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ABSTRACT

Archaeology is the studies of the ancient human tasugh the material evidences that have beeratheaed.
This subject enumerates in detail, about the caltberitage, civilization and various other aspeofsmaterial life of the
ancient man, which helps us to correlate it wite thodern world. Archaeology in a sense could als@dnsidered as
science since various scientific techniques haes li@volved in the process of exploration and eatiam and also dating

of the materials.
KEYWORDS: Material Evidence, Geological and Physiological kas, Historical Aspects
INTRODUCTION

The material cultures unearthed unfold the geodcahhgeological and physiological factors, sinbe aincient
period. A detailed study of the material evidenndlte basis of various natural resources wouldasg #r the researchers

to correlate them with adjacent regions.

Tamil Nadu is one of the richest provinces in tegharchaeological vestiges. The settlement patseskmown to
have been existed from the earliest times to tlvendaf the modern historical times. It is considerétat this state also
possesses various physiographical characters, vimigfess the scholars in doing a detailed studthefState in various

categories.

The importance of Archaeological studies in TamibdN was considered so valuable by the scholars,
who later conducted extensive field studies allrabe State. Among the eminent scholars, who pearwell in their
research work in Tamil Nadu includes, Robert Brugmote, William King, K.V. Soundarajan, V.D. Krishsami,
K.D. Banerjee, H.W. Breeks, B. Narasimiah, B.K. Gajarao and various other scholars, who examihedState in

various archaeological perspective and broughsomnte previous results.

The topic of the paper was highly concerned todghont the tangible sources, which would focus esfigaon
the pre and protohistoric and early historical atp®f the “Thiruvannamalai District” which was cmaled to a great
extent, although some sporadic works have been dgnearious scholars. The explorations conductethis district
resulted in the discovery of few neolithic sttegood extent of megalithic and early historicaési These discoveries
impressed the author to conduct an extensive feidrey, which resulted in the discovery of varicather sites,

which makes the present work inevitable. It is urimtedly, a necessary act to conduct extensive stfitlyis district that
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would result in unearthing the precious archaechigevidence, which expose the ancient historyhefrhankind in this
district. The presence of varied geographical festun this district would lead us to study theisas stages of

development about the different aspects of antimsbory

Sanganliterature portrays the ancient history of Thiramamalai in an exclusive nature. The area takefouis
considered as one of the sacred places in Soutla.I@ne of theSangamwork called Perumpanaarrupadai
(103) describes the ruler of this regionGevvarai - NatanThe prefix Cevvarai’'means red mountain, probably referring
to Javadi Hills - perhaps denoting the color ofalau, which is red in color. The hill range caliddvirammentioned in a
Sangamwork, calledMalaipatukatam(82, 579) is on the northern bank of river Chey¥ydnis hill and the region around
the modern town called Chengam was ruled over lgng called Nannanmentioned inMalaipatukatam(64 - 2),
467,Akananoory15 - 104, 4 - 7, 142 - 9Kuruntokai(73 - 2, 292 - 5).

As a place of worship, the sacred town Thiruvanrairaas its reference in many literary workkananooru
(141:6-11) a 8ngamwork has reference to th2eepamfestival celebrated in Thiruvannamalai. In additio this work,
numerous literary evidences on the sacred pladéhimfivannamalai are available. It is also knowrt tie ancient poet
Maanikkavaacakatcirca 9" century A.D.) is said to have stayed at Thiruvanakai, where he composed his poems like
Tiruvempaavaiand Tiruvannamaai,which forms part of hisnagnum opudiruvaacakam,one the greatest and holiest
poems in Tamil literatufe Apart from these sources the important and a mepgssary reason, which promoted the author
to pursue a detailed study in this area was thsepie of countless number of megalithic monumevtigsh initially had

its mentions in th&anganiiteratures.

