, B.k. iii. p. 418, 395.

56, Ibid, Bk. i p. 49.

57, Ibid.
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that in the confusion that followed the ejection of Sekerasasekeran.
Cachim Neyra, another member of the royal family, usurped the throne
and there was considerable political trouble in Jaffna.

Queyroz identified Perea Raja Pandara, who succeeded Periyapulic.
as Puvirdja Panddran, who, around 1593 A.D., attacked the Portugesc
fort at Mannar.® He would be the same as Puviraja Pandaran,
who is described as the illegitimate son of Sekerasasekeran, both of whom
the people of Jaffna drove out.®® If so, the reign of Periyapulle would
not have lasted long, and the throne would have been reoccupied
by Sekeraisasckeran by 1563 A.D., in which year he sent assistance to
Mayidunne of Sitavaka. The exact date of the death of Sekerasaksekeran
is not known, but would be between this year and 1593 A.D.

In this year, the Portugese attacked the Jaffna kingdom, killed
Puvirdja Pandaran, and put on the throne a prince called Hendramana-
sinha, who assumed the throne name of Pararasasekeran. He seems to
have been the son of Periyapulle whom Castro had placed on the throne
of Juffnu after he had pot Cachim Neyra assassinated. What is impor-
tant in this episado is that from this year onwards, the Jaffna kingdom
became a client sulo of the Portugese  government of the maritime
provinces of Sri Lunku, with Roman Catholic clergy being allowed
to practise their religion frecly within the nrea.
Kumara, a nephew of this hing, usurped the throne; whereupon the
Portugese invaded Jaffna, and abolished the kingdom, absorbing the
area into their direct dominions.

In summary, therefore, the kingdom of Juf¥nn ax a separate political
unit commenced only in the middle of the 13th century: but it was not a
Tamil kingdom ruled by Tamil speaking kings. It was only after 1308
A.D. that it became an independant kingdom, and on Iy around 1300 A.D.
that the Tamil Ariyacakravartis came to govern it, For the first halt
century of its existence, it was a feudatory of the kingdom of the Pandyas,
a south Indian state, and from 1360 onwards, i.c. from the rise of the

58. Ibid, Bk i, p. 49, as read with Bk iii, pp. 445; 450-456,
59. Queroz Bk. iii, p. 395
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In 1619 A.D., Cankily '

Vijayanagara empire, it was a fcudatory state of the latter. From
1450 onwards, for a period of around 20 years it was a part of the Sinhala
kingdom of Kotte, and even after it became free from Kotte due to the
internal turmoilin the latter kingdom, it once again became a feudatory
of the Vijayanagara empire. From 1560 onwards, its hold on
the western littoral was lost, and in 1593 A.D. it became a client
kingdom of the Portugese, ccasing to exist altogether in 1619 A.D. Thus,
in terms of external sovereignty, it was under various kingdoms for the
major portion of the period of its existence.

But the question of external sovereignty apart, it had its own
history of expansion within the Island. As shown, in 1284 A.D. itself,
the boundaries on the western coast extended as far south as Mundel,
and for a quarter of a century, in the middle of the I4th century, it
exercised a form of economic domination over the Sinhala kingdom.
It is necessary, in view of the various political claims made in modern
times, to examine in depth thc boundaries of the mediaeval kingdom

of Jaffna.
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CHAPTER VII

THE BOUNDARIES OF THE KINGDOM OF JAFFNA

It has been pointed out in a previous chapter that the original
kingdom of Jaffna was established by a Malaysian, Candrabhanu,
who had been defeated by the forces of Parakramabihu II of Damba-
deniya.! This Malaysian family was re-established in the Jaffna
peninsula once again around 1261 A.D. by the forces of the Pandyan
king Jatavarman Vira Pandya. Around 1284 A.D., war broke out
between the Pandyas and Bhuvenekabahu I of Yapahuva, and the Javaka
king of Jaffna, as shown in the Yalpana Vaipavamalai® assisted the
Pandyas. Accordingto the latter work, the quarrel between the Sinhala
king and the Jaffna king was over the pearl fishery. Itis obvious that
the very limited agricultural resources of Jaffna, from which the land
tax, the principal revenue of an ancient government was derived,
made itself felt right at the beginning, forcing the Jaffna ruler to look
clsewhere for revenues.

Thus, while after 12 years from the destruction of Yipahuva, the
kingdom was given back by the Pandyas to the Dambadeniya dynasty,
there is a probability that the pearl fishery was retuined by the king
of Jaffna. In 1344 A.D., when the Arab tiaveller Thn Batuta came to
Sri Lanka, he found Ariyacakravarti at Battala (Puttalama) engaged
in the pearl fishery.® The fuct that the king of Juffaa of 1344 A.D.
was in possession of the pearl  banks of the north western coast of
Sri Lanka strongly suggests that the king who reigned in 1284 AD,
and who went to war over this same pear) fishery, had retained it from
this year onwards. The actual extent of this domination over the north
western coast can also be deduced. Ibn Batuta says that a town called

1, See chapter V.
2. Ypvm Tr. p 22
3. Tbn Batuta p, 254.
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Munar Mandali lay at the extreme limits of the dominions of Ariyacakra
varti,* and this town is identifiable with Mundal, north of Salavata
(Chilaw).  Further, in 1368 A.D., when Nissanka Alagakkorndra drove
back the army of Ariyacakravarti from the Gampala kingdom, the
Nikaya Sangrahaya records that he captured certain forts along the coast,
the northernmost of which was Salavata. Don Constantine De
Braganza, in 1560 A.D., capturcd Mannar, which shows that Mannar
was in the posscssion of the king of Jafina.® It is clear from these
facts that the boundary of the kingdom of Jafina ¢xtended along the
western coast of the Island as far south as Mundel. But, as shown
earlier,” the spread of the existence of Tamil names in the area shows
that from Mundel to Puttalama, the control of the Jaffna kingdom into
the interior was no more than two miles, and from Puttalama to the
southern boundary of the Vilpattu santaury, no more than four miles.

However, the boundaries of the kingdom of Jaffaa in the interior of
the 1slund, and on the eastern coast, is much less clear. Since this
guestion in tied up with the question of the extent and location of the
Vunni kingships, 1t s necessary to discuss briefly the origin and spread
of these at thin point,

Indrapala hus pomted out that the Vanniar was the name of a
military castein south Indur, and that Vannur soldiers were brought
into Sri Lanka at the end of the 12th century and the first quarter of the
13th century by south Indian and other aspirants to the tfrone.® He
‘suggests that the tetm Vanniar became generally upplicuble to various
petty chiefs after chieftains of the Vanniar caste had cstiblished them-
selves in the northern part of Sri Lanka. Pathmanathan lolds a
slightly different view.? He points out that the tcrm Vanniarpatiu
was used in south Indiato denote aland  olding held by Vanniar regincents
on service tenure, and that the term Vannia (r) nayan significd the rank
of a feudatory chieftain, which shows that Vanni meant an administra-

Ibid, p. 256.

(Ibn Batuta) p. 256 ff.

JR.AS. (CB.) Vol. XX, p. 181 ff.

See chapter 1II

Ceylon Journal of Humanities, Vol. I, No. 2, pp. 111-140,
Pathmanathan, Pp. 122-132.
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tive division in south India. He suggests two explanations; the first is
that there developed in Sri Lanka the practice of placing the administra-
tion of territorial divisions under the charge of Vanniar regiments and
their leaders. The second is that pockets of local authority which
gradually developed into autonomous principalitics as a result of the
decline of central authority came to be referred to as Vannis when they
were occupied and administered by Tamil warriors belonging to the
Vanniar community. It is probable that there is an element of truth
in the view of both these scholars, as Pathmanathan’s theory docs not
explain as to how Sinhala chiefs came to called Vanniars. It may be
that the original term may have applicd to the Tamil generals who had
set themselves up in authority in the northern and north central pro-
vinces after the anarchy in Polonnaruva that commenced after 1186 A.D.,
and that the term was adopted by the Sinhala chicfs who had
similarly set themsclves up as a result of this same anarchy.

However, it is certain that this process of the growth of the Vanniar
must have occurred by the turn of the 13th century A.D. The Cala-
vamsa refers to Vijayabahu 11T as having attained the dignity of a king
of the Vanni,’® and the Dalada Pajavaliya refers to his original capital,
not as Dambadeniya, but as Palabatgala.'’ Since Vijayabah u seems
to have been consecrated in 1230 A.D.,** his becoming a Vannirdja
would have been earlier to this.

There are two features noticeable about this spread of the Vanni
kingships in the 13th century. Firstly, while in the 19th century, the
Vanni consisted of a definite geographical area,® inthe 13th century,

10, Cv. LXXXI, v.1l. .

11, Dalada Pijavaliya, Ed. Batugampala Saranasara Thera, Matara, 1954, p. 63.
Probably this is the Paldbatgala which is a village in Ratnupura District.

12, The Decline of Polonnaruva,..Amaradasa Liyanapamage, p. 97. ]

13, In the Manual of the Vanni Districts. (Colombo. 159%) J.P. Lewis describes the
Vanni as bound on the north by the lake of Jullna, on the south by the Aruvi,
river, and the district of Nuvarakalaviya, cuast by the district of I'rincomalee
and on the west by the district of Mannar. ~ Oswald Brodic, in his - Account of the
District of Nuvarakalaviva J.R.AS. (C.B.) I8S6, p. 137 11) describes the,
northern boundary of Nuvarakalaviya, i.c. the southern boundary of the Vanni
as a linc drawn from six miles east of Arippu, through u point 95 miles south .of
Jaffna, to a point 25 miles west of Trincomuleo. -
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the Vanni kingdoms had a much broader spread. As pointed out
earlier, Vijayabahu III, when he started his carcer, was a Vanni ruler
at Palabatgala, in the Sabaragamuva province. The — Pajavaliya,
referring to the events around 1261 A.D., says that the Vanni rulers
of Pihitirata (Rajarata) rendetcd obeisance (o Vu.\y.lhahu, regent of
Dambadenlya when he came to Anurddhapura,!* and that similarly,
the Vanni rulers of Rohana sent him assistance in his attempt to hold
the Ordination ceremony® at Dastota. In other words, the Vanni king-
ships had spread over the North central province (the ancient Rajarata),
the present Sabaragamuva Province, and to the area south of the Galoya,
and, inferentially, to the north of it as well.

Secondly, the writers of the 13th century drew a distinction between
the Sinhala vanniar and the Tamil vanniar. - The Pajavaliya says that
Vijayabahu III took into his protection powerful Sinhalas who were
dwelling as Mahavannin (Demala bhayin e e tanhi maha vanniva vasand
bali sinhalayan tamahata vasangavan gene).'* Again, the same work
says that Parakramabihu I brought under his influence the Sinhala
mahavannin who could not be subjugated even by his father.” Even

in the 19th century the Vanni ruler of Anuradhapura wasa Sinhala.*

In escaping from the Kandyan kingdom in 1678 A.D., Robert Knox
crossed the Kerenda oya (Kurundu oya?) and entered the Malabar
i.e. the Tamil country, but refers to the prince of this people as
Wanniounay, i.e. Vanni Unniihe?® The last, being a Sinhala word
which apparently described the Yanni ruler of the time, shows that the
ruler himself was a Sinhala. Thus, whatever may be the origin of the
Vanni kingships, by the 13th century itsclf, various petty chiefs even
among the Sinhalas styled themselves as Vanni Kings.

