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Author’s Note


There is a saying regarding how history is recorded, often being written by the victors and seldom told from the point of view of those that have lost. When writing about the Hindu Sahi dynasty, the majority of the sources belong to authors that were either in service of the ‘victors’, the Ghaznavids, or were sympathetic to their cause as they shared a common faith. The Hindu Shahi or Sahi Kingdom was established in the late 9th century in what is now a part of northwest Pakistan and Afghanistan. The dynasty was extinguished by their mortal enemy, Mahmud of Ghazni, in the early part of the 11th century. In some texts, the dynasty is known as the Shahi dynasty while in others they are referred to as Sahi. In my book, I have used the latter as I find it easier, Shah being a title that is used by many kings and dynasties before and after them.


During this period that comes close to two centuries, it is difficult to determine the narrative of events. The sources for the earlier part of the history of the Sahis is scant. We rely on information available from the coins that they minted; inscriptions found on the remains of the buildings that either they or their contemporaries built also provide a few details. The inscriptions that refer to the Sahi kings include one found Barikot in Swat (now also at the Lahore Museum), the Hund Slab (currently also in the Lahore Museum), the Dewai inscription found in Dewai, Gadun (Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, Pakistan) and a white marble slab that was discovered at a site known as Ranigat1 in Buner. A reference is also made to the Sahi kings in an inscription by the second Chandela king, Dhanga (950–999 ce) at a temple in Khajuraho, the original capital of the Chandelas.


As for the latter Sahis, they are mentioned as notable kings in books written by the courtiers of their enemies and in this category, I rely mainly on Alberuni’s India, the 11th-century chronicle.


Abu al-Rayhan Muhammad ibn Ahmad Alberuni (973– 1048 CE), was born in Kath in Khwarizm. Today, this land straddles the modern-day countries of Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan. Alberuni was a polymath, well versed in astronomy, geometry, history and logic.


His foster father, Mansur, was a member of the royal family and a distinguished mathematician and astronomer. He introduced Alberuni to geometry and astronomy. Alberuni spent the first 25 years of his life in Khwarizm where he studied the body of Islamic law, theology, grammar, mathematics, astronomy and other sciences. Khwarizm had long been famed for its advanced culture. Its cities had magnificent palaces and religious colleges and the sciences were esteemed and highly developed. In 998 CE, Alberuni moved to the court of the Amir of Tabaristan. In fact, the word ‘Beruni’ means ‘from an outer district’ or ‘foreign’ so he was known as ‘the foreigner’.


Alberuni, despite being a courtier of Mahmud of Ghazni and his son, does not vilify the Sahis, but is almost sympathetic to them. In fact Alberuni in his time predicted that that the actions of Mahmud would earn the animosity of Hindus towards Muslims. ‘Mahmud utterly ruined the prosperity of the country, and performed there wonderful exploits, by which the Hindus became like atoms of dust scattered in all directions, and like a tale of old in the mouth of the people. Their scattered remains cherish, of course, the most inveterate aversion towards all Muslims.’2


One fact that makes Alberuni a reliable source was that he was a contemporary of the later Sahis.


Another well-disposed source is the Kashmiri historian, Kalhana, and his book, Rajatarangini, written in Kashmir in the 12th century. Kashmir plays a significant role in the history of the Sahis—initially a rival kingdom and then a key ally, the bonds between the states became stronger through marriages. Ultimately, Kashmir became a refuge for the Sahi descendants after they had been driven from their ancestral lands. Unlike Alberuni, Kalhana was not a contemporary— he lived in the 12th century at the court of King Harsha of the Lohara dynasty. He was a Kashmiri Brahmin and his father, Chanpaka, is thought to have been a minister at Harsha’s court. Kalhana’s birthplace was Paraspur, some 22 kilometres from Srinagar. He was the author of the epic Rajatarangini (River of Kings), an account of the history of Kashmir written between 1148 and 1149 CE. Rajatarangini was translated by the Hungarian-born British archaeologist, Marc Aurel Stein, in 1900 and all the information that we have about Kalhana’s life is from Stein’s translation.


In the modern materials that I found, foremost is the work of two historians: Yogendra Mishra’s The Hindu Sahis of Afghanistan and the Punjab and Abdur Rahman’s The Last Two Dynasties of the Sahis. Rahman relies on a lot of information from the Tarikh-e Sistan which looks mostly at the Saffarid kings that ruled Sistan but contains information on their invasions of Kabul and other Sahi territories under the brothers Yaqub bin Layth and Amr bin Layth.