In the past scholars like F.J. Richards, B. Narhsigh, Prof. R. Nagasamy, R. Poonkundran, K. R&pamie
Department of Archaeology, Tamil Nadu,the Frencstitate of Pondicherry have all done extensivedfigorks in this
district and the adjoining districts. Among theatigeries of B. Narasimhaiah, a unique discovery avasige monolithic
anthropomorphic figure found &ottur in the Chengam Taluk. This structure was usednasod the huge boulders in a
stone circle. As a result of this discovery, theclgeological Survey of India conducted excavatibrthegs site in
1978 — 79. Later, when K. Rajan had conducted feldeys he identified more than 100 archaeologitaeb pertaining
various cultural periods. From the year of 198@, ¢bholars of the French Institute in Pondicheayehdone field in the
temple city of Thiruvannamalai and its adjoiningeas. They copied almost all the inscriptions in Thiruvannamalai

temple, which are later published under two volumes

Excavations were conducted by State Departmentaiaeology, Tamil Nadu at Mottur (ThandarampattiuRea
in 1978-79, Padavedu (Polur Taluk) in 1994 and patti (Chengam Taluk) in 2004. These excavatiorfdgd various
pottery types like red ware, black and red waraglblware, channels made out of bricks and storméss @ertaining to
Delhi Sultanate, Rajaraja |, Pratabarayar, the rhasé of a building, glass objects etc have beercodered.
Another important and interesting finding in Andifpavas a hoard of 143 lead coins with Brahmi lefjghat was
unearthed in 1968. On the basis of the materialende, the cultural deposit was dated as followsioR | was assigned
to 100 A.D to 600 A.D and period Il was assigne@® A.D to 1200 A.D

However, Thiruvannamalai district, which is surrded by the districts namely Vellore on the norttsiyve
Krishnagiri on south-west, Villupuram on south atahchipuram on the east, yields only a stray ewden the form of

solitary stone tools pertaining to the Palaeolifmériod. This tool could have migrated from theghdioring Vellore and
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Krishnagiri districts, which are rich in possessauitural materials ranging from Palaeolithic timethe medieval period.

In this connection, it is pertinent to mention hahat Thiruvannamalai district doesn’t have anyhaf perennial
rivers. It gets mainly drained by the rivers likey®@ar, Tenpennai and Palar, which are initiallysseal rivers. Point one
of the tributaries of river Palar also seems tcatgeasonal one. These tributaries during theirseoforms many small
streams and rivulets, which normally stores wateittie usage in the neiboring areas. In the gednadogical concept the
Pennaiyar river valley witnessed the pastoral esgnim its upper course, as this region was higloigsisted of hillocks.
The lower Pennaiyarr valley, which is deltaic irtura was useful for agrarian economy. Thisconfoyraitd continuity in
the river courses probably forced the prehistoréoge to get settled in the areas, where the rhas its run.
The prehistoric man is supposed to have selectedhitly tracts of Javadis, which is part of Tamdoahills lying on the
Baramahal terrace of the Mysore plateau for hideseént, as it comprised of various hills and ltke such as Melagiris,
Royakottai, Angusagiri, Tirtamalai and Maharajakad& hiruvannamalai, Gingee and few other hillocks.
This presence of varied natural components injtiplhved way for the availability of water sourcecessibility of

eatables, shrubs, and rocks, which initially seragthe shelter, food, and basic amenities oftidaks

Compared to other neighboring districts, Thiruvanakai district possesses very little material e
pertaining to Mesolithic culture. Raw materials foicrolithic tools are scarce in this district atiis might be a reason

for the absence of microlithic tools.

The districts surrounding Thiruvannamalai had d hugpfile of Neolithic sites yielding various matdrevidence.
These findings around Thiruvannamalai district m#ue scholars to pursue, an intensive exploratiothis district as

well.

Only a few Neolithic sites are found in the didtrimder study that too situated very close to Jatls.
Evidence for the continuous habitation of varioast of Thiruvannamalai district, since the Nedtitberiod is brought to
light by scholars like F.J. Richards, S.R. RaoNRrasimaihah, Dr. K. Rajan and by the excavatiargacted by the
Department of Archaeology, Government of Tamilnakia result, the following sites had already bdiscovered by the
above scholars. They are Kilasilambadi, Kilvilampeiai, Kuttattur, Palaya Talur, Urkkavundardugoluthampattt?,
Andipatti® Tirumalai/ Vinnamangalafjand Puliyut. All these sites lie scattered on the Javadi hiltich formed a
suitable base for the Neolithic people. Each o$¢hsites yielded pecked as well as grained stoes, axobably used in

agriculture.