It is in this background that we must analysc the traditional Tamil
account of the settlement of the Vanniars in the former Uttaradesa
of the kingdom of Anuradhapura. The principal account of this
settlement of the Tamil Yanniar is found in the Vaiyaapital, a work

W, Pgjavaliva p. RO2,
15, Pujdhu/ul . HO4,
16, Ibid, p. /8.
17, Ibld p. THY
18, Manual of the Noovth Central Province, R. W. Levers, Col. 1891, p. 44.
19 An Historical K. lation of Ceylon, Robert Knox, Ceylon Historical Journal,
Yol VI, Nos. | 4, p. 2006,
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written in the 16th century. After giving a confused account of the
founding of the kingdom of Jaffna, reminiscert of the Vijaya legend,
it says that Ceyatunka Vira Varacinkan sent emissaries to Madura,
his original home, to inform his uncle that he desired to marry the
daughter of the latter.?® The ruler of Madura summoned Vanniars
of royal lineage, and sent them with his daughter to Sri Lanka. The
king of Jafina instructed the Vanniar to conques the region of "Atakka-
parru, and rule it as tributaries to the king. Realising their inability
?0 fio this with their existing numerical strength, they sent emissaries
inviting other chiefs such as Ilancinka Mappanan and others to come
to Sri Lanka, bringing with them as many persons and castes as possible
from Madura and other areas. A number of chiefs responded to this
invitation, and set out on the conquest. As a result of this campaign,
Titaviracinkan becamc the chief of Karikuttamalaipattu, four other
chiefs dislodged the canrar and valayar and occupicd Mullivalai;
Ticaiantar came to Melpattu and killed the two chiefs of the Vetar;
Cinvaku conquered Merkumalai and Kulakkamulai  the Brahmin
Capatittu conquered Tiriyay; three other chiefs settled at Kaccay;
Ancinkam settled at Kattukulampattu; Cinkavaku conquered Trinco-
malee; Mamukan conquered Verugal and Tampalakamam, and Mayilan
conquered Kottiyaram.

While this tradition in the Vaiyaapatal gives the conquest of the
Vanni by the king of Jaffna, other traditions give a different version
regarding the Vanniar domination of Trincomalee. The Konecar
Kalvettu, which records the legends and traditions concerning the Kones-
vara temple at Trincomalee, says that Vararamatevan, son of Manuniti-
colan, and his son Kulakottan, having heard of the sanctity of the site,
came to Trincomalee, bringing craftsmen, and constructed the temple.
He brought a chief from Madurai, and raised him to the rank of Vannipan,
and ordered that the accounts of the temple should be maintained
by the Vannianar of Kattukulampatiu®® The Dakshinakailasapuri-
nam says that the name of Kulakottan was Codaganga,?® and Pathma-
nathan has credibly identified him® with a Codaganga, whose frag-

20, Vaiyaapatal, Ed.J. N. Arulprakasan, Col. 1953, 20 ff.

21, Konecar Kalvettu, Ed. Canmukarattina Aiyar, 1909, Jaffna, p. 2-6; 40-42.

22, Dakshinakaildsapurdnam, Ed. P, P. Vaitilingam Tecukar, Point Pedro 1916,
preface; v. 8.

23, Pathmanathan, p. 142,
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mentary inscription, in Sanskrit, has been found at Trincomalee, and
who landed there, according to the data given in the inscription in

1223 A.D*

Pathmanathan has correctly pointed out that the specificity of these
traditions suggest that they were not myths, but based on historical facts.
What is important for our present purpose is that a comparison of these
traditions with other available data indicate approximately the time
at which the Jaffna kingdom expanded into the Vanni area, and thus
indicates also the possible boundary of this kingdom in the interior.

The above facts show that, well into the second half of the 13th
century there were Sinhala Vanniar in the Rajarata area, as it is unlikely
that the Vanni kings of the Pihitirata mentioned in the Pajavaliya
can be any other than Sinhala Vanniar. The Sinhala population was
present still further northwards. The Pajavaliya, a document contem
poraty (o the event, says that when (around 1261 A.D.) the Javaka
king Candrabhfinu invaded the Dambadeniya kingdom for the second
“time, he gathered Sinhatu forces from Kurudu, Padi, Manavatu and
Gonadebera (Kurudu-Padi-Gonadebera-patan adi tiinhi sinhala  balaser
gene) into his forces™  Padi huv - been identificd as Kuncuttu Korale
and Kaddukulampattu in Trincomulee district, and Kurundi has been
identified as Karikuttumalai south in Vavupiyn district, Gona-debera
is obviously Trincomalee. 1t may be remembered that, of these places,
Karikuttamalai pattuand Kaddukulampattu were arcas supposed to have
been conquered in the wave of Vanniar forces described in the Vaivaapatal.
At is clear, therefore, that even in the second halt of the 13th century,
these arcas were under the Sinhala Vanniar, and that if' the conquest
described in the Vaiyaapatal is correct, it would have occurred after
the reign of the Javaka dynasty of Jaffna, i.e. after at least 1294 A.D.

An inscription at Kankuveli, Trincomalee district, records a grant .

made by a chief called Malayil Vannianar, and the headmen of seven
villages to the shrine at Konainatar. Paleographically, it has been

[r—

24, E. Z. Vol. V, Pt. 1, pp. 170-173.
85, Pajavaliva, p. 802.
86, Kagdaimpot Vimarshanaya, H.AP. Abeywardene, Govt. Press 1978, p. 105.
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to the late 14th century?® Malayil may stand for Tirukunamalai, in
which case, this record is that of the Vanni ruler of Trincomalee.
It is noteable that the land grant is made by this Vanni ruler without
mentioning a sovercign. As shown, the Vaiyacpdtal tradition is to the

_effect that Trincomalee was also conquered by the wave of Vanniars

who had been sent by the king of Jaffoa. The existence of Sinhala

' Vanniar till the end of the 13th century, and the existence of an inde-

pendent Vanni chieftain in Trincomalee at the end of the 14th century,
shows that the action described in the Vaiyaapatal had not taken place,
at least in the Trincomalee area, until after 1400 A.D.

At the latter end of the chronological scale, one must look for the
point where the Vanni was first identified as a geographical unit, as
one can concede that this took place as a result of the subjugation of the
Vanni by the kings of Jaffna. The earliest known references to the
Vanni as a geographical area is in the Memoir of the Dutch Governor
Ryckloff Van Goens. Writing in 1658 A.D., he says that the kingdom
of Jaffnapdtam included the Vanni, which commenced witk Coddi-
kulampattu three or four miles to the north of Mantota and “continuing
its circle to tre point of Calmoney opposite Colombuturai..running
eastwards across the country until it reaches the sea..then stretching
southeastwards to Trincomalee and westwards..again to Calpentyn,
Mantota and Mannar®.2® It is probable, therefore, that the area was
subjugated before this date, and before 1619 A.D., when the kingdom
of Jaffna ceased to exist. '

While, at its full extent, the kingdom of Jaffna would have extended
thus to the southern border of the Vanni described above,? its boun-
dary was never a firm line of demarcation. There are traditions in the
Yalpana Vaipavamalai itself of Vanniars rebelling against the kings
of Jaffna, though, in view of the confused nature of this chronicle, no
chronological framework is possible regarding these events. | records
that the Vanniars gave trouble in the reign of Muarttunda Singuiriyan

22, Cimtanai, Yol. 11, pp. 37-40, K. Indrapala, Kgnkuvelihulvetiu,
28,  Memoir of Rycklof) Van Goens,, 'Ur. Vidward Nelmers, Col, 1932, p. 44,
29, See fn. 13,
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but that the king kept them in check. Varodaya Singaiariyan found his
Vanniar feudatories instigating his Sinhala subjects to rebel against
him. When. Virodaya Singaiariyan was absentin the Pandya country, the
Vanniars revolted against him. This uncertain loyalties of the Vanniars
continued as late as the 17th century, even after the fall of the Jaffna
kingdom. Knox records that, while the Vanni chief who lived across the
Kurundu oya was under the Dutch, ( and we can presume thus that this
division was governed by the Jaffna king when the kingdom existed),
he lived more in fear of the king of Kardy.® Very probably the Vanniars
would have given their loyalty to either the Jaffna king on their north,
or the Sinhala king on their south, depending on who was the more
powerful. Thus, the boundaries of the kingdom of Jaffna in the interior
of the Island would have been very fluid.

There is evidence that the Trincomalee region belonged, if it belonged
atall, to the kingdom of Jaffna for a short period of time only. Queyroz
quotes the lust will of Dharmapala, king of Kotte, in which he bequeathed
his Kingdom to Portagal, probably made shortly before his death in
1597 A.D., that for the Tast hundred years, i.e. between 1400 and 1500
A.D. the Vinniaes of Paouma, Yili, Vellassa, Palugama, Kottiyar and
Trincomalee had acknowledped the rule of the king of Kotte, ™ With
our grater knowledge thun Queyroz of the events of the 14th century,
this suzerainty of Kotte cun be thrown buck still further. The Sinhala
sources mention that before the conquest of Juftaa around 1450
A.D., the forces of Parakramabihu VI of Kotte subjugated the
Vanniars.® Historians have assumed that the reference to
the conquest of the Vanniars by Parakramubahu VI was confined
to those Vanniars whose principlalitics existed on the route to Jaffna,3
and did not include those on the castern littornl. But the above,
information from Quayroz shows that at the end of the 15th century
when the Kotte kingdom was in dissarray, these arcas belonged to
Kotte, which strongly suggests that at the height of its power under

30, C.H.J. Vol. VI, p. 266.

31, Queyroz, Bk. iii. p. 528.

32, Political History of the kingdom of Kotte, G.P.V. Somaratna, pp. 102 ff.
33, Pathmanathan, p, 268.
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Parakramabahu VI, it could and did exercise effective suzerainty over
the eastern regions. It is very probable that the Vanniars of Trinco-
malee and Kottiyar regions submitted to the suzerninty of the Kotte
kingdom when their colleagues in the present Vanni districts were forced
to yield to superior military might around 1450 A.D). In other words,
the Trincomalee area, which as we have scen. does not seem (o have
been under the king of Jaffna in 1500 A.D., ucknowledged the
suzerainty of Kotte, probably around 1450 A.D), certuinly around
1500 A.D. Thus the control of the kingdom of Juf¥un over Trincomalee
(if indeed it ever existed) did not last for more than u century at the
very most; it was more probably no more thun fifty years. Tt must
be emphasised too that the Batticalou region, which, as shown elsewhere,
was colonised by Tamil spcaking peoples close to the 16th century,
was never under, or formed puart of, the kingdom of Jaffna.

