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SirVincent Smith is
nearly certain that the
Chandellas are by
origin ~ Bhars  or
Gonds. In his Early
History of India (2"
Edn.) he observes
“The inference is fully

justified  that  the
Chandellas are
originally  Hinduised
Bhars of
Gonds, "(p.379)  This
inference has

doubtless been

by  the

suggested
strange bias which has
obsessed the views of
almost all European
scholars and induced
them to believe that

the  Rajputs  were
foreigners and if not
foreigners aborigines.
Let us see what are the
Justifications for this
inference. They are ot
given here by Smith
but they appear from
what he has written in
his  paper on the
Chandels’. There he
observes “I still hold
the opinion (1908)
that  the Chandels
sprang say. “The frist
argument advances is
the  ‘silly  legend’
among the Chandels
that they are born
from the union of the
moon with a Brahmin

it wids, STagE Gog—A-rel), fRArad.

maiden. “The only
significance of the
myth is its implied
admission  that the
pedigree of the clan

required  explanation

which was best
attained by including
it is the moon-
descended Rajputs and
adding are  fairly
distinct  that  the
Chandel clan
originated in the midst
of the Gonds. The

Chandel Zaminadar
of Mahoba claims to
be autochthonous and
traces his origin to
Maniyagarh,

(afsarre) the ancient
ruined fortress on the

Ken river. This
tradition si confirmed
by the fact that

Maniya Dev (Devi)
whose shrine exists at

Maniyagarh

(afarre)  was  the
tutelary diety of the
Chandelas. When they
occupied Mahoba in
the beginning of the
g Century, they
brought with tehm the
worship of the goddess
who appears to be
akin to the Gond
deities, The  poet
Chand associated
Maniyagarh with a
Gond chieftain so late
as the 16" Century.
Thirdly, Smith states

that  the  Chandel
princess Durgavati
married the Gond
chief of Mandala
(=) “The
Gaharwars and  the
Haihays of Chedi
finally  adds  Smith”

came to the front in the
same way as
successful adventures
among some one or
other of the aboriginal

reces who  after
attaiing power
claimed rank as

Kshatriya, Rajput or
Thakor as Gond
chiefs do to this day.”
How flimsy all these
arguments are will be
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apparent to every Hindu readers and they scarcely deserve any refutation; yet for the sake of
European readers we proceed to make some observations on them.

The first argument is based on the ‘“sily legned” about the origin of the Chandels current
among them. Now it may be stated without fear of contradiction that such silly legends have been
current in every age and country about heroes and heroic clans and that they lead to no inference
whatever about their real origin When the Greeks belived that Achilles was born of Apollo from
Theatis, it to be understood that this is a true story about his origin? Nay more, is it to be argued
that this story was concocted in order to conceal the really base orgin of Achilles? We have already
said that such stories have been invented in india by poet and bards from vedic times and that they
have simply to be set aside as fancies, leading to no inference either as to the baseness or nobility of
the hero’s birth. Indeed when the Chandellas bards invented this story about their partrons, in the
usual fashion of what Kielhorn (27. @iaerd) calls name-myths i.e., myths suggested by names, they
scarcely dreamt that the very story would be utilized by scholars for the purpose of debasing the
ancestry of their favourite clan, instead of raising it in estimation. The name Chandellas suggested
that the originator of the family was the Moon himself and the mother assigned was the best that
could be. But as we have said these stories are simply to be ignored and we have only to infer that
the Chandel clan was by public estimation assigned to the lunar race. What we have really to
ascertain is whether the clan was at any time treated as non-Kshtriya. If so this claim of the
Chandellas to Rajput descent would be invalid.

The really effective argument advanced by Smith, there is that contained in the last setencece
of Smith vis, “as a matter of fact the Chandels are regarded as a clan of impure descent.” Our reply
to this is an emphatic denial and that this is not a fact. We have first the evidence of Chand himself
(whom Smith subsequently quotes). Among the 36 Royal families enumerated by Chand the Chandels
are among the very first the name Chhand terein in the first verse stands for Chandella according to
our view. And even if this ere notso, we find that the Chandel is given by Tod in the Kumarapala
Sanskrit Mss. list incorporated by his in his table of lists giving the enumber of the traditional 36
Rajput families. The Chandels were then treated as good Rajputs in as far old times as the days of
Kumarapalacharita. Then again in the long account given by Chand about the attack on Mahoba by
Prithviraja we do not find any statement which would lead us to believe that te Chandels were
treated as of impure origin. Thirdly, epigraphic evidence shows that the Chandels married into good
Rajput families, especially into the Haihaya family which has always been condidered as of good
Rajput blood, in Spite of the doubt which Smith throws over its purity. Lastly, evely at present the
Maharaja of Gidhaur who is the chielf remaing representive of the family is condidered to be a good
Rajput and as he observed in a letter of his to us not only marrieges into good Rajput families such
as Chauhans etc. but marriages form such families into the Chandel family take palce constantly. It
is, therefore, not a fact that the Chandels are or were regarded as of impure origin.

