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Editorial 
The 25th issue of “Indian Journal of Archaeology (www.ijarch.org)” has nine articles. The first article 

titled ‘Prehistoric Investigation in Sagileru River Basin, Andhra Pradesh: A Preliminary Report' by 

Ravinder & Manoj Kumar Singh gives the details of Paleolithic tools discovered from the sites of 

Kondapeta, E. Ramapuram, Modampalle and Nallaguntla. The second article titled ‘Locating the 

Megalithic Burial Sites of Sulthan Bathery Taluk, Wayanad district, Kerala' by Hasanath K. P. gives 

the details of megalithic burial sites in Sulthan Bathery taluka. The third article titled 'An Overview of 

Beads from Proto-Historic and Early-Historic Sites in the Middle Mahanadi Valley, Odisha' by 

Himandri Dash gives the details of beads found from different sites of middle Mahanadi valley and 

their manufacturing techniques. The fourth article titled 'Menhirs and Petroglyphs of Vangchhia' by 

Dr. Sujeet Nayan & Moirangthem Jackson Singh gives the details of megaliths erected by Mizos in the 

modern period. The fifth article titled 'Copper Hoard Weapons, Tools & Ornaments kept in 

Haryana State Archaeological Museum, Gurukul Jhajjar District Jhajjar Haryana' by Vijay Kumar & 

Acharya Virjanand Daivkarni is the catalogue of copper hoard weapons and tools kept in Haryana State 

Archaeological Museum. The sixth article titled ‘Copper Hoard Weapons, Tools & Ornaments kept 

in Shahjad Rai Research Institute, Baraut district Baghpat U.P.’ by Vijay Kumar & Amit Rai Jain gives 

the catalogue of copper hoard weapons and tools kept in Shahjad Rai Research Institute. The seventh 

article titled 'Seals & Sealings kept at Government Museum Mathura district Mathura U.P., Patna 

Museum & Bihar Museum district Patna Bihar and Sanjai Agarwal’s Collection Bareilly district 

Bareilly U.P.' by Vijay Kumar, Alok Ranjan & Sanjai Agarwal gives the catalogue of 331 seals & sealings 

of Government Museum Mathura, Patna Museum, Bihar Museum and collection of Shri Sanjai 

Agarwal. The eighth article titled ‘Archaeological Research in Postgraduate Institute of Archaeology, 

University of Kelaniya, Colombo, Sri Lanka: A Bibliometric study ' by G. H. Inoka Dilhani analyses 

the research work done in Postgraduate Institute of Archaeology (PGIAR), at University of Kelaniya, 

Colombo, Sri Lanka during the period of 2000 -2018. The ninth article titled 'Pollen key and 

morphological characters of some plants of Subfamily Mimosoideae: Implications for 

environmental archaeology' by Alka Srivastava gives the details of pollen characters of Subfamily 

Mimosoideae. 

 

             

      Vijay Kumar 

      Chief Editor 

         Indian Journal of Archaeology 
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Introduction: In the late 17th century, a London based pharmacist John Conyers discovered a 

pointed piece of a flint that had been found in proximity to an elephant remains near Gray’s Inn 

Lane which he pre-assumed to be an implement or a weapon. Later, an English antiquarian John 

Frere in 1797, discovered some stone age flint implements at Hoxne, near Diss in England1. These 

tools were later found to be flint handaxes that was considered to be a character of early stone age 

culture. In the paleoanthropological domain, researches on the stone age began in 1847, when 

Boucher de Perthes2 argued that the chipped flint pieces that he had found in the deposits of the 

somme river, at abbeville were a construct of man’s own technological intelligence. He concluded 

that those flints were made by man himself3. However, Perthes’s theory of considering them as 

prehistoric tools was heavily denounced. Later, a milestone study appeared in the history of 

evolutionary studies of mankind with Darwin’s theory on the origin of species, after which Perth's 

claims were revisited to be accepted as accurate4.  