One of the key differences in the sources concerns the first Sahi king: while Alberuni names the founder of the dynasty Kallar, Kalhana mentions a king named Laliya Sahi. While Rahman considers these two as different personalities, Yogendra Mishra explains that the difference in names could be that the Sahi king prefixed ‘Kala’ to his name and had become Kala-Laliya3 which may then have been contracted to become Kallar4.


Rahman is a good source for the inscription that was found on the Hund Slab mentioned above. According to him, he visited Hund and obtained a photograph of the slab, but unfortunately, he was unable to see the inscription itself.


Abdur Rahman’s work is more recent than Mishra’s and they do not agree on many points. In fact, they both have a different sequence of kings; Mishra counts eight whereas Rahman lists ten. They both also give different timelines of the respective kings.


According to Yogendra Mishra, the Hindu Sahis and their reigns were as follows:






	1. Kallar or Laliya Sahi

	865–895 CE







	2. Kamaluka Toramana

	895/902–921 CE







	3. Samantadeva

	835–902 CE







	4. Bhimadeva

	921–960 CE







	5. Jayapala

	960–1002 CE







	6. Anandapala

	1002–1013 CE







	7. Trilochanapala

	1013–1021 CE







	8. Bhimpala

	1021–1026 CE








On the other hand, the chronology of the Hindu Sahis and their reigns, according to Rahman were:






	1. Kallar

	813–850 CE







	2. Samantadeva

	850–870 CE







	3. Khudarayaka

	870–880 CE







	4. Lalliya

	880–902 CE







	5. Toramanu/Kamalu

	903–921 CE







	6. Bhimadeva

	921–964 CE







	7. Jayapaladeva

	964–1002 CE







	8. Anandapala

	1002–1010 CE







	9. Trilochanapala

	1010–1021 CE







	10. Bhimapala

	1021–1026 CE








Laliya (or Lalliya) and Kallar, according to Rahman, are two separate kings but Mishra’s conjecture is that Laliya Sahi is the title Kallar adopted when he became king. Rahman also introduces a king named Khudayaraka, who is not mentioned by Mishra at all. This to me seems like a Pashtun name as in Pashto, this translates to ‘O God, Give Me’.


I have chosen to follow the sequence suggested by Mishra, the main reason being that Alberuni, who was a contemporary of the Hindu Sahis, uses the same names that Mishra does. The only difference being that Alberuni spells the name of Trilochanapala as Tarojanapala, but this is seen as a misreading of the Sanskrit name given by Kalhana.


If I follow the list of kings that is provided by Mishra and the different sources that I came across, I have pieced together (as best I could) the Hindu Sahi dynasty as shown in the table, including their relations through marriage with the various dynasties in Kashmir. These relations will reveal themselves in the book.


Using the same method and sources, I have also tried to establish the following timeline for Sahi history and with it the relevant timelines for their Muslim neighbours in the west and Kashmir to the east, so the reader may have a better perspective of the flow of the history and relevance to other dynasties and kingdoms.
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Hindu Sahi and Kashmir family tree
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Historical timeline of the Hindu Sahis





A further source for the history of the Hindu Sahis is their coins. The ‘horseman and the bull’ series of coins is said to have been inaugurated by Kallar himself. Sahi coins were common in Afghanistan, Pakistan and Northern India, yet no coins are found with the name Laliya Sahi, or for that matter, even Kallar. The ones that are found bear the names Spalapati (Spalapatideva), Vakka (Vakkadeva) and Samanta (Samantadeva). The title ‘Spalapati’5 is the equivalent of the title of a war minister in Persia. This is the name used by the first King, Kallar, on his coins. The name used by his successor was ‘Samanta’, which is the translation of ‘Spalapati’ into Sanskrit. The native language used by the Hindu Sahis and the Kabul Sahis before them would been a form of Persian or a related language, but as they were Indian and representing a resurgent Hindu faith, they would have started to use Sanskrit. This would be logical, as we shall see this region had been ruled in the past by Iranian peoples (namely, Parthian and the Saka). Similarly, Vakka is a variation of the Bactrian title Vago or Bago meaning ‘lord’6. This also would make sense as this region had also been under the rule of the Bactrian Greeks as well. It is to be noted that the names on these coins are not of the kings but the titles of the military commanders and the commanders-in-chief. If Kallar began his rule as a commander-in-chief, it is likely that the coins that he minted would bear the title of ‘war chief’.