The expansion of the kingdom of Jaffna, therefore, is not the
somewhat simplistic process (described but not analysed by historians)
of a wave of invaders from the Vanniar caste of south India attacking
the present Vanni at the behest of the king of Jaffna, and holding it
thereafter as a fiel of Jaffna. The above analysis shows that in all

i probability, the kingdom of Jaffna did not expand outside the peninsula

1ill the end of the 13th century, A.D., except along the western littoral.
The Vanniar domination of Trincomalee took pliace in the 13th century
independent of the rule of Jaffna, and inscriptionnl evidence shows
that till the 15th century, this independence continued, if indeed it was
cver lost. Thus, if the tradition in the }wivaapdtal of a group of Vanniars
conquering the Vanni in a wave of conquest is correct. (and this is
questionable, as other data shows that ‘Frincomalee, included in the
description, was independent till the end of the 14th century), this
wave of conquest would have occurred in the late 14th or early 15th
century, i.e. approximately between 1375 and 1450 A.D. Even after
this, the boundary was not stutic, The Trincomalee area was lost to
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the king of Kotte after the latterhad conquered Jaffna, and, as the last
w'ill of king Dharmapala shows, cven after the king of Jaﬂ,‘na regained
his dominions around 1470 A.D.. Trincomaice was permanently lost
Il:l the interior, the Vanniars, some of whom, in the north-certral p1:0:
vince, continued to be Sinhula, gave their loyalty to WhO(;VCl' was
the more powerful ruler. On the western coast, the territory up to
Mannar from Munde! was lost to the Poitugese in 1560 A.D. Thus
the boundary of the Jaffna kingdom on their southern fr(.)nt‘ier was
a fluid one for the éntire period of the existence of this kingdom.
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CHAPTER VIII

INFLUENCE OF TAMIL SPEAKING PEOPLE ON
ADMINISTRATIVE MILITARY AND
COMMERCIAL AFFAIRS

The existence of certain Tamil terms in the nomenclalure of the
administrative hierarchy of the ancient and mediaeval Sinhala kingdom,
the existence of Tamil mercenary regiments in the army of this king-
dom, and the existence of south Indian mercantile guilds in Sri Luanka
has led to a general impression of a predominant Tamil influcvee in
these sectors of the national life of ancient Sri Lanka. As mentioned
often in these pages, this subject has to be studied in the background
of the Sinhala administrative, military and commercial systems then
existing, if a proper evaluation of the influence of Tamils in these liclds
is to be accurately evaluated, and such an analysis is attempted in the

next few paragraphs.

Administrative Affairs

The Brahmi inscriptions of Sri Lanka show the existence of a
considerable number of officers who served to assist tho king in the
duties of administration, during the pre Christian crit. But the general
impression that one gets from a study of these inscriptions is that the
administrative system, until the 4th century A.D.. wav comparatively
simple one. The great inter-connected irrigation system, requiring a
high degree of technical expertisse to operate it, hind not yct grown, 1o
the full complexity it attained in later times. Tho extensive viharas
with their large land holdings and numerous NCrVing populations
had not yet developed. In these circumstances, while the inscriptions
reveal the existence of a few leading officials such a ministers, generals,
treasurers etc., the host of minor officials known In luter inscriptions

of the Anuradhapura period was not known.
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But, with the economic system, and, consequently, the great units
of the economy such as the vihdras becoming more complex, the bureau-
cracy also grew. The construction of inter-connected tanks, the
development of new lands and the growth of the population itself
necessitated that both the central and regional administration had
to increase in numbers and complexity. “It was a very important
responsibility of the Statc to maintain the vast and complex irrigation
system in efficient working conditions. .and there was a separate depart-
ment of state for this”®. “An army of subordinate officials, civil and
military, functioncd in the 9th and 10th centuries for collecting the
revenues due to the state, for keeping proper accounts of them..” !

The increasing complexity of the bureaucracy would have resulted
in the creation of new posts, and offices of state to meet the new needs,
unknown earlier to the simpler needs of the Sinhala administration.
In this context, it is interesting to note that the Sinhala inscriptions of
the 9th and 10th centuries contain several words that have been attri-
buted as being loaned from the Tamil language, such as mekappar,
melatsi, peranitluvan, ulpaiu, kanakkar, kolpatti and mandrandi. Tt has
been suggested that most of these words relate to administration
and revenue, and are indicative of the increasing importance of Tamils
in military and political affairs. 2

This view is oversimplistic. Firstly, it is doubtful whether some
of these words had a Tamil origin at all. All these words have to be
considered in the context of the inscriptional record in which they appear.
For example, the word melatsin that appears in the Anuradhapura
slab inscription® of Kassapa V appears in regard to villages and lands
pertaining to the various member viharas of the Abhayagiri fraternity.
After specifying that members of the royal family should not enter and
take away labourers, buffaloes, oxen etc.,, or cut down trees, the
inscription specifies, ‘melatsi novadna is@ i.e. the melatsi shall not enter.
Similarly, the inscription of an Uda Mahayid (I0th century) says+*
that the virl, perendttu and melatsi shall not enter the village.

U.H.C. p. 373
Pathmanathun, p. 32,
E. Z. vol. 1. pp 41-57,
Ibid, pp 182-190,
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The Moragoda inscription of Kassapa IV® also lays down that
melagsi shall not enter (Here the word is spelled as melakshi). The
Mihintale Tablets of Mahinda IVé lay down that the ku/i and the
melatsi would be taken over as the sole property of the vihara, The
Iripinniyava inscription says that the district headmen should not appro-
priate the melaisin, the Sinhala coolies and the Tamil coolies.” The
context of these inscriptions show that the melafsin were a class which
was not held in high regard, and that they seem to have been serfs
attached to the various institutions. It would seem, therefore, that the
word melatsi was not a Tamil loan word given to any new institution,
but was really a corrupted Sinhala form of Sanskrit mleccha, meaning
outcaste or foreigner.

Another such alleged loan word is perenattuvan, which also
appears in the forms perendstiyam, perendltivam and  perenditu.
Wickremasinghe, tentatively, took the word to mcan Tamil natiar,
i.e. villagers. This is not acceptable in the context of the inscriptions.
For example, in the Anurddhapura slab inscription of Kassapa V,
the word appears in the phrase ‘Gt vehera kam navamat denu isd
pérenno van viri tanat perendfiiyam no vadnd isd@’ i.e. that perendtfiyan
shall not enter the places occupied before.® The inscription of Uda
Mahaya, referred to above, says ‘mehi...gambimat vari perenatiu
melatsin novadna isi’, i.e. labourers, perendffu and melatsi shall not
enter.” Similarly, in the Buddanehala inscription of Kassapa V,°
it is said ‘ulvadu perendiu novadni kot isd’, i.e. perenattu and ulvidu
shall not enter. Obviously, all these references are to certain classes
of people, who, because of a low social status they occupied in the
community, could not enter the lands. In view of this, the idea of
Wickremasinghe that the word refers to villagers in general may be
disregarded , as it would have been a meaningless and self defeating
act to debar all villagers from entering the monastery. Nor is the word

Ibid. pp. 200-207.
Ibid, pp. 75-113.

E.Z. Vol. L. p. 163-171.
Ibid, pp. 41-47.

Ibid. pp. 182-190.

10, Ibid, pp. 191-200.
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perendftu of Tamil origin, as neither this word, nor its variants, appears
in the Madras University Tamil Lexicon as a Tamil word. On the
other hand, ndttiyam can be derived from Sanskrit natya, dance or
play, and this may refer to a class of dancrs, the word again being a
corrupted Sinhala form of an original Sanskrit word.

Similar remarks apply to the word wlvidu. The Buddhanehela
inscription has the words ‘wlvadd perendtu novadna kot is@ tudise novedna
kot is@ varivan nogannd hot..'. Ulvdadu has been derived from Tamil
ulpiadu, occuring in Travancore inscriptions in the context of officers
of the temple.'t  Paranavitane also has taken the word to have a Tamil
origin, from u/, meaning interior, and padu, to sing, which the interprets
to meun that u/vadu meant a class of functionaries who had the right
to cuter the inner music hall of the royal place. But this interpretation
doces not stand analysis.'® Wickremasinghe, on the basis of the inter-
pretation given in the Ruvanmala, has derived the word from hulvidu,

" basket weaver.® In fact, an inscription at Kataragama records the
form of the word as hulvadu, which supports this suggestion. In this
context, it may be remembered that in the Buddanehela inscription,
ulvadu appears along wiith perenditiyam (dancers, as shown above)
and tudise (drummers) as classes forbidden to enter the land. In Sri
Lanka even today, drummers and dancers are regarded as an inferior
caste, and in the full context of this phrase, ulvadu, drummers and dancer
shall not enter, merely means that these social groups were not to enter
the lands; the interpretation of a Tamil origin to give the meaning of
dancer to ulvadu is obvious nonsense within the context of the phrase.

‘M, E.Z. Vol. UI, p. 97. :

w, E.Z Vol V_,Pp. 1,p.130,fn. 1. Inthe Badulla pillar inscriptionitis said that
*vitri, perenattiyam and ulvadu’’ shall not enter. Ulvadu most probably were
vlass of functionaries who had the right of entry to the inner music hall of the

. royal palace, and perenattu (pere—front or outside; natya-—dancing) a lower
grade who were not permitted to proceed further than the dancing hall in the
music hall in the outer precints of the palace’. If the view of Paranavitana
In correct, the words should always appear together. This is not so. The)
{nncription of Uda Mahaya says that the perenattu shall not enter; but does
not debar the ulvadu. Nor does the word ulvadu appear in the Tamil lexicon,
showing that it was not a Tamil word at all. Nor can one imagine why,
when the inscription of Uda Mahaya says that royal officers should not enter,
why it specially singles out the dancers in the royal palace for disbarment
of entry ino the lands. More prabably, ulvadu as well as perenattu referred to

socially inferior folk, who were forbidden to enter the lands.
13, E.Z. VYol. L. p. 199, in. 12,
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The word mandrandi also seems to be of Sinhala rather than Tamil

origin. For example, in the Badulla pillar inscription, of the 10th
~ century, the word appears in the phrase “me Hopiligamu padi lad kenekun

gittan gamat @ kala mandridin vanigramayan. . ... ..Il.llllfl(l..:pere sirit
dada ganut misa aniya nokaranu isd..” (When- the hmlnljs of whoever
has received the village come, the mandrandi, the vumgrr‘mm. e
shall levy the taxes according to former cust(.)m.)'n The c.on-text
seems to mean that the mandradin, along with lhc' vannigrima
consisted of those who had administrative and judicinl authority,
and does not seem to mean intermediary, or onc who plcu.ds
the cause of others, one who brings a dispute beforﬁf the court -(m
adjudication etc., which is the meaning of the Tamil word manradi.
It is more probable that this word, which has so far })cen found olﬂy
in this inscription, was derived, not from t.he Tamil word IH(HII“l.L(.lI..
but from the Sanskrit word mentradhara, meaning counsellor or advisor.