In the history of Indian archaeological studies, one of the most consequential discovery was 

made by Robert Bruce Foote (1863) when he found the first palaeolithic tool in the Indian 

subcontinent at Pallavaram, near Madras5. His exploration resulted in the discovery of 459 sites 

related to various cultural chronological orders6. The artefact collection of Foote was bought by the 

government museum of madras in 30000 INR7. After a discontinuity of many years since Foote’s 

last collection, Burkitt and Cammiade8 explored the Kurnool region of Andhra Pradesh. They 

made a good collection of artefacts on stratigraphical and typological grounds. In addition, these 

artefacts were divided into four series9 (Series I to IV) which corresponded with the earlier 

established Lower, Middle, Upper and Mesolithic cultural chronology and found that the region 

mailto:ravindersoni210@gmail.com
mailto:–mksinghanthro@rediffmail.com
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had been a cycle of dry and wet phases. They also noticed the similarity between the Indian and 

african tool-typology. Subsequent research in the peninsular region revealed its richness related to 

the distant past. The lower palaeolithic tradition in Andhra Pradesh has predominantly been the 

acheulian-techno complex10. 

The exploration in and around the Sagileru river basin near Giddalur town of Prakasam 

district, Andhra Pradesh shows its importance in terms of palaeolithic occupation, where the 

initial field investigation was done by Burkitt and Cammiade (1930)11. It was followed by 

Soundara Rajan (1952)12 who discussed the findings of the prehistoric expedition, organized by the 

Department of Archaeology, Government of India which was led by Prof. F. E Zeuner and Shri V. 

D. Krishnaswami. S. Rajan13 presented the typo-technical analysis of the prehistoric sites around 

the Giddalur region. Next to this study, K. Thimma Reddy and V. Sudarsen (1978)14 explored the 

Sagileru river basin near the badvel-Sidhout taluk of Cuddapah District (now known as Y.S.R15). 

They revisited the Nandipalle site (which was earlier discovered by Reddy in 1967), to make a 

better understanding of the Palaeolithic cultural sequence. They divided the studied area into 

Findspot I, II and III and named the lithic industry of Nandipalle site as Sagileru I (Handaxes and 

Pebble culture), Sagileru II (Flake culture), Sagileru III (Blade and Burin culture), and Sagileru IV 

(Microlithic cultural stage). The site represents the continuous Palaeolithic cultural stages and the 

radiocarbon dating of the Gastropod shells16 gave 24360 ± 660 dating which indicates that the 

Sagileru II or Middle palaeolithic people occupied these regions before 23000 B.P. 

The expedition in the same region was started by Singh et al.17 in the year 2010-11, which 

led to the discovery and excavation of the Kondapeta site. A significant number of palaeolithic 

artefacts were collected on the surface. Based on the occurrence of artefacts the site was divided 

into six locations named Kondapeta I to VI. In all these locations only Kondapeta I, was excavated 

in which the Biface industry dominates the scenario (Handaxes and cleavers). The artefacts show 

similarities with the Attirampakkam site which rules out the possibility that the Kondapeta site is 

of the same age as the Attirampakkam site18 which is 1.51 ± 0.07 million years old. Further studies 

put more light on the dating of this site. The site has not reported any organic artefact during the 

excavation19. In 2015, further field exploration by Singh20 around the Sagileru river basin resulted 

in the discovery of a new flake and blade dominated Ramapuram industry. 

 

Geographic Settings: The Sagileru River flows under the Cuddapah basin which is a crescent-

shaped basin covering an area of 4400 km2 and having a 440 km maximum length and 145 km 

width21 in the middle. It is situated in eastern boundary on the Dharwar craton22 having latitude 

and longitude of 13°15' N to 17°00' N and 77°45' E to 80° 15' E, respectively23. The Cuddapah basin 

has been divided by Rudravaram Line24 into two broad structures (boundary fault) signifying a 

divide between the Nallamalai group of rocks occurring at the west and the generally flat-lying at 

the lower Cuddapah (Papaghni group and Chitravati group) and Kurnool group of rocks 

occurring at the east of it. The bow-shaped belt present at the east of the Rudravaram line is 

recognized as the Nallamalai Fold Belt25. The area up to the ~12 km thickness sediments are rich in 
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preserving of Paleoproterozoic and Neoproterozoic age and its associated volcanic sediments26. 

