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ABSTRACT

Mudeshwari a hill name is stands at a
distance of 7 miles South-West of Bhabhua the
headquarter of Kaimur district of Shahabad region
of Bihar. Ramgarh is the nearest village from the
hill. Buchanan visited the place in between 1812-
13 and reffered to a tradition that demon or a
Daitya chief called Munda Occupied the the hill
and built the temple after his name. Munda was
believed to be a Chero Raja by the people of the

locality.
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INTRODUCTION

The Mundeshwari hill a isabout 600 feet high
and probably derivesitsnamefrom thetempl €' Situated
on itssummit belonging to the Guptaperiod. Ason
inscription? at this place also ascertains. Thereare
severa other inscriptionson thishill® and fromthe
architectura aswell assculptura pointsof view this
hill seemstobeof great significance.

Theonly uniquetemple of theearly periodin
thispart of thegtate, whichisgtill inquiteagood states
of preservation, mainly dueto extensiverepairsand
renovations undertaken earlier, isthe Mundeshwari
temple, inthedistrict of Rohtas. The Mundeshwari
temple standing on the summit of Mundeshwari hill,
formsanimportant landmark in thehistory of temple
architecture, asitisoneof theonly remaining octagond
templesinIndia, built of stone, brick beingthegenerdly
favoured building materid .* Although adistinct style
of templearchitectureknown asthe Nagarastylewas
evolved in Magadha with its centre at Patliputra,
specimensof thisstylearevery rareevenin Bihar.®
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However, theMundeshwari templeistheonly specimen of Nagaraarchitecturesofar availablein Bihar. The
genera form of thetemplemakesit quiteclear that it hasundergone both ruins and somereconstructionsthat
have had aconsiderableeffect onits appearance.® The Mundeshwari templeasamatter of fact wasliterally
rescued from thejunglesand debrisat the beginning of thiscentury. The clearance of thejunglethen brought
tolight anumber of relics. On the eastern d ope of the Mundeshwari hill anumber of imagesand rock-carved
figureswerediscovered. Therelicsmakeit clear that the hill wasoncethesitefor acluster of templesand the
Mundeshwari temple, at the summit, must have beenthe main shrine.” Thetemple underwent considerable
changes during the Palaperiod when many additions and adterationswerecarried out.? Later inthemodern
period when it was noticed, It wasmuch in ruins, asevident from the accounts of scholarslike Buchanan,®
Bloch,° Kuraishi,* etc., and then its conservations and some renovations were undertaken by the Public
Works Department of the British Government.?? It isasaresult of thisthat thetempleisgtill existingandin
spite of thefact that much of itsruins have been removed in recent times and scul ptures and architectural
pi ecesbrought to the PatnaM useum, much remainsto spegk highly of theremarkablearchitecturd features of
thetemple.

Historical Overview

The Mundeshwari temple, octagonal in plan, is40 feet in diameter externally and 20 feet internally,
made of dressed stonedabs.® Thefour walls of thetemplefacing the cardinal direction each haveadoorway,
denotes eight dishas, athough currently only one, the southern doorway, providesaccessto theinterior of the
temple; the other doorways having been sed ed, the eastern one probably in the course of somereconstruction
and the other two by modern screen doors. Themoul dings of these doorwaysare clearly based on the Gupta
pattern, seen especially on monuments generally dated to thelatefifth or sixth century A.D., such asthe
Nachanatemple and the Deogarh temple. However, theflora patterns have becomeformalised, and show
only on echo of theluxuriant pattern of Guptalotus creepers.* Evidently, the moul dings of the doorways
show therange of stylesin scul ptured membersthat are a most contemporary with one another. Although
subtledifferences areapparent inthetreatment of thefloral décor of thefour doorways, the differencesnever
so great asto indicate that one of the doorways might have been carved long after the others.”®