Two words, mekappar and kanakkar, are deﬁnitg loar'x V\{Ol‘d s from
Tamil, The word mekappar, appearing in several inscriptions, secm
to be derived from Tamil meykappar, 1.e. bodyguard, and I\‘(l”dk/\'(li‘
is a Tamil word for accountant. Itis probable that some ofhihc chumxu.\ts
to the Sinhala throne who invaded the country with T.am‘l mercenaries
continued to use these mercenaries after they had ach}ch(l power, and
that the word used for these guards, meykappar, passed into the |nn,y,ungt':,
so that the royal bodyguards came to be known as mc.lm.ppulr. Hul_lllns
does not mean that the mekappar continued to be of foreign origin,
and that the original Tamil bodyguards continued to occupy p(?SlllO.n
of power and influence for a long time. It may be mentloned in this
connection that the entry of any words into a languuge tlocs. not imply
in any way that the original users of those words hud to h:: ina predlo-
minant position over that language for a long time. For example,
the Tamil word Kaccheri, used even today for the oﬂh‘:o of the Govern-
ment Agent of each district all over Sri Lanka, was orlpinally used fqr .the
centres of administration of the Madras government when the maritime
provinces were placed under it after thesc provinces were conquered
by the British in 1796 A.D. Even after the rule of the Madras govern-

15, E.Z. Vol. V, Pt. 2, pp 177-195.
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mont ceused in 1802, i.e. six years later, the word continued to be used,
und passed into common parlance. To quote another example, the
Portugese word ‘almariya’ is used in the Bengali language for cupboard,
though the Portugese held only a minor fort on the Hughli river, and
by no means dominated Bengal at any time. A similar process would
have happened to the word meykappar, which, originally used for Tamil
bodyguards, subsequently came to mean bodyguard in general. In
this cornection, it is significant that all the mekappar mentioned in the
inscriptions bore, not Tamil names, but traditional Sinhala names.
Had the mekappar continued to be of foreign origin, they would have
borne non Sinhala names.

Nor is there evidence of Tamil influence on the administrative
system of the Polonnaruva kingdom, though, during the Cola period of
70 years, the Rajarata and the Mayarata would have been run under
the administrative model prevalent in the Cola country. The Nikdya
Sangrahaya™  and the inscriptions on the seats of the Council Chamber
ol Nissankamalla' give an idea of the titles prevalent in the Polon-
maruva kingdom, and all these titles have a Sinhala origin. Parana-
vitana has attributed a Tamil origin to the word kada in the term kada
gosthaychi dattavun, one of the oflicials mentioned in the Council Chamber
inscriptions."™ But the word hada in the sense of & market place, appear
in the Milindapanha,™ w pali work of Indin of the first century B.Cs,
and the origin of the word in the Council Chumber inscriptions may well
be Puli or Sunnkett, rithor than Tamil,

Also, the words demala ley daru, appearing in the phrase demala
leydaru poss atvara Wvana dev, in the Panakaduva inscription of 1082
A, iwcd by Vijuyabihu I of Polonnaruva, has been translated as
Atvara Liyina Dev, the (keeper of) the register of Tamil clerks,* and
the implication that this refers to a large number of Tamil clerks in
the wervice ol the Polonatuva kings has been emphasised. But this

18 Nks. p. 21,

17, JLRAS. (CB), Vol XXIX, No. 77, pp. 304 fr.

18, U.H.C. p. 540.

1. Sri Swinangala Sabdakoshaya, Ed. Vilivitiye Sorata, Col. 1963, p. 221.
20, F, Z. Vol, V, Pt. 1, pp. 1-27. )
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does not appear to be a correct translation. From the point of view
of practical administration, this translation implies that the number of
Tamil clerks in the royal service was so large that a special officer whose
sole duty was to maintain lists of them was necessary.  There is no
evidence in other sources for such a large number of clerks, of any
linguistic persuasion, in the administration of the time. The term
ley daru appears in records of the Anuradhapura period,*  and the
phrase ley daru pota, taken in isolation, can be translated as clerical
record, or register maintained by the clerks. Thus, the term Demala
ley daru pota can be more probably translated as clerical register of
Tamils, i.c. a register where the number of Tamils living in the kingdom,
or capital, was maintained, for security or other reasons.

Nor is there any trace of Tamil influence in the administration of
the kingdoms of Dambadeniya, Yapahuva, Kurunigala and Gampala,
i.e. the period betwcen 1230 and 1400 A.D. The literature and ins-
criptions of the period refer to various officials, but it is only towards the
end of this period that we come across the word mudali, which seems to

- have been gradually been substituted for the older title amatya. Since

the term occurred in south Indian documents of a somewhat earlicr
period, it probably was a term borrowed from south India.

The entry of loan words into a language is too complex a process
to be dogmatic on the influence wielded by the original users of these

- words. Such influence, as may be seen in the case of the word mekappar,

may have been of short duration. It may be that the risc of new local

- conditions, which may have had their parallel in south Indin, muy have

resulted in new administrative posts arising for these new locul condid-
tions being called by their south Indian equivalents. For example, the
word ganaka, i.e. accountant, is found in the Brahmi inscriptions of the
pre Christian era,** which shows that the profession way known
among the ancient Sinhalas. But the word used in the inscriptions of
the later Anuridhapqra period was the Tamil kanahhar, 11 iy pussible
that the complex administrative system necessary in tho case of the
monasteries of the time, which had their parallel in the developments

2. UHC. p. 374

2, 1.0.C., No. 212,
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of the temple administration of Hindu temples in soutl! India, led 't: t'hls
term being borrowed from Tamil. T hl-ls, we cannot, without c_onsé ' e;lrig
the large number of officials revealed in thesg documents bearing Sin at
names and Sinhala titles, say that Tamil influence was-prec}ommgn ,
or even considerable, in the administrative systems of the varlous king-

doms that existed during the period of this sludy.l

Military Affairs

1t is probable that the army of the kin'g of Anuraddhapura, .1111 tfhe
early period, consisted of a small.professmnal bodyguard'hwlvhlj‘; h<31:
purposes of war, an army was recrultec} from the country. e A aha-
vamsa describes?®  the manner in which the army of Dupphagamagl
(2nd century B.C.) was recruited, and says that the total. strength.of this
army was eleven thousand one hundred and ten warriors. This do«;,s
not mean that this was necessarily an accurate figure. It merely
means that according to the ideas of the 5th century, when the author of
the Mahavamsa was writing his work, a special army was regarded as
necessary for the waging of war, and a strength of .11,000 men wa_s
regarded as a powerful force. 1t is probable that the tlth'S of clzz:ittagga-
haka (parasol bearer) and asiggihaka (sxvorfi bffrer), seen in the a mu}ls-
trative system of ¢he Anurddhapura period ** shows a remnant ol a
time when the tribal chiefs were attended by it ese personages, and doing
these actual duties, at a time when he had only a bodyguard.

In time, with the incrcase of the power and pretensions of the?e_
chiefs, especially that of the chief of Anuradhapura who subsequen} 3;
established paramountcy over the whole' Island, 2 more powertt
professional army would have come into existence. The very ‘ex1stenl:e
of the title Senapati, i.e. commander of troops, knovyn both from the
chronicles® and inscriptions® from the carliest times, s.hows‘ tl.lat
the kings of Anuradhapura maintained a standing army. An m's‘crlp-‘uog
of the 4th century A.D. showsa garrison of suc.h solidiers, md]nté}me' |
by the grant of lands.®” The actual size of this body of professiona

28, Mhv. XXIII, vv. 96-100.

2¢, U.LLC. p. 369,

25, Mhv. XXXIII, v. 33.

26, 1.0.C. No.251.

27, E. Z. Vol. v, Pt. 1, pp 111-119.
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soldiers is not known, but it was with the aid of such troops that the

kings maintained a centralised administration and effective control.
of the country.

It was in such s context that, in the 7th century, there was a large
influx of Tamil mercenary troops from south India, who accompanied the
various pretenders who came to win the Sinhala throne. It is probable
that such claimants who won the kingship retained the Tamil troops
who had accompanicd them, reimbursing them by the grant of lands
In the course of time, they secm to have become permanent regiments.

During the Cola conquest and aftcrwards, one finds more such
Tamil regiments in the royal service, who, on occasions, exerted some
influence on political matters. Onc such military community was the
Velaikkarar, a south Indian military group who had served a the army

- of the Cola empire in several of its provinces. They seem to have

been a composite group of persons of different linguistic affinities, such
as Tamils, Telvgus and Malayalis, and they seem to have been organised
as a corporate body. “The tone and contents of the inscription of the
Velaikkarar suggests that tt ey were an autonomous group which entered
Into agreements with others through their leaders.”

Even after the expulsion of the Colas, Vijayabahu I seems to have
employed them. In the 30th year of his reign, the Velaikkdrdar rebelled
against him and plundered Polonnaruva when he wished to invade
south India.®® Though the mutiny was ruthlessly suppressed, with
the ring leaders being burnt alive, after the death of Vijayabihu I in
1110 A.D., an inscriptionat Polonnaruva® records that the Ra@jaguru,
i.e. royal preceptor Mugalan Mahathera pave over to them the task
of protecting the Tooth Relic of the Buddha, the symbol of sovereignty

29, Paranavitane, in E.Z. Vol. VI, Pt. I, pp. 13-20, has published an inscription
found at Madirigiriya, which he has attributed to a Mahinda VI, a king hitherto
not found in the accepted chronicles, where the phrase Velakara balat novadni
isa, i.e. Velakara and soldiers shall not cnter, allegedly appears. However,
I am doubtful of this reading, as the cstampage is very damaged at this point.
Moreover, this inscription is alleged to mention the Javakas, with which point
Paranavitane become obsessed in his later writings. This inscription, therefore,
does not give conclusive evidence that the Velaikkarar were employed in the
army of 9th century Sri Lanka.

30, Pathmanathan, pp. 75: 78.

31, Cv. LX, vv. 35-44.

32, E.Z. Vol IT, p. 242.
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of the Sinhala kings. This probably was done because th.e r:;igning
monarch, Vikramabahu II, was a Hindu by religious persusion, and
the Mahathera Mugalan thought it best, under the mrcun_lstances, to
institute his own arrangements {0 protect the Tooth Relic, as royal

protection over it was lacking.