As far as the Neolithic culture of this districtdsncerned, systematic surveys based on varioastsid aspects
were conducted earlier, which resulted in the iifieation of various sites revealing the agropaaitosettlements.
This earliest farming community of Indian subcoatihhad their occupation in and around the arehserenthe hills and
hillocks were present, as it would be suitabletéorace cultivation and would yield raw materials inanufacturing tools.
During the present survey conducted by the autlwing the course of his research program two magelithic sites
namely Melsippili and Thumbakadu were identified. These sites were discovered on dlopes of Javadi hills.
The presence of polished stone axes with fine-gchtechnique revealed the technical skill of thetgdristoric people.
These tools were identified from the surface latgglf. It is interesting to note that these equamtnwere worshipped by
the local tribal people as they believe that thésels have some spiritual and superstitious sport them,

due to the peculiar shape and fine grained andshgoti made on the tools. The varied ecological amgronmental
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factors that prevailed in the Thiruvannamalai distprovided a solid base for the Neolithic catteepers to get settled
over the hilly terraces of the district. The idénétion of the Neolithic tools points to the andidistory of this districtand
seems to establish the vast time span of humarbitalian in the district. The district seems to @éaontinued cultural

resemblance and wealth from the period of Protaiffsnh Early History as known from the materiain@ns unearthed.

The Megalithic burials mentioned frequently in tBangamworks are found scattered all over the district.

The district encloses varied geological formatiowkjch in turn resulted in the classification ofrials conveniently.
Megalithic cultural identifications such as burigbes like cairn circles, dolmen, dolmenoid cistl amn burials have been
identified from the previous surveys. More tharnsi@s pertaining to Megalithic cultural assemblhgd been identified in
the previous surveys. Apart from this nearly 1%esitnamelyAtthuvampadi, Daniyar, Ettivadi, Kannakurukkai,
Kunnathur, Melmalachi, Mettupalayam, Olagalapadi, Pakkiripalayam, Potharai, Puthupalayam, Sengunam,
Sevarapoondi, Thesurpalayam and Veeranam have been identified by the author itself durihg tourse of the field
survey. The sites like Kunnathur, Sengunam, Veenaetr yielded Megalithic burials in more numbersl &m disturbed
condition. This indicates that these areas coulg: Heeen thereby inhabited. The boulders, whichhaige and unhewn,
used in the constructional process of the buriedsgthe skill and technique, the manpower handigdansporting such

big stones from one place to another.

The presence of Javadi hills in the north congistih granite gneiss rock and Dharmapuri districtia west

consisting of numerous clusters of detached hiljess favors the settlement of Megalithic people.

The present study in the Thiruvannamalai distract bontributed much useful data on various asmédtse Iron
age culture of the district in particular and tangoextent, Tamil Nadu in general. The sites inpghesent investigation
coverdifferent types of Megalithic monuments. Tleeupational debris found scattered from the hithets to the river fed

areas proves that the area was thickly populatatidviegalithic folk.

The analysis of various Megalithic sites on theida$ the available topography unfolds the fact tine Early
Megalithic folk had occupied the elevated fieldte slopes of the hills. In Thiruvannamalai regidegalithic burials
with types such as Cairn circle, Cairn circle ertborg cist, Dolmen and Dolmenoid cist with Sarcopagterment and
urn burial have been encountered. The present stsdyell as the data from the previous works shihat none of the
burial complexes contain any evidence for the teolaand indigenous origin of this culture in thistdct. Obviously the

culture spread from the adjoining regions, probasiyart of a macro level development in the Taegion.

The cairn circle entombing cist burial seems tabénfluence from the neighboring Krishnagiri distthrough
the Chengam pass. The dating of this custom indikisict is discussed below. The cairn circleagarfd to be an extension
of the burial practice in the region of Kaveri hayiits source in the Mandya district of KarnataRaviously the slopes of
foothills, where these types of burial complexes fmund in Thiruvannamalai district, were watered ffrom the river

Pennaiyar and its tributaries. The availability@fter source was an incentive for the people tsegkled in these terrains.