The basin comprises the Cuddapah Supergroup and the Kurnool group of sediments where the 

Cuddapah Supergroup includes Papaghni, Chitravati and Nallamalai groups27. These sub-basins 

are made up of quartzite at the base and the top is composed of a shale unit, which points towards 

shallow-marine shelf succession with a periodic transgressive and regressive event28. The oldest 

group of rocks in the Cuddapah sequence belongs to the Papaghni Group. The Cuddapah 

Supergroup comprises dominantly of argillaceous and arenaceous sequences with subordinate 

calcareous sediments29. On the other hand, Kurnool group (500m thick) is further categorised into 

Banganapalle, Narji, Owk, Paniam, Koilkuntla and Nandyal formations30. Quartzite-carbonate-

shale sequences marked the lithology of the Cuddapah basin31.     

The general flow of the Sagileru river is from the north to south direction. On the west side, 

the river is surrounded by Nallamalai hills and toward the east, the Velikonda hills cover the 

region32. According to the report of the Department of Mines and Geology33, Andhra Pradesh 

(2018), the Sagileru river starts flowing from the Nandyal reserve forests at an altitude of 700m. In 

Prakasam district, Sagileru river flows over 67 km of area and its drainage basin covers 1000.83 sq. 

km which is 5.6% of the total area34. Sagileru is the tributary of the Pennar river which joins it near 

Sidhout taluk35. This river is drained by several small streamlets like the Enuamaleru which joins it 

near Talapalle36 and Polerammavanka near Nandipalle37. The plain of the river is occupied by 

middle Nallamalai shales which are underlined by the Viramkonda (Byrenkonda) quartzites and 

the shales are often quarzitic and more whitish38. Shankar et al. (2006)39 recorded the fossil fauna 

from the Sagileru valley which includes the Antelope Cervlcapra, Boss sp. and Equus sp.  The 

river recorded the earliest human occupation starting from the acheulian to upper palaeolithic 

period and the pebble lithology of the river dominated by quartzite, quarzitic sandstone, vein 

pegamtic quartz etc.40. 

 

Description of Litho-Units exposed in the study area: All across where the river section is 

exposed, stratified conglomerate beds can be seen. These beds are overlain and underlain by red-

coloured (brown) alluvium/modern soils (Figure 1). The acheulian tools are seen in the 

stratigraphic context at Kondapeta in between the pebble conglomerate layer. Near the E. 

Ramapuram, similar beds as visible in the Kondapeta site have been identified where 

Conglomerate beds are sandwiched between red-colored alluvium /modern soils and brown 

colored mud/mudstone. In between, a very thin bed of calcrete can be distinguished. By looking 

closely, at the bottom of the succession, mud cracks are identified in these mud/mudstones which 

indicates the water scarcity or aridity in the region (Figure 2). Further, other river sections also 

show similar stratigraphic patterns including exposures of some sedimentary and igneous rocks. 

At a few localities, the pebble conglomerate is also recognized directly overlying on the top. Other 

previous studies in the adjacent area have identified tufa bed (1 to 1.5 m) which is seen over the 

bedrock and below the conglomerate horizon41. 
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Fig. No. 01: The riverbank showing gravel conglomerate horizon embedded between mud/mudstone and soil 

cover near Kondapeta site. 

 
Fig. No. 02: Outcrop near Ramapuram showing the presence of Conglomerate bed embedded with calcrete. The 

conglomerate bed is underlain by Mud/mudstone with the presence of mud cracks which represents evidence of 

water scarcity (Aridity). 
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Fig. No. 03: Outcrop showing the presence of Conglomerate bed embedded with soil/alluvial, near Nallaguntla site 

 

Methodology: The paper presents the findings of the preliminary survey of two already 

discovered archaeological sites Kondapeta and E.Ramapuram and two newly reported sites 

namely Modampalle and Nallaguntla. This was the first attempt to understand the ground 

settings of an archaeological field by visiting and recording the quintessential details. The study is 

fundamentally based on extensive exploratory ground surveying, which was commenced by 

surveying the overall geographical region and also the particular selected archaeological sites. 

This was done through direct visual observation to outline the geographical specifications of the 

area.  The exploration of the area was done with the help of Toposheet number 57 1/15, 57 1/16 

and software like google map and google earth were used for a better understanding of the region. 