The coins or the currency that they used are referred to as ‘Jital’s. These were minted in silver, bronze and in copper. They also minted dinars in gold.


To the credit of the Sahis, their horseman and bull style of coin were influential and were subsequently used by various Rajput kings, as well as the Ghaznavids and the Ghoris. This is known as numismatics continuity, where the style of the coin is adopted and continued. In fact, the Caliph Al-Muqtadir issued coins in the same style and pattern as the Sahi kings in around 908 CE7, the only change being the Caliph had his own name on the coins. The Hindu Sahis (or at least their coins) were influential in the eyes of the Muslims at that time.


The lands ruled by the Sahis often have a confusing history, not in small part because of the lack of available sources. We can only piece together information from limited ancient texts, observations made by foreign travellers (especially from China), coins and inscriptions.


What adds to the confusion is that this part of the world has had more than its fair share of invading armies and migrating tribes. The northwest was the most used gateway to India, many invaders have had to make their way through these lands and centuries of conquerors, traders, plunderers and migrants looking for a new home have been lost, along with their texts, to the fog of history. The limited amount of available information makes it difficult to keep up with the changes in the borders of these lands as they continued to be absorbed into various empires over the ages. It is difficult to keep track of places, especially as will become apparent in the cases of Ghazni and Kabul, as they kept changing hands. Even in modern times, Kabulistan and Zabulistan are a part of Afghanistan while Gandhara and north-western Punjab are in Pakistan.


I have tried my best to remain unbiased and compile a history as best I can, using the sources available—books, inscriptions, coins, etc.—however incomplete they may be, to try and paint a more complete picture of the Hindu Sahi dynasty.




Preface


In 1986, when I was 14 years old, I first read about the Hindu Sahi kings. At the time, I was in boarding school at Fazlehaq College in Mardan, Pakistan. We had been reading about Sultan Mahmud of Ghazni. We had learnt that he was a formidable king; he successfully defeated his enemies, rarely losing a battle—a champion and a propagator of the faith.


The Soviets were occupying Afghanistan then. The Mujahideen, fundamentalism and jihad were fashionable in the Western world. John Rambo fought alongside the Mujahideen in 1988’s Rambo III, so did Timothy Dalton as James Bond in the 1987’s The Living Daylights. Ronald Reagan had tea with Mujahideen leaders in the rose garden at the White House. Strange to think that initially the United States, using the CIA, funded modern-day Islamic fundamentalists, and how much America—and the West—now identify Islamic terrorism as its biggest enemy and contribute to the extensive Islamophobia that we see in the world today.


Mahmud had been a Ghazi and a Mujahid. His capital, Ghazni, was in Afghanistan. Many of our teachers told us what Muslims needed was a great leader like Mahmud to ‘solve our problems’. Being young and impressionable, I was impressed by this great and unstoppable conqueror. Wanting to know more about my new hero, I decided to read a grown-up book in the school library. I did not know at the time, but I would soon learn that Mahmud was seen as a villain (and arguably so) by many, especially in neighbouring India.


In the book that I found, I discovered that when Mahmud started his famous 17 campaigns to India, his paths crossed with a dynasty of Hindu kings, two of whom were named Jayapala and his son, Anandapala. They were no match for Mahmud and he easily defeated them. But at one point, after the defeat of Anandapala, Mahmud himself was attacked by Turks in Central Asia. Anandapala wrote to Mahmud, a letter which is recorded by Alberuni: ‘I have learned that the Turks have rebelled against you and are spreading in Khurasan. If you wish, I shall come to you with five thousand horsemen, ten thousand foot-soldiers, and a hundred elephants, or, if you wish, I shall send you my son with double the number. In acting thus, I do not speculate on the impression which this will make on you. I have been conquered by you, and therefore I do not wish that another man should conquer you.’8


I had never come across such a sentiment before. That a king who had been vanquished should reach out to his adversary and offer help in the latter’s time of need. This admirable sense of honour triggered my curiosity about this king and his dynasty. ‘I have been conquered by you, and therefore I do not wish that another man should conquer you.’ The word that came to mind, which exists in Urdu, Pashto, Hindi and Punjabi, was ghairatmand; when roughly translated, it could be described as honour or self-respect. This style of behaviour, normally associated with Rajputs, would also give weight to the argument the Sahis were also the same.