The third argument of Dr. B. A. Smith is equally unsound and illogical as the first though it is
not based on incorrect information. For how does it follow that the Chandels are Gonds themselves,
because the clan originated in the midest of the Gonds? We know from history that hundreds of
Rajput families established small kingdoms among Gonds, Bhars, Bhils and other oboriginal tribes.
In fact the instinct of the Rajput leads him to go into such wild regions inhabited by aborigines and
carve out a small kingdom for himself if he has no room in the Aryan Country the Guhilots for
instance lived among Bhils and fouded a kingdom, but does that make the Guhilots Bhils? Even the
British have establiedh a vast kingdom among Hindus and Mahomedans, does that make them
Hindus or Mahomedans? It is strange that historians cannot see how adventurous Kashtriyas went
forn Aryan lands into Himalayan Valleys, into the esands of Rajastan and they hilly regions of
Mewad and Jaipur and established kingdoms for themselves. It does not, therefore, follow the
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Chandels coming to sovereignty among Gonds that they are Gonds themselves. The Chandel
Zamindar of Mahoba’s belief that they are authochthonous need not be wondered at. When we
know from history that the Chandels are there in Mahoba for nearly one thousand years it is not to
be wondered at that the Zamindar have been in Gond land at Manyaga, even from before their
coming to Mahoba When they came there we do not know, perhaps they came there during Kushan
or Hun invasions of the Aryan land viz., the Panjab and the Gangetic Gangetic valley But as a matte
of fact many well-read scholars still believe that the Indian Aryands are not foreigners and the Aryan
ancient home was in India itself and not outside of India neither in the Arctic region nor in the Volga
region; why need we attach any importance to the view of the Chandel Zaminadar that they are
autochthonous to Bundelkhand and hence argue that the Chandels are Gonds?

The argument based on the Chadel deity Maniya Devi (afsamaat) is equally absurd. It is well
known that every Rajput family has its separate tutelary goddess and if we believe tht the Chandel
Rajputs when they first entered the Gond land established a kingdom about Maniyagarh, (af=arrg)
their first fortress, we may not be surprised that their tulelary deity is called Maniya Devi. The
Statement that the deity is akin to the Gond deities is vague and even if taken to mean that the Devi
was adopted from the Gonds it does not prove that the Chandels are themselves Gonds. For as we
have said elsewhere, the worships or Siva and Durga have apparently been borrowed by the Aryans
from the aborigines and have been idenfified by them with certain Vedic deities worship. It is,
therefore not strange if there is any thing common between the Chandel worship of Maniya Devi and
the workship of Gond deities. Lastly the fact that in the sixteenth century maniyagarh was associated
with a Gond chief by Chand shows nothing as to the origin of the Chandellas. When these came to
Mahoba and established form there a vast kingdom so early as the ninth century A.D. after their
fall about 1200 A.D. that where was a Gond chief in Maniyagarh leads to no inference whatever.

It is strange that the story of rani Durgavati should have been distorted by Smith (ef. . g.
Rerer) into proving what is exactly the opposite of what is shows. We quote below the account given
in the Akbarnama of Abul Fazal (Beeveridge Vol. Il p. 324) on which the inference of Smith is based
apparently. “She (Durgavati) was the daughter of Raja Salbahan of Rath and Mahoba who was a
Chandel by cast. The Raja gave her in marriage to Dalphat the son of Aman Das. Though he was
not of a good family yet as he was wealthy and the Raja Salbahan (s emferaress) was in bad
circumstances the latter was complled to make alliance. “Further on is stated” Form old times the
house of the ruler of Gadha was of high rank. Yet it had nothing beyond reverence. This Kharji took
things under the denomination of peshkash Lastly on page 326 we are told that Dalpat was in reality
the son of Govind Das Kachhavaha and he was adopted by Sangram and named Dalpat and “Rani
Durgavati (= girfadt) was given in marriage tohim.” Now it is clear from the above that even Abul
Fazal grants that the Chandels were pure Rajputs and that Durgavati was given to a Thakor of lower
rank from compulsion. Best Rajput girls, we know from history, were often given in marriage to even
Mahomedan kings. Does that make the Rajputs Mahomedans? The Rajput instinct, as stated above,
leads him to give his daughter to a king even though he may be a Mahomedan. But pride of caste
prevents him from marrying from any but the best Rajput family. But the greatest wonder is that even
Dalpat or his ancestors are not stated in this account to be Gonds; whence Smith treats them so is a
puzzle. The family appears to be Rajput though is was of impure descent but reich and powerful and
ruled in Gadha and the surrounding country. Finally it may be stated that Rani Durgavati proved
her true Rajput blood by fighting with the Moguls most stubbornly and when unfortunately defeated
and wounded on the battlefield by stabbing herself to death with true Rajput courage and wounded
on the battlefield by stabbing herself to death with true Rajput courage and contempt of death in face
of fear of dishonor. Is it not strange that the story of Rani Durgavati which is fact proves the
greatness and purity of the Chandella family should be distorted by Smith to prove the exact
contrary?
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