The pictures of the stone tools in their original context were also taken. In the areas of exposed 

stratigraphy, direct visual observation was made to understand the general aspects of the 

geological layers. The lithics found were analysed to put them in a cultural chronological 

sequence. 

 

Site descriptions: This section provides an overview of the sites undertaken for exploration, 

reflecting upon their geographical characteristics and lithic assemblages. 
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Fig. No. 04: Map showing the study area and the location of the prehistoric site. 

Kondapeta: This site is located around 2.5 km away from Giddalur railway station and at 

approximate 400 m distance from the Kondapeta village. The site is situated on the left bank of the 

Sagileru river which flows towards the south to meet the Pennar river42. The site lies within the 

Lat. 15°22’48’’N and Long. 78°54’09’’E. The vegetation that prevails at the site varies from scrubs 

to wide-ranging grasses and mostly includes the Propis julifora plants. 

 

Fig. No. 05: Showing the Lithic Industry of Kondapeta site. 
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The river bed contains a huge number of pebbles and cobbles, ranging from small to large sizes 

that could have been an easy source of the raw material to make stone tools. The site has a mixed 

assemblage of various tool types which predominantly belongs to acheulian and flake tools 

tradition. It also yields blade tools though proportionately very less in comparison to other tool 

types. The shreds of evidence have been found in a continuous fashion throughout the site, but as 

we move towards the periphery, clustered evidence dissolves gradually and found in a scattered 

manner.  

A significant amount of debitage also has been reported at the site in and around the same 

location where the finished tools were reported and the fresh condition of the artefacts implies, its 

primary context. Lithic assemblages are scattered all over the surface of the site. A wide range of 

acheulian handaxes are reported from this site on the surface of a brownish colour, alluvial soil 

which includes the pebble butt end, cordate, triangular and ovate handaxes. One abbevillian 

handaxe is reported in the lower layer of pebble–conglomerate in exposed stratigraphic context on 

the left bank of the river. One of the main substantial features of this site is the presence of cleavers 

which were not reported on the other visited sites. Evidences of levalloa core, levalloa flake, borer, 

side scraper, burin, and several blade tools are also found. 

The majority of the area around the site has been occupied for agricultural activities which 

resulted in extensive damage to the site in the form of displacement of tools from their original 

archaeological context. Keeping in view the present agricultural practices and parts being taken by 

villagers for their usages, the site still presents a great archaeological piece. 

 

Modampalle: The site is located on the Kurnool-Ongole main road near the Modampalle village 

and around 2.2 km away from the Giddalur railway station. It lies between 15°22’31.0’’N latitude 

and 78°54’28.0’’E longitude. It is estimated to be a rectangular site. Although this site is not spread 

on a vast expanse of land yet the concentration of the lithics are extensive. Here the lithic 

assemblages are found in clusters, and predominantly from the surfaces. The surface collection 

primarily consists of both acheulian and flake tool traditions but with a preponderance of former, 

with significant assemblages of diminutive handaxes. Blade tools are also reported but in a very 

meagre number. Most of the artefacts occurs in fresh conditions and thus rolling is negligible. This 

implies that the site has no or least amount of fluvial activity, thus it is proposed to be a primary 

site.  
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Fig. No. 06: Showing the Lithic artefacts of Modampalle site. 

The lithic assemblages are scattered around the surface of the site which includes a variety of 

handaxes. The diminutive handaxes dominate the scenario which ranges from thin to medium 

size. Few of these handaxes had pebble butt ends. Other lithic artefacts include the borers, 

scrapers and blades etc. 

The flora of this place is almost similar to as found at Kondapeta site with a significant 

abundance of the species Propis julifora. The majority of the sites area has been occupied by the 

villagers who use the land for their agricultural and pastoral activities. 

 

Nallaguntla: This site is situated on the Giddalur-Uyyalawada road near the Nallaguntla village. 