But this contruct scems (o huwve broken down, as we find that the
Tooth Relic had been tuhen to Rohama.  After the death ofVijz‘iyab:ahu 1,
the country wu divided among his family, with his son ruling in the
Rajarata and his nephewsdividing up the Maiyirata un‘d. Rohana between
them. "There was constant civil war between these princes, and at some
stage the Tooth Relic was taken to the south. Poss.lbly because they
were [reed from its this contract, the Velaikkards again pr?ved to be a
disturbing factor. When Gajabahu, son of ' Vlkramgbal_m II 'and

.gran.dson of Vijayabahu succeeded to the Rajarata, his rival 'prmces
attacked him from Rohana and Mayarata, and suborned the Velaikkarar,
so that Gajabahu had to take refuge elsewhere.3s After Parakramabahy I,
ruler of Mayarata, finally conquered the Rajarata, his aunt at Rohana,
Supali, refused to acknowledge him, so that troops had_to b.e despat?hfad
against her. On this occasion, the troops at Kotthasara, i.e. Kottiyar,
including the Velaikkarar, rebelled, and attempted to attack Polonnaruva,
but were repulsed.3¢

A second group of Tamil mercenaries was the A}(ampati. They
arc mentioned in inscriptions in south India erm t‘he time of the Cola
ruler Kullotunga I (1070-1120 A.D.), and their chlcf.‘s were known as
Akampati mudalis>  Akampati pentukal (Akampatl. wor_‘nep) served
in the royal apartments and temples.®® An u_wcrlgtlc.)n from
the time of Gajabahu II of Polonnaruva,®® the earliest lithic record

A

' ation in Mediaeval Sri Lanka; the problem of Vikramabahu 1
. Z,’,',','/ 5:3:71{(115;0?260}'Sirima Kiribamune, Sri Lanka Journal of South Asian Studies,
8, vol I, pp. 12-32. ’
B, Cv. EXNI, v, 24,
a0, Ihid, LXXIV, v. 44
37, AR, No, 72 of 1926,
38, A.R.L. No. 506 of 1912.
39, ET. vol. }, pp. 14-17.
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in Sri Lank referring to the Akampati, refers to the grant of an akampati
palanquin bearer of this king. These references suggest that the akam-
palis were members of the kings personal bodyguards, and were perhaps
in a more trusted position than the Velaikkarar. * The Nikd ya Saigrahayq
says that Parakramabahu I used thousands of Akampati troops in his
campaigns, though, in this instance, the guthor seems (o have thrown
back the conditions of his own time, and used the term akampati
for local troops as well 4 '

While these Tamil troops seem to have been utilised by the various
princes who contended for supremacy during the Polonnaruva period,
the method of quoting these instances in isolation to give an exaggerated
and " distorted picture of their actual influence in the military machine
of the Polonnaruva kings should be avoided. The Sinhala kings wisely
maintained a balance of power within the army, so that, while the main
forces were Sinhalg regiments, both regular and militia, even the foreign
regiments were recruited so as to maintain a balance between each other.

Firstly, there were the professional Sinhala regiments. The Cily-
vamsa refers to the Sinhala regiments such as those who rebelled agains(
Mahinda V in the 10th century, forcing the latter to flee to Rohy ngy. !
Sinhala regiments rebelled against Parakramabahu I at Kotthysitry,
Thus it is a distortion of the total picture to view the professional soldicrs
of the Polonnaruva army as consisting of foreign mercengries only.

Secondly, there was the militia that was called up at need. The
Calavamsa records that Gokanna, general of Gajabihu U, redied
his own army as well s the people of the country (ratthavisik aselancq)
and marched against Parakramabihu.® In describing the campuign of
Parakramabahu I against Rohana, the Calavamsa reovords 1hyt the
army and the people of the district (saratthavasika,, .., .. miahdeani)
stood ready to oppose hipl.“‘* The Cialavamsa, descitbing the manner

40, Nks. p. 21. See also supra,
41, Cv. LV, ws5; 12,

42, Ibid, LXXIV, v. 44,

43, Tbid, LXX v. 82,
4. Ibid, LXXIN, v, 52.
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in which Parakramabahu collected troops for his projected attack on the
Rajarata, from his capital at Mayirata, says that after he raised and
posted these troops, he raiscd several thousand foreign soldiers such
4 Keralas.®® The differentintion shown in the last reference clealry
shows that the militin ruised in the country consisted of Sinhala troops

and no other.

Thirdly, the Polonnuruva Kings maintained regiments of foreigners
other thun Tamils, such ux the Maliyalam speaking Keralas, and the
Kannfidn (Kurndta) speaking Mysoris.®  Even today, under a united
India. there is little love lost between these two groups, and between
both of thom and Tamil speakers, and the employment of such different
linguistic groups in ancient times. coming as they did from different
and vival kingdoms in India, would have been the safeguard of the
Sinhulu kings against domination by one group of foreign mercenaries.

Thus there is no basis for the statement?” that the Tamils ‘played
a key role in commercial and military affairs’. While there were foreign
professional mercenaries, the large majority, when the militia is included,
consisted of Sinhala troops, and besides, the foreign troops themselves
consisted of rival linguistic groups who would not have normally joined
for common action. Common prudencc on the part of the Polonnaruva
kings would have necessitated that they had a majority of Sinhala
troops in an army which, in the case of their foreign wars, had to fight
Tamil states.

There are no specific references that Tamil troops served in the army
of the Dambadeniya kings, but since such troops served in the army
of the kings who succeeded them, the probability is that a segment of
the professional troops consisted of Tamil soldiers. The_Cdlavamsa
has a reference to a group of foreign mercenaries called the Ariyas, who
have been identified by Codrington us Rajputs.*® This identification is
not certain, and they may have even heen Pindyan soldiers.*®

45, Ibid, LXIX, v. 18.

6, Thid, LXXIV, v. 4LV, w. 5;12.

47, Pathmanathan, p. 83. .

8 C.ALR. Vol X, p. 88. .

40, Gunasinghe, Unpublished Thesis, 19RO,
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The use of Tamil troops continved till the later period as well.
However, after the capital of the consecrated ruler of the Island was
shifted to the wet zone of the country, the nature of the army also changed.
The army of the dry zone kingdoms had a considerable number of
professional soldiersy but in the wet zone kingdoms of Gampala,
Kotte etc; the cxistence of powerful Sendpatis, i.e. generals, who on
occasion acted as kingmakers, is virtually unknown. The army
consisted of more the militia, called up in times of war, than
professional troops.’® Thus the numerical strength of the mercenary
troops also would have been lov,, and it is in this conteXt that we must
analyse the references to Tamil troops in the documents of the period.

The Gadalideniya inscription, indited in 1344 A.D., refers 1o the
Sinhala Demala send i.e. the Sinhala and Tamil army as among the
officialdom  of the king of Gampala, Bhuvenekabihu IV.* The
Niyangampéya sannasa, of 1373 A.D.,”* says that certain images in the
Niyangampdya vihara in Gampala were constructed in the name of the
eight commanders of the Sirhala and Tamil army. Among the
signatories to this document are ‘mdla agampadi netti agampadi atuliry
Demala Sinhala sevama (sic) atadend vamha’. (we being) the eight
(generals) of the Tumil and Sinhala army including the méla agampadi
and netti agampadi). The Nikdya Sangrahaya records that among the
troops concentratcd by Nigsanka Alagakkonira at Kotte to attack the
army of the king of Jaffna were Tamils.®® 1In the army of Sapumal
Kumaraya which attacked the Jaffna kingdom around 1450 AD. were
Tamil, Tulu and Malala soldiers in addition to Sinhala (roups,®

5, At the end of the 17th century, the army of the Kandyan kinvfom consisted
of 2,950 men of the regular army, and 13,600 militia. “These fiy oo were given
to the Dutch by Tennekoon Disava, the former commander ol the Kandyan army
who had fled to them for refuge, andmay be regarded as rebiuble,  {Sec JR.AS.
C.B.) (N.S), Vol. V. p. 160). While the numerical strength of the Kandyan
army may have been at thislow figure because of extensive - araun e population
in the 16th century during the Portugese period, the gow vl picnae ol o small
professional army and a large militia would hold true fur the earller period as well,

51, E,Z. Vol.IV,.pp. 90-110.

52, Sghityyaya, 1972, p. 128.

53, Nks. P. 27.

34, Kokila Sandesaya, v. 289.
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What is significant here is that by the time of the 14th century
segments of the mercenary troops of the carlier period such as Velaikkira;
Kc{'alas, Karnatas, etc have disapeared, and only the akampati remaine&,
which would have been natural if they were originally bbc‘iyguards 55
and the professional army came to be restricted to a smali force ,of
bodyg}xa}'ds during the period of the kingdoms of the wet zone. More-
over, it is not certain whether the akampali troops referred to during
th1§ per}od were entirely ‘Tamil troops. The Nikdya Saﬁgrah'aya
wrlt‘ten in 1386 A.D., classifies the forces sent by P'ara'»kramabahﬁ I
against  Burma into navani and aagampadi®® Navani means naval
f’orccs. and if so, the term agampadi used here must mean land forces
~in general, as it is clear that theentire army could not consist b[‘ Tamil
agan'zpa(_li mercenaries. Since we know, however, that .the akampati
gopsxsteq af a separate military community in the Polonnaruva perio&
it is obvious that the author of the Nikdya Sangrahaya was throwing’
bac'k the conditions of his time to describe the activities of the Polonnaruva
period, two hundred years before him, where the term at;ainpac;i
had ceased to mean a military caste, but had come to mean profoessional

‘troops in general, such professional troops not necessarily being
Tamil troops.

The Tamil segments of the army, therefore of the kingdoms of
Gal-npala and Kotte thus seems to have been smaller than in the earlier
period. The professional army itself scems to have been smaller; which
means that the number employed of foreigners also would ha;e been
less. Ar}long this army were professional Sinhala troops as well, and
the m111t1a called up in time of war would have been entirely Sinfzalas.
In times of war, kings would have hired other troops. such as those
who accompanied Sapumal Kumaraya, for the duration of the war.

Commercial Activities

The [nd}an Ocean was the scene of considerable trading activity
frqm curly times. Free, generally, from violent storms and typhoons
it is also free from fogs and other natural obstacles to navigation. Mor;
over the monsoons, blowing in predictable directions at predictable times.

55, See supra.

56 ;
. Nk;.npd_z’l‘. WIngn quoting from the Sinhala sources, I have retained the form
agamadi as used in these sources. The correct form is akampadi.
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are a unique feature of this ocean, which permitted mind propelled ships,
over, the monsoons, blowingin predictablcdircctionsat predictabletimes,
which, before, the invention of the tack sail in Europe in the 15th
century, depended on wind direction, to sail to their destination on a
planned pattern. Thus Sri Lanka, which is in the centre ol the routes
across this ocean, became an entrepot of trade from early times,

As pointed out elscwhere, in this work, the very settlement of Aryan
speaking peoples in Sri Lanka probably took place during the course of
trading activitics.’ Whilc this shows trading relations with India,
Sri Lanka had cqually vigorous relationships in this field with Europe
and China as well. Chinese records mention the brirging in of ivory
and buffalo horns to China from Sri Lanka in 97 A.D.® Large hoards
of Roman coins, datcable to the 5th century A.D., have been found in
Sri Lanka, showing large scale trading with the Roman Empire. In
this context, the statement of ahistorian that “the lifeline of (SriLarka’s)
cconomy was with South India. She was dependent on south India
for her import of textiles and metals, while most of her most valuable
products. .. .were taken to south Indian ports from which they were
re-exported to many parts of the world”®® is a ludicrous twisting
of historical facts.

There can be no denying that there was extensive trade with south
India; but that Sri Lanka’s economic life was dependent on trade with
south India is not borne out by any evidence whatsoever.  Firstly,
ancient economies, except perhaps in city states such as Venice, were
rarely dependent on trade with other countries. At a time when the
unit size of the carrier transporting goods (such as sailing ships, bullock
carts etc.) were small, it is unlikely that all the requirements ol Sri Lanka
such as its food, clothing etc., were brought in from outside the country.