Urn burial is found scarcely, when compared to othedes of burials. It seems reasonable to infat tte urn
burials could have intruded from the south Penmaiggion. This type of burial was present widelyaineas of Cuddalore

and Villupuram districts and this mode should hgpeead to Thiruvannamalai District.
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The Sarcophagus is also found as interred in th#éalbmmonuments in this district, which was obvigusl
super-imposed by the Urn burials. Therefore, theoghagus should have been in use before the iotrug the other

types of burial.

The Dolmen and Dolmenoid cists variety are conegad in the hilly tracts of Javadis. The Chittodstritct of
Andhra Pradesh has this burial type in high prafusiater paving the way for its entrance into THeruvannamalai
district via Gudiyattam and Jolarpet areas of Velldistrict. The Dolmenoid cist with multi orthotgtacould have also
made its entrance into the Thiruvannamalai distfiom the Kanchipuram district. This type of burial sparse,
when we move towards the lower Pennaiyar valleyerehthe occupation of urn burial is more. On thsidaf
comparative study made with the neiboghring stitesnd phase of dolmenoid cist with multiorthastas been dated to

250 B.C and the sarcophagus seen in intermenesethurials have been dated to 300 8.C.

The excavation conducted at Andipatti in Chengalokthas also revealed two cultural phases - Pdridating
from 1 A.D to 6" A.D and Period Il dating from"™6A.D to 12" A.D. These dates were assigned on the basis ofaRom
potteries, and potteries with Brahmi script unesditlin the excavation. These also support the queirig period of

Megalithic with Early Historical cultural debris.

Considering all these factors, it can be assumatthie Megaliths of Thiruvannamalai district canrbasonably
dated to around circa 1000 B.C.

On the basis of the above studies, we could itifer the Megalithic cemeteries in the district unsteidy would
slightly be a modified development of the Megatitburials present in the neighboring regions. Thersive field works
of earlier scholars and the author or the presemk Wave yielded a comprehensive picture of theetigpment of burial

complexes in the Thiruvannamalai District.

As far as the Early Historical Culture of this dist is concerned, it is well known from the findi of various
hero stones throughout the distri8angamworks mentions many places and personalities isf district under study.
For instance the ruler of this region was descriag@evvarainatanin Perumpanaatrupataf{103). Cevvaraimeans red
mountain, which is presently known as Javadi hillee river Cheyyar is mentioned &eyaruin Malaipatukatam
(476, 555), that traverse the red mountain regiod drains the red soil. The same work also mentersll called
Naviram (Malaipatukatam:82, 579), situated on the northern bank of Cheyyéis site is situated in between
Thiruvannamalai, the region of our study and Dhamumiathat was ruled by Atiyaman a chieftain. As & the Early
History of Thiruvannamalai district is concernedg Wwave the rich resource of inscriptional eviderfoesd written all
over the district on the hero stones and numeremsples, which enable us to know about the Earlytars

Thiruvannamalai.

Thiruvannamalai district, with its innumerable hetones opened a new era in the studies of thg saelety in
Tamil Nadu. As this district is surrounded by halsd hillocks with forest, there was much scopectttle raising and its
recovery and also for hunting of wild animals. Inifivannamalai district hero stones were seen@idotand around the
Chengam taluk, which was once ruled by the Kifannanas already noted. This region is studded with daasls and
cattle — pens. These cattle — pens are regardéee lBangamworks askavum palliyum- ‘Ka’ means grazing land and
‘Palli’ means cattle — pens. Usually scholars usecbnsider the village name ending with suffixlfpas Jain or Buddhist

monastery. But in the case of Dharmapuri and Cheriggenerally stands for cattle - penghese cattle were considered
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as a wealth by the people in Tamil Nadu. Consedyjenhenever there was a battle between two grotifese cattles
were recovered by the rivalry group. In this pragesany had lost their live. In order to commen®tae warriors, who
lost their live, the hero stones were erected gse¢hareas. Hence, the Chengam and Dharmapuri ameaspregnated
with numerous hero stones. The State Departmedtrdfaeology, Government of Tamil Nadu under thedgoce of
R. Nagaswamy’ had identified numerous Herostones withtteluttuinscription, and thereby opened a new vista on the
study of hero stones. Later on R. Poonkuntrand K. Rajalf, have done extensive field surveys in the aresuoftudy
and brought to light, a number of hero stones waitll without inscriptions. R. Poonkundran had madetical study of
the Herostones, and advanced the view that thedtenes of Chengam region was erected in memattyedtieroes of the

local communities, who had laid their life for tbake of their region or community.