It is located at latitude 15°18’54’’N and longitude 78°56’16’’E and approximately 250m away from 

the bank of the Sagileru River. Several small seasonal gullies which fed the Sagileru during the 

monsoon season are reported in the area. The layer of pebble-cobbles can be seen in the 

stratigraphic context of these small streamlets but lithic evidences could not be reported in 

stratigraphic context. The artefacts are sparsely spread over the surface and as compared to other 

visited sites, the lithic collection of Nallaguntla is less in number. 
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Fig. No. 07: Showing the Artefacts of Nallaguntla Site. 

The lithic industry constitutes predominately the medium-sized Acheulian handaxes which 

includes the triangular shape and also a few pebble butt-end handaxes. The handaxes mainly have 

medium sized scars. A chopper tool is reported in the mixed assemblages with the other artefacts. 

Few blade tools can also be found at the site. Several tools have sharp edges suggesting that the 

artefacts were located in their original context but when we have compared the ratio of sharp and 

blunt-edged tools, the latter is found to be in significant numbers. This site is probably used for 

short durations such as during hunting expeditions and butchering. These types of sites serve as a 

better indicator of the presence of large primary sites near around the area43.  

 

E. Ramapuram: The site is situated in the Kalasadadu block of YSR district, Andhra Pradesh 

which was earlier known as Cuddapah. According to the District census handbook (2011)44, it was 

renamed as Kadapa and further renamed as YSR district. The site is situated on the Giddalur–

Kalasapadu road, approximately 800m away from the E. Ramapuram village. It is located within 
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the 15°09’41’’N latitude and 78°54’20’’E longitude. The studied region comes under the 

Rayalaseema group. The river basin is surrounded by the rock formation of the Proterozoic age 

constituting the limestone, shale, quartzite and quartz pegmatites45. The evidence of volcanic ash 

can also be seen in the stratigraphic context of the Sagileru river bank.  A small rain gully joins the 

Sagileru which fed them during the monsoon season, yields the shreds of lithic artefacts. Lithics 

are also reported in the stratigraphic context of a thick layer of pebble-conglomerate which is 

overlained by the light brown soil. The river bed contains a huge number of pebble-cobbles, 

mainly of quartzite which also varies in their shape and size. 

 

Fig. No. 08: Showing the Lithic artefacts of E.Ramapuram Site. 

Lithic assemblages are spread across the site surface and mainly constitutes a few Acheulian 

handaxes including the diminutive types, a significant number of blades, few scrapers, borers, 

burin, levalloa flake and bifacial points. This industry predominantly contains the blades. The site 

also yields a significant amount of microlithic tools. One of the significant findings of the 

Ramapuram industry is a pointed chopper which was never reported in earlier investigations 

made in and around the studied region.   
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Discussion: The above mentioned findings in and around the Giddalur region, Andhra Pradesh 

is based on the preliminary exploratory research. The examination of the artefacts found across all 

the sites led to a conclusion that the studied sites are primary sites, except Nallaguntla, which 

seems to be occupied for the purpose of hunting or butchering. The artefacts which have been 

reported across all the sites are mixed assemblage of small (less than 5cm), medium (5 to 10cm) 

and large tools (greater than 10cm)46. 

The typo-technological study of the tools suggest that the lithic assemblages are dominated 

by acheulian tradition except E.Ramapuram site where blade industry is found to be prevalent. In 

the sites where the acheulian industry is predominant, handaxes are the most widely found tool. 

The tools that belong to the acheulian tradition have small to medium-sized flake scars and 

shallow to medium in depth. Most strinkingly many of the artefacts found in these studied sites 

are borne with the original cortex, which predisposes the idea that the hominids of those times 

were not only dependent on flakes. They also exploited different sized pebbles and cobbles which 

could be readily available in and around the river basin and this might also be a reflection upon 

the skill in the fracture mechanics that our ancestors had in those ancient times47. 

The Kondapeta site bears a wide range of handaxes such as ovate, chordate, triangular. 

Also, the maximum number of tools has been reported there. The probable explanation of the 

availability of such a high frequency of tools could be attributed to several behavioural aspects 

that might have led people of those time to move towards this area like the availability of water 

sources as the river was in proximity here and it could also be due to the abundance of raw 

materials for tool manufacturing48. The Kondapeta site bears the evidences beginning from the 

Lower palaeolithic (Abbevillo – Acheulian tradition) up to the upper palaeolithic (blade tool 

industry). This site also had a distinguishing feature of the presence of cleavers which could not be 

found in other visited sites. Cleavers might have been used for various purposes of cleaving, 

especially for severing or for chopping materials such as cadavers of wild animals etc. It has also 

been suggested that cleavers are some sort of an antecedent of “flat copper and bronze axes”49 as 

well neolithic polished axes, though further studies are yet to confirm any direct affinity between 

the two.  