Secondly, as shown above, Sri Lanka had trading relutions from the
carliest times with other countries, in both Axin and Europe. For
example, Cosmas, writing in the 5th century A.D.,, records that ships
from India, Persia and Ethiopia came to Sri Lunka for the exchange of
goods.®® Also, the evidence shows that far from importing textiles

57. Anurddhapura Yugaya, Fd. A. Liyanagumuge and  R.A LN, Gunawardene,
Vidyalankara Press, 1961, pp. 177 198,

58, Ibid.

58, Pathmanathan, p. 66

60, Christian Topography of Cosmay, Ed.J. W. Mecrindle, p. 365.
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from ¢outh India, Sri Lanka actually exported textiles. The Rdjataran-
gani, a chronicle of Kashmir, says that the queen of Mihirakula (pro-
bably the Hun king of that name of the Sth century A.D.) used silk
exported from Sri Lanka.®" The Periplus of the Erythrean Sea,
a work of the 5th century A.D., says that Sri Lankan cotton fabrics
were exported to other countries.®™ A work called the Tirthakalpa
records that a merchant from Sii Lanka took colton fabrics from Sri
Lanka to Bhirukutcecha, o porth Tndian port.® Nor is there evidence
that metals were imported from south Tndin; on the contrary,
references in the Mahdvamsa®  suggest that metal deposits were found
in the WWland itself.  Thus, the alleged dependence of Sri Lanka on the
south Tndian trade seems to be an exercise in imaginative fiction than
an attemipt at serious historical analysis.

With the Cola conquest of the northern portion of Sri Lanka in
the 10th century, many south Indian guilds seem to have commenced
operations in Sri Lanka. Several inscriptions of an organisation called
the Ticai ayiraftu annuruvirs®  which seems to have had a wide-
spread network, as its inscriptions are found in places as far away as
peninsular India, Sumatra, Burma and Majapuahit are found in Sri Lanka
as well. An old Tamil verse records that it carried out its activities
in eighteen lands, of which Cinkalam, i.e. Sinhala, heads the list.s6
They had several sub groups, such as the Vualanciyar, Virakkoti and
Cettiyar.57

The appearance of this trade guild in Sri Lanka coincided with,
in the 11th century, a great stimulus of trade in the Indian Ocean. In
Europe, the period saw the invasion of the middle cast by the Europeans,
who sought to capture Palestine for Christianity, and they established a
serics of small kingdoms in and around Syria which lay athwart the
medineval trade routes.®® Professor Hitti points out that while in the

81, Rdjatarangani, Bk. i., p. 295. -

82, Periplus of the Evythrean Sea, Ed. Schoff. p. 47.

63, Archuclogical Survey of India, Annual Reports, 1905/05, p. 144,

64 Mhv., XXVII, v. 16.

8%, 11, Vol. I, p. 46 ff.

6, C1T1.1 Vol lL p. 9.

67, 1bid. :

68,  Mediaeval Trade Routes, H. Baker, Historical Association Pamphlet No. 11,
London, 1978, p. 15. ‘
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Orient, European noblecmen acquired new tastes in perfumes, spices
and other tropical products.® Also, by this time in the east, the Sri
Vijayan empire had weakened, and the dependence of the southern Sung
dynasty in China for trade goods, which hitherto had been satisfied
by Sri Vijaya, led to a great expansion of the Chinese mercantile marine,
with ships being built that could carry hundreds of men and a ycar’s
supply of grain.™® As a result, Chinese ships commenced coming
into the Indian Occan in large numbers, and inthe early 14th century,
the emperor Yung Lo adopted the device of sending great fleets of
ships to tributory countries, to collect tribute as well as trade goods.71

There is no doubt, therefore, that the south Indian trade guilds
aoted above would have taken an active part in the new stimulus of
trade that was felt in the Indian Ocean after the 11th century A.D.,
which did not leave Sri Lanka untouched. There is reference to the
export of cinnammon from Sri Lanka in a letter written by a J.ewish
merchant in Aden, who wrote in 1130 A.D.” Da Coutosays that in the
time of Dambadeni Pandar Pracura Mabago (i.e. Parakramabahu 11
of Dambadeniya,) the Island became famous on account of the fine
cinammon that its jungles yielded.”® Bhuvenekabahu I of Yipahuva
(1272-1284 A.D.), in a letter to the Sultan of Egypt, promised lo
send, if necessary, twenty ships per year of various Sri Lankan produ(.:ts,
such as cinnamon and textiles, by way of trade.”* This stimulation
of external trade would naturally have resulted in the increase of qudc
within the country as well, by way of collecting these goods and selling
them to the various shippers who exported these goods.

69, History of the Arabs, Philip K. Hitti, Macmillun & Co. 1937, p. 667, )

70, Science and Civilisation in China, Joscph Needham, ( ambridge University Press,
1971, Vol. 1V, p. 464. "

71, The Fall of Sri Vijaya in Malay History, F.W, Wolters, ! und Humphrics,
London, 1970, p. 67 L. v, Pross

2. Letters of Medicaval Jowish Traders, 8. 1. Qolteln, Princeton Unlversity, Press,
1973, pp. 181-186.

73, JR.AS. ((.B.), Vol. XX, p. 05,

74, ihid, Vol, XXVH, No. 72, pp. 82-88.
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But it is difficult to speak, as some historians have done,” of 3
key role played by the Tamil population in the commercial affairs of
the country. It has been pointed out carlier in this work that the
Cﬂlavamsa carries several references lo market towns, and that one of the
officials whom Parakramabihu | summoncd for recruitment of troops
was the Setthinayaka, who is clearly referred to as a Lambakanna,
i.e. a family of Sinhala origin.™ The large number of villages ending
with ‘pola’ at the end of their name in Sri Lanka show that they were
market towns, suggesting a widespreud marketing network built up
without benefit of south Indian trade guilds. There is little doubt that
the traders who patronised these market towns were Sinhalas. Though
the town of Hettipola is alleged to have been so named because it was a
stronghold of the Ceitis, the Tamil guild shown above, it is equally
possible that the name was derived from the Pali word Selthi, the place
being so named because the chief merchant, was a Setthi, the chief of
the Setthis being the Setthinayaka (a Sinhala) shown above.

Mediaeval inscriptions carry several references to the Sitana
(Pali Setthi), i.e. merchant millionaires of the period who are clearly
Sirhalas. For example, among the grants made to the Gadaladeniya
Vihdra in 1344 A.D. was a gift made by 2 Kalu Sitana,”” and the
~Niyangampaya Sannasa,”® of 1373 A.D. refers to Jayamahale, one
‘of the donors in the document, as a situ. The Mayura Sandesaya
‘written, in the late 14th, century, describes the nagaram sifu, i.e. chief
setthi of the capital city, of the court of Bhuvenabahu V of Gampala.?
‘All these references show that the Sinhalas were by no means backward
in trading, and that leading members of society were rich traders.
It is clear that a large or even a major portion of the internal trade of
the country was carried on by Sinhala merchants, who probably
had their own guilds, led by sitanas.

‘5. Pathmanathan, p. 83..
8. Cv.LXIX,0.12. Setthi (See Childers, Pali-English Dictorary) meant millionaire

or banker, and the above word probably meant the chief of the sefrhis in the
kingdon.

7. E.Z. vol. 1V, pp. 90-110.
8. Sahitvaya, 1972,0p.128.
'S, Mayura Sandesaya Ed. W, F. Gunawardhana, Col, 1928, v. 159.
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Even in regard to the goods traded in ecast Asia, while a certain
amount would have been carried on by south Indian guilds, an equally
substantial portion would have been carried on by merchants of the
Sri Vijayan empire, and later on, by the Arabs. For example, it is
very probable that the name of Hambantota, now a minor fishing port
on the southern coust of Sri Lanka, is derived from Sampantota, from
the Malaysian sampans which sailed into this port. A similar origin
may be attributed to Sammanturai (Sampantota = Sammantota =
Tamilised Sammaniurai) on the eastern coast.

By the 8th century A.D., Islam gained a rapid hold in west A§ia
among thc Arabs, and by the end of the century, the Arab empire
stretched (rom the Indus to the Atlantic. By the 10th and 11th centuries,
the Muslims were invading India, and by the 13th century, (1292 A.D.)
there is definite cvidence of a Muslim kingdom in Sumatra.$ S.Q.
Fatemi points out that Arab traders had settled down in Malaysia some
time prior to even this date.™ In Sri Lanka there is a persistent
tradition that the wifc of Vanni Bhuvenekabahu, who ruled Kurunigala
around 1320 A.D., was a Muslim lady,®2 and there is definite
evidence that by the middle of the 14th century, Beruvala, on the
western coast, had a Muslim settlement.82 These Muslim inﬂuencgs
undoubtedly came through the activities of Arab traders, and therc is
evidence of settlements of Muslim traders in the coastal towns of Malaysia
from the 9th century onwards.8* It is clear, therefore, that the soqth
Indian merchant guilds did not have a monopoly on the l‘r'udc with
east Asia, and that they shared this trade, first with Sri Vijaya, and
then with the Arabs.

80,  Islamn comes to Malaysia, S. Q. Fatemi, London, 1968, p. 8. fI.

81, Ibid, ch. V.

82, Sahityaya,1965,p. 6%

8, J.R.AS. (C.B.) Vol. XXXIII, p.208. A document inthe Canarese language,
called the Poradara Sodera Ramani Kathe (J.R.AS. (C.N), 1910 b 884) des-
cribes a defeat of the armies of the Suratan, i.c. Sultan of Dolli who had esta
blished a customs housein Sinhala. This was probably a reference to the
settlement of Khwaja Jahan at Beruwala.

84, Islam comes to Malaysia, S. Q. Fatemi, p. 99.
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There is no doubt that Sri Lanka’s trade with the west, even from the
'l Oth century onwards, would have been maialy in Arab’ hands. Even
in 729 A.D. a Chinese work called the Hwi-chao refers to trade contacts
‘bctyw.?en Iraq and Sri Lanka,® and trade contacts would have been
sufficiently strong for the legend quoted by three Iraqui writerss® to say
that Chqsrose Nasirwan, king of Persia, (8th century) invaded Sri Lanka
<t]“her<? 1s a t.radition that Al Hajjaj, governor of Iraq, ordered M‘the'
. - invasion of Sind in north western India in the 9th century because Sindhi
pirates had attacked a ship carrying the orphaned children of Arab
merchanlts resident in Sri Lanka.8? The embassy sept by Bhuvenekabahu 1
of Yipahuva, referred to above, was led by Al laj Abu Uthman
an» Arab. There is no doubt, therfore, that the Arabs dominated tht’v
western trade from the 8th century, with very little evidence that the
south Indian guilds participated in this trade.

. Thus, considered in the general background, and when the sources
are gmnpm'cd, while the individual references to south Indian guilds
f:onsldclrcd in isolation, give the impression that they were import;xrt,
in trudmg activity. in actval fact their importance was not so hig};
_ap.d ceitainly they did nothold the key position in trading activity,
.lee z.zll aspects of Tamil activity, while the operations of Tamil merchants.
in Sri _Lanka had their place in the mercantile activitics of the time
it was in proportion to their numbers, and certainly must not be over-,
estimated or exaggerated.