Further, the decoration a so consists of abroad round moulding at the base of the plinth of the same
type asthat at Bhurmaand the stone-work of the earliest main shrine at Sarnath near Varanasi in Uttar
Pradesh. Theplinthisaswell decorated with Kirttimukhaswith garlandshanging asloopsfrom their mouths
and tassels a the junctions of theloops. The carvings of the great stone doorframe consists of bands of
arabesgue work, superimposed panel s containing single or double human figures and other well recogni zed
Guptadecorative motifs. Although fragments of bas-reliefsexhibit the general decadenceof the post-Gupta
plastic art, the carvings of the pillarsand the pilasters of thewindows, bearing chityawindowson them all
proclaim the Mundeshwari templeto bedirect descendent of Guptatemplesproper, yet not very far removed
from the age of the Early Gupta. AsNachanakutharaand Bhurmaaswell asAiholeand Pattadakal, pierced
stoneframesadmit light into theinterior and even thelower part of thejambs of such window framesbear the
figuresof theriver goddesses, Gangaand Yamuna.'® The guardians at the base of the mouldingsareall in
nichesthat the crowned by asmall arch, asort of keyholeshape. Though earlier used on other partsof temple,
niches of this shapearewiddy used during the seventh century A.D. to enframethe guardians at the base of
doorways.'” Theintermediate walls, between the oneswith doorways, each carry threeniches, alarge centra
onewith asmaller niche on elther side each capped by alow udgama, aswea so see on such seventh century
templesasthe Lakshmanstemple, at Sirpur and the Parasuramesvaratemple at Bhuvaneshara. Thus, the
facadefollowsthearchitectural pattern commonto seventh century templesin both Central Indiaand Orissa.
So too themoul dingsof the plinth (Adhisthana) of the Mundeshwari temple correspond generally with the
adhisthana mouldings of thelate sixth century Gop templein Gujarat aswell aswith the contemporary
templeat Kusamain Rgjasthana.’®

April to June 2023  www.shodhsamagam.com
ADouble-blind, Peer-reviewed and Referred, Quarterly, Multidiciplinary and
Multilingual Research Journal

Impact Factor 885

SIIF (2023): 7.906



: - X RanaUday Prasad Singh
ISSN : 2581-6918 (E), 2582-1792 (P)
Year-06, Volume-06, 1ssue-02 SHODH SAMAGAM Page No. 884 - 888

Theorigind roof of theMundeshwari templewhichwascertainly askhara, had falen completely when
the templewas conserved asthe beginning of this century, and irrespective of theorigina position of the
ceilings, the Public works Department of the British Government crowned it with alow pargpet of undressed
or roughly dressed stone plaque asitisnow seen. It is, however, interesting to note that in 1790, when the
English atisssThomasandWilliam Danid visitedthesite, theentiretemple except of theentrancewasburied,
but from the mound shownintheir drawing'®, It can beinferred that littleif anything of the superstructure
remained even then. Asbest we can guessthat originaly the sikharafollowed the parabolic elevation widely
usedin North Indiaby theseventh century A.D., and that the square plan of the superstructurewassymmetrically
inscribed within the octagonal plan of thetemplewalls, probably reflecting theform of the raised square
platforminsidethetemple. A sikhara of thispart would certainly account for the architectural members,
including several amalakasand chandrasalas, till at the site,® Several half amalakas found scattered on
detached architectura memberslying scattered around the monument provide an indutiable proof that the
bhumi-amal akas had originally been used on the Skhara of thetemple. On the Parasuramesvaratemple at
Bhubaneshwar, whichiscontemporary of the Mundeshwari temple, Bhumi-amal akas madetheir appearance
on the corner facets of pilasters (konik-pages) of the spire at regular intervals of three courses.? It may,
therefore be presumed that the bhumi-amal akas occupited similar positions on the M undeshwari temples. 2

Further, there are al so sufficient indications of amandapabefore the southern doorway and that the
roof of the porch was supported with eight pillars. Traces of the porchway still remained at the beginning of
this century, when thetemplewas cleared and conserved and part of the very dab that formed the roof was
noticed among the pieceslying about thesite. It wasdecorated with ahugefull-blown lotus, exactly likeonthe
dabsthat serveasceilingfor mandapas of Guptaand later templ es. Today, however, no part of thismandapa
remai nsexcept itsplinth, much broader than the porchway itself. Becausethismandapa woul d have obscured
the s deniches on both the South-East and South-West wal s of thetemple, it isdoubtful that it waspart of the
original conception of the structureand henceit ispresumed that it was added in the course of somerenovation
or modifications.?