The presence of such a high density of artefacts pointed towards the prolonged occupations 

of these regions. During that period, the palaeolithic people mainly relied on hunting practice and 

the existence of acheulian sites near the river points towards the dependence on some aquatic food 

also. 

Along with the acheulian industry, these sites recorded blade tools of the upper palaeolithic 

culture, amongst which E.Ramapuram marks the abundance of blade artefacts that could be used 

for several purposes such as scraping and slicing the soft materials like wood, fruits, vegetables, 

corn stalks etc.50 and also possibly used for cutting and shaving hair51. The ceramics and polished 

tools were not reported from any of the visited sites, this indicates that the palaeolithic people 

occupied this region before the practising of agriculture and they relied on hunting-gathering 

activities for their livelihood. 
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Except Nallaguntla, scrapers have been reported all the sites, though in quite meagre 

numbers. It might have been a multifunctional tool predominantly used for scraping and 

butchering the hunted animals52. At E.Ramapuram site, few bifacial points have been found which 

could be used as arrow heads with small, thin, triangular or leaf-shape, however  the larger ones 

used as javelin or spears53.  

Based on the typo-technical investigation of the lithic assemblages of the tools found across 

all the surveyed sites, the lower palaeolithic period can be further bifurcated into two phases – 

Early and Late acheulian54. The former tradition produced tools that are relatively bigger, heavy, 

not of any standard shape or even very less shaped, crude, not having a very fine cutting edge, 

have retained cortex, and the scars are relatively greater in size with some depth. In addition, the 

late acheulian tradition fabricated finer varieties of tools, with absolute flaking thereby having 

negligible or no original cortex, small to medium-sized tools, shallow flake scars, thin as well as 

less heavy in size and their shapes are standard.  

The variability of tool types found from these sites shows the wider procurement of natural 

resources through a variety of stone tools and the lack of consistency in artefact frequencies may 

also be indicative of the seasonal changes in subsistence activities55. Based on the physical 

surveillance of the lithic assemblages found across the sites, it can be concluded that the raw 

materials used could be quartzite, quartz, limestone, chert etc. which has an immense scope of 

further geochemical analysis. 

 

Conclusion: The lithic artefacts in and around the Sagileru river basin led to the conclusion that 

the prehistoric men occupied these regions commencing from the lower palaeolithic period up to 

the upper palaeolithic period predominantly demonstrating the cultural evolution of man. During 

this time frame, as the lithic evidences suggest that man could have been possibly sustaining 

either through hunting wild animals or by gathering vegetable items such as roots, fruits, tubers 

etc. The notable characteristic amongst all the studied sites is that a significant segment of the 

assemblages belongs to the acheulian tradition consisting majorly of handaxes. The sites surveyed 

are open-air sites, all of which are located nearby the river indicating that the easy and natural 

availability of water had tempted the early men to settle around the water source.  

The middle palaeolithic culture in India has a close resemblance with that of Europe as suggested 

by Sankalia56 but with a striking difference that of the type of habitation of the early men in both 

regions. The former has primarily open-air sites as corroborated through our study, whereas the 

latter was occupied by the cave dwelling man. The studied sites have documentation of a 

substantial amount of both finished tools and debitage that signifies the early men resided in these 

regions, and produced or manufactured tools. The substantial density of tools from different time 

periods demonstrate that the sites were continually occupied by the primitive men. 
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Limitations of the study: The present archaeological fieldwork suffers from various limitations. 

The field presented restrictions in terms of extreme weather conditions, language barriers and 

navigation problems (network issues) etc. The presence of mud-dust, insects, bushes, dense 

vegetation and reptilian animal species further hindered the process of data collection. The surface 

of the studied area was covered with thorny bushes that made it difficult to search the lithic 

evidences.  