85, Journal of the Greater India Soci
> / e G Society, Yol,
86, Persian Nuvigation, Wade Hassan, p.v((»'l. XXX, p. 203.

87, Ceylon, An Account of the Islund I'ennent, Vol. 1, p. 590 ff.
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CHAPTER IX

CONCLUSIONS

This work would be incomplete without a study and analysis of the
cultural intermingling of the Sinhala and Tamil population in the Island.
However, a complete discussion on this interaction, i.e. the borrowing
of words betwcen the two languages, the influence of social customs
of each on. the other, etc. is a subject that will require a book by itself,
and is too wide 1o be attempted here. But we can at least analyze two
aspects that signify, and to some extent measure, the cultural influence
of one community on another, i.e. religious beliefs and religio-architectural
patterns. '

It may be remembered in this connection that while, as shown in
the main work, individual Tamils had been resident in the Island from
the earliest times, ard the country had been invaded by south Indian
advertures from its earliest history, cultural differences between the
Sinhalas and the Tamils seem to have commexnced only from the 5th.
century onwards. Bralymi inscriotions that mention Tamils, recording
grants where Tamils participated, were indited in Sinhala, and the names
of the Tamils are Indo-Aryan. This cultural similarity ulso explains
the ambivalent attitude shown by the author of thc Mahdvamsa to the
Tamil king Elara. On the one hand, he is mentioned us being anti
Buddhist, and an enemy of the Sinhalas.! On the other hand, it is
said that he repaired the Mihintale cetiya which hid been accidentally
damaged by this chariot,? and emphasis is paid (o his high sense
of justice. It is probable, therefore, that wiilo tho sources utilised
by the author of the Makavamsa did not emphusivo any hinrm to the

1. Mhv. XXII, v. 85; XXIII, v. 8.
2, Ibid, XXI, v. 21 fI.
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*Sinhalas and Buddhists by king Elara, the author himself was influenced
by the feelings prevalent in his time (5th. century A.D.) regarding the
Tamil population of Sri Lanka.

Indeed, the reference in the Mahavamsa itself show that there was,
culturally, little difference between the two peoples during this early
period. Sinhalas fought for king Elira.? The Mahavamsa Tika
says that Dutthagimani had to engage in meditation to prevent his
soldiers from killing each other.t This shows either that the Sinhalas
fought in the army of king Elara, or that the dresses of the soldiers
of Dutthagamani and the soldiers of Elara were so similar as to be
indistinguishable. The Mahavamsa Tika further mentions a Elara
patimaghara, which seems to have been part of the stupa constructed
by Dutthagamani at the spot where king Elara feli in battle,” and
wus cremated. Also, the respect paid during succeeding centuries
to the tomb of king Elira by the Sinhalas may have been, not only on
Becount of the order of the national hero, Dutthagamani to this effect,
but ulso due to the genuine fondness the people of Anuradhapura had
for this just and humane Tamil king.

Furthermore, even in luter times, ‘Tumils who were in ruling positions
in the Island actively supported Baddhism.  For example, one of the
invaders who attacked Sri Lanka during the time of Valtagimani Abhaya
(c. 103 B.C.) took away the Bowl Relic of the Buddha, which shows
that he was a Buddhist. Damiliidevi, the queen of Candamukha
Siva (43-52 A.D.) who from her name seems (o have heen of Tamil

origin, granted her own revenues from a village to the [surumuniya -

vihara.” Of the Tamil princes who invaded the country during the
5th century A.D., an inscription at Argama, in Kurunagala district
records a grant made by Parinda,® and in another inscription, the,

o

Ibid, XXIII, v. 4, where it is recorded that the uncle of Nandimitta, paladin
of Dutthagamani, was a general of Flera.

Vamasattha’pakasini, p. 475.

Ibid, p. 483.

Mhv, XXXIHO, 55.

Ibid, XXXV, v. 48.

Ceylon Journal of Science, Section G, Vol. I, p. 181.

.@ -‘, .e -m -*
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wife of Khudda Parinda makes a similar grant to a Buddhist vihara,
evem referring to her husband as Buddhadasa, i.e. the servant of the
Buddha.?

But, notwithstanding the efforts made by the Tamil rulers Parinda
and Khudda Parinda, cultural differences between the Sinfialis and the
Tamils seem to have crystallised around this time. When this group
of Tamil invaders, including Parinda and Khudda Parinda, came to
Sri Lanka, the kinsmen of noble families fled to Rohana, and when
Dhitusena ousted the last of these invaders and captured power, he

- punished the noble families who had supported the Tamil rulers.’® The

author of the Mahavanisa bas been identified as a Buddhist monk,

‘Mahanama, who was the uncle of Dhatusena,” and if so, the

ambivalence scen in the Mahavamsa regarding the various Tamil rulers
who had governed the country during the earlier period may be due
to the popular attitude!prevailing towards the Tamils in the 5th. century
A.D.

The reason for this differentiation in culture is not clear. It is
possible that the rise and intensification of Saivite Hindwism in south
India during the early conturies of the Christian era’* may have
resulted in the Tamil population commencing to have a special conscious-
ness of identity. While the Tamil rulers who governed Sri Lanka
from time during this period may have helped Buddhism, their motivation
may have besn more political than religious, and the ordinary ‘Famil
population which accompanied them may well have identificd themselves
as a separate commurity from around this time. This separate identifi-
cation is seen more clearly from the 7th century onwards. When
Hatthadatha (later king Dathopatissa II, 659-667 A.D.) invaded
Sri Lanka with a Tamil force, all the Tamils living in various places,
joined him.*® When the Pandyan king Sri Lanka Mura Sri Vallabha

% E.Z. Vol. 1V, p. 114,

10, Cv. XXXVIHI, vv. 12;39.

1L U.H.C. p 49.

12 The Classical Age, Ed. R.C. Majumdar, Bharathn Vidya Bhavan, 1954, p. 427 ffff,
13, Cv. XLV,v. 19,
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raided Sri Lanka between 833 and 853 A.D., the Tamils living in the
Rajarata joined him.* This shows that, after the 5th century at least,
the Tamil population livirg in Sri Lanka showed on ogcasion a special
loyalty to their brethren in south India, showing that there had arisen a
cultural alienation hetween them and the Sinhalas.

We have analvsed in previous chapters the settlement and gradual
spread of the Tamil population in Sri Lanka, and the manner in which,
after the 13th century, a Tamil kingdom, linguistically different from the
main community in the Island, arose at the northern end of the country.
But, whilc the cultural practices of the Sinhalas who lived in the Jaffna
area before they were absorbed by the Tamil speaking people may have
influenced the latter (and no scholar has yet aralysed this) there is
little evidence of such cultural penetration of the Tamil population
among the mainstream of the Sinhala population living in the central
north central, north western, western and southern portions of the Island.

" To take one of the main aspects of the culture of a community, the
religion of the Sinhalus was, and continues to remain (except for a
minority of Christinny,) Theravada Buddhism, while the religion of the
Tamils who sctticd in Sri Lunka was, and continues to remain (again
except for a minority of Christians) Saivite Hinduism. The presence of
shrines dedicated to gods such as Vishnu, Kataragama (Skanda Kumara),
Pattini, Gambara etc within the premises of Buddhist temples in
modern times has been often interpretcd as a gradual cxertion of the
influence of Hinduism on the Buddhist religion. But deeper analysis
ol this sitnation shows that the worship of such gods, and the presence
of their shrines in Buddhist temples did not arise as a result of the rise of
Saivite Hinduism, but that it was an integral part of the popular
religion from early times. :

it may be pointed out at this stage that Theravada Buddhism, in its
pristine doctrines, would not have offered the ordinary, less intelectually
developed sector of the population, the sptritual solace necessary for
the problems thut arose in their everyday life. Buddhism, is a teaching

14, Tbid,L. v. 185,
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that highlights the necessity of, and the methods to be followed for
freeing oneself from the cycle of rebirth, and does not offer any divitie
guidanrce or assistance for the solution of daily problems such as penury,
illness etc. Thus the ancient Sinhalas who embraced Buddhism would
have, for their everyday spiritual needs, found it necessary to retain
their faith in the various Brabmanical gods they had worshipped when
they originally entered Sri Lanka. The Mahdvamsa records that Pandu-
kabhaya, founder of Anuridhapura as the capital, laid out the banvan
tree of Vessavana, a house for the Sacrifice, and various other shrines
arourd the city.'® Even if one doubts the existence of Pandukabhaya
as a legend, it shows that these shrines existed in and around the city
at least at the time the Mahavamsa was being written.

Furthermore, there are several references to Brahmanas in Sri Lanka.
In the Pandukabhaya legend itself there is mention of the Brahmin
Pandulz, who was the tutor of the king.'® Onc of the emissaries sent
by Devanampiyatissa to the Mauryan Emperor Asoka in the 3rd century
B.C. was a Brahmin, and one of the places where the Bodhi Tree was
brought on its way to Anuridhapura was the village of the Brahmin
Tivakka.'” During the reign of Vattagamani Abhaya, the province
of Rohana, under the leadership of a Brahmin, rebelled against him.
There are references in inscriptions to a large number of Brahmins who
granted caves as residences to the Buddhist Sangha.’® These references
show that Brahmins were known and respected among Sri Lankan
Buddhists, but probably did not form a separate and numerous caste as
happened in Indin.'"" They probably attended to duties connected with
divine worship, which the Buddhist montks of the time did not partici-
pate in. ‘ ‘

15, Mhyv. X, v. 84 ff.

16, Ibid, v. 20

17, Mhy. XXX1I1

18, 1.0.C.p.lIxviii

15, During the Cola period there were established Caturvedimangalams, i.e.
i.e. settlements of Brahmins, at Kantalai and other places. But they do not
seem to have lasted long. For example, an inscription at Kirindagama in Ampara
district records the purchasc of a land Iost by Jeyakontha Calamekha Catur-
vedimangala, and it being handed back to Brahmins, (C.T.I Vol I, p. 27). This
shows that once royal support was lost, these villages also dissappeared, an
as the the Brahmins did not form a segment of the people.
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In this background, what is most noticeable is that no Buddhist -

temple contains, nor is there evidence that any contained, shrines of
Siva and his associate gods and gooddesses, such as Durga and Kali.
Modern temples contain shrines of Gods such as Vishnu, Kataragama
etc. Though modern day Hinduvism associates the Kataragama God
with Siva, the Sinhala worshippers who throng to his temple have no
consciousness of this, and regard him as the God protecting the
south of Sri Lanku, without associating him with Indian deities.
In fact, the worship of this God seems to have been known in Sri Lanka
from carly times, The Calavamsa records that Manavamma, who was
doing an incantation at Gokanna, met the god Kumara riding on a
pcacock, an obvious reference to Skanda Kumaira, (the Kataragama
God) whosc legendary vehicle is the peacock,® showing the worship
of this god in the 7th century A.D. Thus the absence of the shrines of
Siva and his associated deities in Buddhist temples show clearly that the
resence of divine shrines in Buddhist temples had nothing to do with the
influence of Hinduism on Buddhism but is a mere remnant of the
‘worship of Vedic and Pauranic gods by the ancient Sinhala Buddhists.