The Garbhagriha of the Mundeshwari templeisalso octagona in plan, asmentioned earlier, witha
raised square platformin thecentre. A 45-inch tall chaturmukhi linga of undistinguished quality stood at the
centre of theplinth until it istheft in 1968.2* However, besides animage of goddess M ahismardini, locally
called Mundeshwari and other images al so present there are two large stone vessel s perhaps meant for
keeping offerings. Now, severa images brought from Mundeshwari to the Patna M useum? can berelated to
the scul ptures still attached to the temple and most of them are contemporary with thefigurestill insitu.

The scul ptureswhich may have been originally apart of the temple architecture, however, do not
clearly suggest whether the Mundeshwari templewasaVaisnavashrineor aSaivatemplesinceinitisquite
evident that theimage of Mundeshwari did not occupy the central position in the garbhagriha and so cannot
beregarded asthe presiding or principledeity of thetemple. The Mundeshwari inscription?” seemsto suggest
that it was aVai snavashrinebut threis absence of Vaisnavascul ptures. Henceit may be suggested that the
Mundeshwari templewasaSavatempleasthe Siva-lingaoccupied the centra position and a so the sculptures
around aremostly Saiva- For instance, therecumbent Nandi outs de thewest doorway aswell asthefigure
of Ganesa, Karttikeyaetc. al are Saivaimages. But thiscannot be regarded as conclusive because besides
other imagesthere are Suryaimagesand someerotic figuresaswell. At best it can presumed that besidesthe
Mundeshwari templethere may havebeen other shrinesaswell, inwhichtheseimageswereingdled. Evidently
thetemplearetill represented by some scattered remains of buildingswhich show that the hill was once
covered with acluster of shrinesof which only the main templeshas now remained. K.C. Panigrahi® onthe
bas sof Mundeshwari inscription suggeststhat theMundeshwari templewasoriginaly aVa snavashrinewith
Narayanaasthe presding deity; thereafter it becomeas Saivatemple, and Vinitesvara, origindly asubsidiary
deity then became the presiding deity. Later, with the passage of time and change in religious history,

April to June 2023  www.shodhsamagam.com | roact Factor
ADouble-blind, Peer-reviewed and Referred, Quarterly, Multidiciplinary and Sl F[22023): 7906 886
Multilingual Research Journal



: - X RanaUday Prasad Singh
ISSN : 2581-6918 (E), 2582-1792 (P)
Year-06, Volume-06, 1ssue-02 SHODH SAMAGAM Page No. 884 - 888

Mundeshwari aParsva devatain the Saivashrine of Vinitesvarabecomethe presiding deity of thetemple
when Shaktism has supplanted Saivism. Thisis, however, amatter of presumption an nothing can besaid
convincingly asthearchitectura featuresof thetemple hardly suggest anything clearly inthisregard.

CONCLUSION

Thearchitectura features, fairly corroborated by the evidence of the scul pturesand theinscription,
suggest that the Mundeshwari templebel onged to the 6" — 7t century A.D. In addition thearchitectural form
and eventhebuilding materid of thetempleare closdly rel ated totemplesintheareacorresponding to modern
Uttar Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh, essentialy the Madhyadesa or ancient Indian geographic divisions, than
to any templetypein Eagtern India, The Prachyaregion (Prachyadesa) of ancient India® Thus, Architectural
features of Mundeshwari Temple show the unique combination of ancient temple architectural style of
M adhyadesh (M adhya Pradesh) and Prachyadesh (Orissan style). With octagonal garvagrihaand group of
many shrinesonthishill. It so showstheredigiousco-ordinationin vaisnava, shakt & shaivagulf of thepeople
of the Shahabad region.
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