The erection of memorial stones is mentioned inyn@rems of th&angamworks @kanaanooru 297: 7-8, 343:
5-7, 387: 14 Ainkurunooru: 352: 1-2 Puranaanooru: 221: 13, 223: 3, 314:3). Some of these poemsgothe stages of
the evolution of Menhirs into hero stoneBolkaappiyant’ the earliest grammar enumerates the stages irirgrec

memorial stones in honor of heroes.

Most of the hero stones of this region do not nmantihe name of the person, for whom it was erected.
Possibly this is an indication of the motivationirtge mainly in social consciousness. Some of the leones of the
Chengam region are found on the river basins, tradges and forest areas mentioned in §angamworks like
Akanaanooru (verse 53:10-11, 131:10-11, 179:8- 9Malaipattukatam (verse 338 - 39) andPuranaanooru
(verse 264, 314). In this context, it is pertinemimention here, that in the same Chengam tal#kndipatti, during the
course of excavation, potsherds with Tamil Brahenipgs dated to *Lcentury A.D had been recorded. No hero stones with
Tamil Brahmi inscriptions could be noticed in Chang The earliest herostdfiavith inscription is dated to 583 A.D and
the script used in the hero stone is Vattelutttis Hoes to show, by"Bcentury A.D, the people of Chengam were using
Vatteluttu. From this, it could be construed thgth— 6" century A.D, Tamil — Brahmi was given up and itage was

taken by Vatteluttu as evinced by the archaeoldgicdings.

The inscriptions on the hero ones record the infdion on the skirmishes between two tribal villages
communities during the cattle raiding. There ararlye59 hero stones found with inscriptions. Obsgilguhe worship of
the Hero stones, among the people of Chengam aeeapased on the belief that the worship of the Isésnes would
bring prosperity to their society and their regién.important fact to be noted here is, that mdshe hero stones are still
under worship and locally called a&diyappan, muniyappan, ayyanaarappang krishnaarappart! Apart from the
above -mentioned sites there were nearly 13 simwsgelyAtthimoor, Edappirai, Gangalamahadevi, Kettavarayalayam,
Kilvanakampadi, Kilravandavadi, Melvanakampadi, Mainiyanoor, Perumuttam, Pirayampatpertaining to Early

Historical Period were identified by the authohis field survey.

Apart from the hero stones, the Thiruvannamalaiorggis studded with a number of archaeologicadssit
dated to the early historical period. The preseofte?2 sites likeAdichchanur, Andipatti, Chengam, Kuppanattam,
Mandakolattur, Mangalam, Neepatturai, Paramanan&ddupperi, Saanarpalayam, Sattanur, masufoEarly Historical
period unfolds the fact that the society in thigioa had a horizontal mobility. It is endorsed bg fact that these sites are
found in various taluks like Chengam, Polur andrivannamalai. These sites were discovered by vargmencies like

Archaeological Survey of India, Department of Arebkbgy, Government of Tamil Nadu and other indialsu
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Apart from this, 5 sites such aSangalamahadevi, Kettavarayanpalayam, Mambattu, ndgoVeeranam
belonging to the later period were also discoveireshich 2 also yielded the hero stones. Thisrimi@tion might perhaps

be useful to future workers in this field.
CONCLUSIONS

The important fact observed during the study ispresence of Megalithic burials and the Hero stanedose
vicinity in many sites. Many of the hero stones evengraved with an inscription which has beendl&iel10th -11th

century A.D. From this, it could be construed tiiat sites were continuously used as burial siteth®dMegalithic period.

The observations made on the cultural vestiges tied extensive and critical studies on the material
evidencecollected so far enables us to trace thiemtrhistory of Thiruvannamalai district from thieolithic to the Early
Historical period. However, further excavationseolarger scale in more places in the region unaglysvould unfold the

hidden treasures of the region.
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