Nor is there influence of Saivite Hinduism on the basic plan of
the Buddhist religious buildings. Structures such as stupas and uposatha-
gharas have no corresponding cquivalent in Hindu temples. In regard
to the internal plans of the viharas, “'the vast majority of the architectural
remains of the later Anuradhapura period consists of stylobates.. fall
into two distinct categories. The first consists of & square sanctum
from which projects a perron of smaller dimentions. . Internally, the
shrine consists of two inter-communicating rooms, the larger one behind

the smaller..In the case of the second type of building, « larger edifice:

in the centre of a walled-in quadrangle is surrounded by four smaller
edifices of the same iype at the four corners.”® This is the basic plan
of a Buddhist temple in Sri Lanka even today.

However, the plan of a Hindu temple is completeler different. “The
sanctuary..is known as the vimdna, of which the upper and pyramidal

2, Cv. LVII, v. 5-7.
31, UH.C. p. 398
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or tapering portion is called the sikhara. Inside the vimana is the
garbha grha, whbich was usually entered by a doorway on its inner,
and usually eastern side. 1In front of the doorway was a pillared hall,
or manddpa (and between them) the antargla, Leading up to thc main
hall or mandapa is a porch or ardha mandapa..”. Oficn the whole
complex was surrounded by a wall. During the Pandya period in
south India, the gopuram, or the gate tower, was built to overshadow
even the vimana.*

If the penetration of Hinduism and Tamil culture into the Sinhala
culture was as profound as sometimes painted to be, one would have
expected a change in the basic plan of the rcligious buildings of the latter.
As shown above, the plans of Buddhists buildings remained unchanged
through the centurics. The point is necessary to remember in view
of the often expressed view that the Sinhala buildings of the Polonnaruva
period showed traces of Dravidian influence. This may be correct
as far as the external mouldings, decorations etc are concerned, which is
only to be expected as some of these buildings were constructed by
Tamil architects. > But no fundamental change in the nature of religious
beliefs, or the method of worships, is symbolised in any architectural
changes in the plans ol Buddhist viharas, even till the end of our period
of our study.

We may now review, in brief, the spread of the Tamil population
in Sri Lanka, and the ultimate influence they wielded in politics
and other aspects of Sri Lankan history. If the corrcct methodology
of analysing both Sinhala and Tamil sources is adopted, and the spread
of the Tamils considered in the known background of existiag Sinhala
settlements, it can be seen that for the first one thousund three hundred
years of the country’s history, i.e. the period up to 1000 A.D. when

-
omtr—————— - -

22, Indian Architecture, Percy Brown (Third R Edition) Bombuy 1986, pp 74 100,

23, The sculpture of the Gadaladeniya vihara, according (o (he wnoniption there,
(E.Z. Vol. Iv. pp. 190-110) were made by u G.o van va, who from
his name, seems to have been a Tamil. According to 1l Lankanlaka inscription,

(U.C.R. Vol. XVIII, 1960, pp. 4~14), onc of the archiecin ol the vihara was a
Sthapati Rayara, who also, from his name, scemns to have been 8 Tamil.
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Anuridhapura was the capital, Tamil influence was minimal. Con-
centrations of Tamil population were found only in and around Anura
dhapura, along the road to Mantai, and, to some extent, on the route
from Anuradhapura to the Untaradesa, with the Hindu monuments
in Anuradhapura showing that the largest concentration was in the city
itself. There would have been a few Tamil settlements in Trincomalee,
Eruvil etc. But the rest of the country, including the Jaffna peninsula,
consisted solely of the Sinhala population. Politically, the Tamils
in Sri Lanka wiclded some influence through the occusional adventurers
who raidecd the Island and captured the throne; but these adventures
were ruling basically through a Sinhala system, and through Sinhala
institutions. While, for a brief period in the 7th century, the Tamils
in Sri Lanka did exercise some influence, this, as well as the influence,
of the above mentioned adventurers, was confined only (o the Rajarata
and the Mayarata, and almost half the country, i.e. Rohana,
was outside their control. Culturally, some of them scem to have been
Buddhists, and nore of the Tamil rulers seem to have caused any harm
to Buddhist institutions. But the other aspects of socicly, such as the
mercantile system, the army and the administration, were solely in
Sinhala hands, and the total picture is that of a Sinhala country, with
Sinhala institutions and Buddhist religious beliefs, covering the land
from north to south and from east to west. The influcnce of Tamils
in this period, except in the instances noted above, are attributions
of modern ‘scholars’, and not borne out by any evidence.

. Concentrations of Tamil peoples outside the Anuradhapura city
area would have built up duing the 77 years of Cola rule which commenced
in 992 A.D. These consisted of the Cola military garrisons as well as
the many administrators, merchants, brahmins etc. who would have
come to the Island during this period. But politically, the kings of
Polonnuruva, till the end of the reign of Parakramabihu I, had full
control of the Island from Dondra to Point Pedro. With his death,
however, and the political anarchy which followed, the rorthern provirce,
which from the 7th century onwards itself was less rigidly controlled
from Anuradhapura in comparison with other areas, was cut oft from
the mainstream of the Sinhala population by the growth of jungle, and
by the rise of a chain of petty kingdoms, the Vanniars.
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With this-situation arising, the JufTna arca became a place of refuge
for several contenders for the throre of Dambadeniya, which, by this
time (mid 13th century) had beccome the paramount kingdom in Sri
Lanka. One of these contenders, Candrabhiinu, first found refuge
in Jaffna, and the rise of a separate state in Jaffoa commenced with this
Malaysian ruler in 1247 A.D.

This Malaysian, or Javaka dynasty, continued to rule in Jaffna
till the end of the 13th century A.D., as a vassal state of the Pindyas,
until the family was replaced by the Ariyacakravarti family of Ramnad
which ruled JalToa till it was overthrown by the Portugese in 1619 AD.
This Kingdom of Jafina, upon the existence and boundaries of which
many modern claims are made for a separate Tumil state, was  in the
context of the time, a petty kingdom which was struggling 1o keep itsef
from being swamped by its south Indian neighbours in the north, and
its Sinhala neighbour in the south, except for a brief period of about 25
years in ihe middle of the 14th century, when it reached a powerful
position.. During this period, it held the Sinhala kingdom in 2 form of
economic domination, thoygh administrative ‘and military control of
the latter kingdom was beyond its powers. But, before this period,
it was under the Pandyan kingdom, and after this period, especially
afier a severe military defeat around 1380 A.D. at the hands of the

. Sinhala kingdom, it was under the Vijayanagara empire. For 22 yeurs

it was directly ruled by the Sinhala king of Kotte, with its ruler fled to
South India. and even after this king regained his dominions, certain
areas such as Kottiyar and Trincomalee (if indeed thesv arcas were
cver under the king of Jaffna) were permaneatly anrcxed to Kotte.
In 1560 A.D. it lost the control of the western cost up to Mannar,
to the Portugese, and from 1593 A.D. a Portugese protege wis governing
Jaffaa till the dynasty was finally overthrown in 1519 A.D.

The area which this kingdom controlled effcctively ulso varied from
time to time. Along the western coast, it held the territory to a
depth of two miles or so from present Mundecl to Vilpittu, and to adepth
of four miles up to Mannar. In the interior, its boundaries varied
with the extent of conwol it could exercise over the Vanni kingdoms.
There is no clear evidence that it controlled Trincomalee, and the area
of Batticaloa, i.e. the Eastern Province other thuu I'rincomalee district,
was never -under this kingdom. ‘
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Thus, studied in relation to the basically Sinhala background of the
history of Sri Lanka, the influence exerted by the Tamil population was
not so extensive nor so deep as maodern propagandists would wish us
to believe. In the north central, porth western, central, western,

- southern, Sabaragamuva and Uwva Provinees, i.c. seven of the nine
- provinces of Sri Lanka, the Sinhala culture prevailed, with little evidence
of Hindu or Tamil penctrutions.

This brings us to the end of our study.  Asmentioned atthe beginning,
the purpose of this analysis is to examine the spread and intermingling
of two cultures with reference to the source malerial on both sides.
The use of such an analysis, in view of the explosive issued involved
in modern times, is not merely academic. If so, it would be merely a
waste of paper and ink. Certain conclusions can be drawn from this
analysis which has relevance to the problems of modern day Sri Lanka.

Firstly, though during the 7th century and afterwavds, cultural
differences between Sinhalas and Tamils became accentuated, ethnic
and racial hatreds do not seem to have played any part in this diflerence
An culture. Sinhala records seldom, if ever, mention the difterence in
‘terms of race, and neither they, nor Tamil and south Indian records,
/hold each others’ communities in contempt on racial grounds.
There was inter-marriage between the Sinhalas and the Tamils at the
highest levels; Parakrimabahu I, for example, was the grandson of a
Pandyan, i.e. south Indian prince who had married the sister of Vijaya-
bihu I. Tamil leaders suct as Potthakuttha and Mahakanda occupied
high political office, and nowhere is it said that they were disliked
because they were Tamils. The leading classes among the Sinhalas
and the comparatively few Tamils in ancient Sri Lanka rccogriscd that
they were different from each other in language but they never on that
account hated each other racially, nor wished to destroy the culture
of cach other.

Nor is there evidence that such racial hatreds existed at lower levels

of society either. Tamil leaders had no hesitation in fighting in the -

armies of Nissanka Algakkonara and Sapumal Kumaraya against their
fellow Tamils of the kingdom of Jaffna. Sinhala soldiers fought for
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the king of Jaffna against the Portugese. The ancient and
mediaeval Sinhala and Tamil ordinary folk scem to have had in their
minds the concept of two dynasties. i.e. Sinhala and Ariyacakravariti,
but not of two mutually incompatible races divided by hatred.

Secondly, while therc is no evidence of racial hatreds belween
the two linguistic groups, there was, on the one hand, the insistence
of the Sirhalas on the granting of a primary position to Buddhism,
the prescit religion of the majority of the Sinhalas, and on the other
hand, the willingness of Tamil leaders to reciprocate it. Buddhism
was such an integral part of  Sinhala culture that none other than a
Buddhist could become  the consecrated king of Sri Lanka, and leaders
of Tamil origin who sometimes rose in the Sinhala polity understood
and respected this attitude.  Buddhism in Jaffaa scems to have died
for lack ol patronage, rather than active persccution at the hands of
thc  Ariyuacakravartis.

Thirdly, the conclusion can be drawn that the kingdom of Jaffaa,
on its own was helpless and defenceless, The peak of its power was
when it was in a position to take over a portion of the revenues of the
Gampala kingdom, and this position was achieved because of the an:lrchy
prevailing in the Sinhala state. At most other times, it was under its
northern or southern neighbour.  The chronic economic weakness of the
Jaffna kingdom, though off-set to some extent by the industry of its
population could never enable it to become a strong and viable state
able to stand on its own as an independent government.

These arc lessons that should not be lost on those who now seek a
separate statc¢ for the Tamils of Sri Lanka.
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