The more I read about the Hindu Sahi kings, the more impressed and curious I grew. Alberuni was in the service of Mahmud and compliments from the courtier of a mortal enemy carry weight. After their complete defeat, Alberuni remarked, ‘This Hindu Sahiya dynasty is now extinct, and of the whole house there is no longer the slightest remnant in existence. We must say that, in all their grandeur, they never slackened in the ardent desire of doing that which is good and right, that they were men of noble sentiment and noble bearing.’9


I wanted to know more, but I could only find bits and pieces in different books. I was surprised that their story was not well known. I came across Yogendra Mishra’s book on the Hindu Sahis, The Hindu Sahis of Afghanistan and the Punjab. This was the first book I found that was specifically on the Sahis. In it, I learned of another source, Kalhana, whose book Rajatarangini Mishra used for much of his information. Mishra’s book was written as a textbook for historians. There were dates, facts, theories—a lot of theories, technically and logically derived.


Behind the dates, facts, and theories in Yogendra Mishra’s book and the scraps of information that I came across, the story that I wanted to hear was unfolding. It was a desperate story but romantic as well. An idealistic dynasty of kings who believed what they did was ‘good and right’ despite their cause being a hopeless struggle. The hopeless struggle is a standard trope of a love story—the pursuit of a cause that cannot be.


I felt that I should tell their story, and while researching for the book, I realised I had started on a journey of discovery not just about the Sahis, but also about my homeland, my people—the Pashtuns—and our history. It has been a fulfilling journey.


At the beginning of his book, Yogendra Mishra starts with a quote from the Rajatarangini, ‘That Sahi kingdom with its kings, ministers and its court—now one asks oneself whether it ever was or was not.’


This book is my answer to Kalhana’s question. The Sahi Kingdom and its kings, ministers and its court … It was. This is their story.




1


A History of the Land of the Sahi Kingdom


The peoples that were under the influence of or ruled by the Hindu Sahi dynasty belonged to the territories of Kabulistan, Gandhara and parts of Northern Punjab. Kabulistan was what is currently known as the province of Kabul in present-day Afghanistan. Gandhara is the ancient name for the country that includes the valley of Peshawar in modern-day Pakistan. The parts of Punjab that were under Sahi influence are now a part of Punjab that currently belongs to Pakistan.


One country that was never conquered by the Sahis but was to play a big part in their history was Zabulistan. Zabulistan included the areas of modern-day Zabul and Ghazni provinces, located now in present-day Afghanistan. The history of this part of the world is often overlooked, it is often treated as a side story, a territory through which invaders and conquerors must pass in order to reach the ultimate prize, Central India. The history of these lands is the stories of men and women that were destined to rule these lands, if not in their own name, then in the name of more powerful kings, these men were responsible for providing security, order and supporting local culture.


The history of these lands is a story of countless invasions, sometimes by generals and armies and at other times by the migration of whole tribes, migrating masses of men, women and children. The history of these lands is also one of competing religions, first Hinduism and then Buddhism. It is here that Buddhism, a native of India thrived, prospered and spread to other parts of the world. Then, after the decline of Buddhism, there was a resurgence of Hinduism under the Hindu Sahis before the arrival of Islam.


Though the history of these lands is ancient, for me, a good starting point would be a quick background and summary of the history of the lands before the Hindu Sahis. I choose to begin with the most famous of the conquerors of these lands, another childhood hero of mine, the great conqueror, Alexander.


The Great Conqueror


Twelve hundred years before the Sahi dynasty, these territories had been satrapies or provinces of the Persian Achaemenid Empire. The Achaemenid empire had been established by Cyrus the Great in 550 BCE.


A young Alexander the Great succeeded his father Philip II to the throne at the age of 20 in 336 BCE. Alexander commenced a great campaign to conquer the territories of the Persian empires. He began with Asia Minor, across the sea from Greece, continuing to campaign through the Levant and Syria, then west until he took Egypt. After this conquest he marched to the east and took the provinces of Assyria and Babylonia. After defeating the Persian king Darius III in the battle of Guagamela in 331 BCE, the whole of Persia and the East fell to him.


Alexander then campaigned in central Asia, founding new cities, all named Alexandria, including modern Kandahar in Afghanistan, and Alexandria Eschate (‘The Furthest’) in modern-day Tajikistan. The campaign took Alexander through Media, Parthia, Aria (West Afghanistan), Drangiana, Arachosia (South and Central Afghanistan), Bactria (North and Central Afghanistan) and Scythia.


He then turned to the Indian subcontinent. He invited the chieftains of the former satrapy of Gandhara to submit to his authority. The ruler of Taxila complied, but other chieftains of the hill tribes refused to submit. Alexander set off from Kabul in 327 BCE and divided his forces—his generals, Hephaestion and Perdiccas, marched through the Khyber Pass and constructed a bridge of boats over the Indus at modern day Hund in district Swabi in Pakistan. Alexander himself campaigned in the Kunar Valley (Afghanistan), the Panjkora Valley in Upper Dir (modern-day Pakistan) and the Swat and Buner valleys.


Alexander crossed the Indus and fought and won the epic battle of the Hydaspes (Jhelum) in 326 BCE against King Porus, who ruled a region lying between the Jhelum and the Chenab. East of Porus’ kingdom, near the Ganges River, was the Nanda Empire of Magadha. The struggle with Porus had an impact on the courage of the Macedonians. Exhausted by years of campaigning, Alexander’s army mutinied at the Hyphasis River (Beas) and refused to march further east.


Reluctantly, Alexander agreed and turned south, marching along the Indus. Most of the army marched with General Craterus into Iran. Alexander’s admiral, Nearchus, took a fleet to explore the Persian Gulf while he led the rest back to Persia through the more difficult southern route, along the Gedrosian Desert and Makran. Although Alexander only stayed a few years in India, his introduction of Greeks to this part of the world had a long-lasting impact. When he died suddenly in Babylon in 323 BCE, it triggered what came to be known as ‘The War of the Successors’.


Greeks and Mauryans


When Alexander died, his son was still an infant. His generals and former companions wanted a bigger say in how the territories would be divided. This, inevitably, led to a civil war.1


The fate of the empire was decided at the Battle of Gaza in 312 BCE. When the spoils were divided, a young officer named Seleucus managed to obtain Persia and the east as his share, with his capital at Babylon.


Seleucus Nicator (358–281 BCE) had been successful in his military career. He was reputed to have fought with distinction, though he had only fought in a junior role under Alexander and was not considered one of his close companions. By 302 BCE he had established his authority over the territories Alexander had conquered all the way up until the Jaxartes (modern-day Syr Arya river in Central Asia).


During the war of the successors (also referred to as the Wars of the Diadochi), the Indian territories had been seized by a newly established Indian dynasty, the Mauryans, established by Chandragupta Maurya (322–297 BCE) in 321 BCE. He was known to the Greeks as Sandracottus and was said to have met Alexander while the latter was in India in 326–325 BCE. Under the guidance of his wily preceptor, Vishnugupta, better known as Chanakya or Kautilya, Chandragupta attacked the Macedonian garrison in the Indus Basin after the death of Alexander. After having exterminated and overthrown the Nanda dynasty, he took the throne of Pataliputra (modern-day Patna).


Seleucus now set his designs to take back these territories in India. He marched against Chandragupta with the intention of attacking him, but he later reasoned against this and negotiated a treaty in 302 BCE. It is more likely that the Greeks were defeated as the subsequent treaty was quite one-sided, favouring the Indians. This treaty led to peace and terms that included a matrimonial alliance between the two kings. Some believe that this meant Chandragupta marrying the daughter of Seleucus.2 Others interpret it to mean that the treaty may have recognised marriages between the subjects of the two kingdoms. Whether the marriage did take place or not, we do not read of the Mauryans and Greeks in conflict after this. The treaty also recognised Mauryan suzerainty over Paropamisadae3 and Arachosia4. What the Greeks received in return were 500 elephants and a large amount of gold. The elephants obtained from the Indian king were a valuable weapon that Seleucus could now use in his continued wars against the remaining successors. The improved relations allowed Seleucus to send an envoy called Megasthenes to the court of the Mauryas in Pataliputra. Megasthenes subsequently became a great source of information for the history of India.


Towards the end of his days, Chandragupta is said to have converted to Jainism and ritually starved himself to his death. He was succeeded by his son, Bindusara, who was in turn succeeded by the greatest of the Mauryans and arguably all Indian kings, Asoka the Great (272–232 BCE). Asoka expanded the Mauryan empire to its greatest extent. It included modern-day Afghanistan in the west and stretched all the way east to include what is now Bangladesh. In fact, for one of the few times in India’s history, nearly the whole of the subcontinent of India was united as one political entity (excluding parts of present-day Tamil Nadu, Karnataka and Kerala). The capital continued to be Pataliputra, but Asoka maintained provincial capitals at Taxila and Ujjain.


It is recorded that sometime after ascending the throne, Asoka waged a destructive war against the state of Kalinga. It is after he witnessed the massacres of this war that he is said to have converted to Buddhism in 263 BCE. Asoka was responsible for introducing Buddhism as the state religion of the Mauryan empire, giving it the impetus to become one of the world’s greatest religions.


We are not sure how or where Asoka died. One Tibetan source claims Asoka died at Taxila5 in 232 BCE6. This would mean his death occurred in what would later become Sahi territories.


Buddhism would always be the dominant faith in this part of the subcontinent until the rise of the Hindu Sahis. Asoka had ruled for nearly 40 years, outliving his sons; his heirs were his grandsons. But the combined reign of his successors, six kings, lasted 52 years, ending in 180 BCE.


The last of these Mauryan kings, Brihadratha, was killed by the commander of his army, Pushyamitra Shunga, who went on to found the Shunga Empire. By this time, the Mauryan empire had declined in its power and their territories had shrunk—they were just centred on the capital of Pataliputra. This becomes a familiar trend in history. The founder of the dynasty struggles to establish his house, the first one or two successors struggle and succeed in strengthening the kingdom. After that, the scions of the house fall dependant on courtiers and start to lose their influence and often their territories. By the rule of the last Mauryan king, the provinces of Kabulistan, Zabulistan and Gandhara had long since come under the sway of the Bactrian Greeks.


Similarly, the Seleucid Empire, which had in its prime extended from the Mediterranean Sea in the west to the borders of India in the east, had fragmented only a few generations after Seleucus’ death in 280 BCE (during the reign of Bindusara in India). In 248 BCE, two provinces in the east asserted their independence. These were Bactria under Diodotus, and Parthia under Andragoras.


Diodotus, the Governor or Satrap of Bactria, founded the Greco-Bactrian Kingdom which lasted from 256 BCE to around 125 BCE. These were Greeks settled in these regions and knew only Bactria and the surrounding lands as home. They became an integral part of the culture and history of the land, influencing coinage, construction (columns used in buildings) and sculpture. The Greco-Bactrians expanded their kingdom to include the area between Central Asia and the Indus, including Kabulistan, Zabulistan, Gandhara and parts of Punjab, taking the latter four provinces from the weakening Mauryan dynasty. The Greeks were known as Yavannas by the Indians and continued to maintain diplomatic ties with the Mauryans first established by Seleucus.


Meanwhile in India, after the overthrow of the Mauryas, there was no longer a central kingdom or empire. Instead, the subcontinent was fragmented into many kingdoms of different sizes. The centre of power in ancient India had been at Pataliputra. After the fall of the Mauryans, the capital was ruled first by the Shunga dynasty (185–75 BCE) which consisted of ten kings. The Bactrian Greeks invaded India in 180 BCE using the assassination of the last Mauryan king, with whom they had diplomatic relations, as a pretext as well as the need to protect Greek populations in the subcontinent.
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Timeline of different dynasties in Central India and in the Hindu Sahi territories





The Shunga dynasty ended in 75 CE when the last king was killed by his minister who then founded the Kanva dynasty. This dynasty had only four kings and lasted 45 years from 75–30 BCE and they in turn ruled from Pataliputra until they were displaced by the Satavahanas.


Central India fragmented into many smaller states. The Greeks from Bactria had established themselves in Gandhara. But soon the Greek kingdoms in Bactria and Gandhara were separated by the Sakas. These Sakas would become a threat not only to the Greeks in Gandhara, but quite soon to the Satavahanas in Pataliputra as well.


The Arrival of the Nomads


To understand the next part of the history of the lands of the Hindu Sahis, we must first also understand the nature of the migrating tribes. As mentioned earlier, the Greek Satrap of Parthia had also rebelled against the Seleucids in 248 BCE and ruled in his own name, but his rule had been short-lived. There arrived in Parthia a people of Indo-Aryan origin known as the Parni (or the Aparni) and they emigrated around the middle of 3 BCE from what is now southern Russia. The Parni invaded and soon took over the province of Parthia in 245 BCE.
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