The lack of awareness amonst the local people about the importance of these lithic artefacts seems 

to be one of the reasons for extinction of these lithic artefacts. It was witnessed that people were 

using the stones for different purposes such as household construction and also for marking the 

boundary of their fields. Agricultural practices and the local villagers also have visited these areas 

with their hordes of domestic animals for grazing activities, leading to displacement of the 

artefacts from their original context. Thus, to understand our prehistoric past through the lenses of 

these material remains, it is imperative to preserve these sites for further research.  
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Introduction: Megalithic burial tradition in India was started in the Iron Age. According to V. 

Gordon Childe (1892-1957) the term ‘megalith’ is derived from two Greek words mega means huge 

and lithos means stone. Megalithic burials and burial monuments have a wide distribution in Kerala 

compared to the preceding prehistoric cultural evidences. Due to this, the Megalithic Culture is a 

major area of study in Kerala and the Megalithic Archaeology of the state is still in the primary stage 

in spite of number of works carried out in the state in 19th and 20th centuries.  

The previous researchers were interested in certain aspects of the Megalithic Archaeology of 

specific region. As a result, Majority of the regions of Kerala haven’t received much attention. 

Wayanad district in Northern Kerala is one such area where very less systematic researches were 

conducted till date. The paper is an attempt to understand the characteristic features of Megalithic 

Burials and the material life of Iron Age people based on the materials remains revealed from Sulthan 

Bathery taluk of Wayanad district, Kerala. 

 

Physiography of the Study area: Wayanad (11.605° N; 76.083°E) is a small hilly district in Kerala 

with an area of 2131 square Kilometers. It is an elevated and exceedingly picturesque mountainous 

plateau situated at a height between 700 meters and 2100 meters above the sea level. Present 

Wayanad district (Fig. 1) came into being on November, 1 1980 by amalgamating the North Wayanad 

and South Wayanad with headquarters at Kalpatta and comprising of three Taluks Vaythiri, 

Mananthavady, and Sulthan Bathery. 

Sulthan Bathery taluk (11.67°N; 76.28°E) formerly known as Ganapathyvattam lies on the 

Kozhikkode – Kollegal national highway (NH-766) and located 114 kilometers from Mysore and 

about 100 kilometers from Ooty (Udhagamandalam). Sulthan Bathery (Fig. 2) is situated at about 930 

meters above sea level and consisted majestic hills interspersed with valleys, cliffs and plain. Chaliyar 

River originates from the Elembileri hills of Sulthan Bathery taluk. Noolpuzha a major tributary of 

Kabani also covers some parts of Sulthan Bathery. Major rock types in the study area are basic rocks, 
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charnockite group of rocks, high grade metasedimentary rocks, metabasic and ultrabasic rocks, 

pegmatite/aplite/quartz vein and peninsular gneissic complex. Among these rock types, major type 

noticed in the study area is peninsular gneissic complex. In some areas peninsular gneissic complex is 

exposed above the soil and forms big rocky hills. Megalithic monuments are mainly located in the 

slope of these hilly areas. Majority of the sites also located near water bodies. 

 
Fig. No. 01: Map of Wayanad District1  
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Fig. No. 02: Location Map of Sulthan Bathery Taluk, Wayanad 

Previous Studies: Early Colonial Surveyors has made pioneer attempt to document archaeological 

remains of Wayanad district. In 1881 Robert Sewell2, the collector and magistrate of Madras 

Presidency explored Megalithic Dolmens and Menhirs from Kitanganat near Sulthan Bathery. He 

documented the Iron Age sites in his famous work List of the Antiquarian Remains in the Presidency 

of Madras. In 1930’s L A Cammiade presented a report on salvage excavations conducted at Sulthan 

Bathery. He published an article entitled Urn-Burials in the Wayanad South India in Man. During 

1960’s State Department of Archaeology also explored Cist Burials of Ayiramkolly. In 1987, a team of 

scholars led by Y.Subbarayalu excavated a Cist complex at Kuppakkolli near Edakkal Caves.  Among 

the sites mentioned above except Kuppakkolli and Ayiramkolly other sites remains unidentified. 

Along with this several small scale amateur works also carried out by local public. Even though there 

are plenty of megalithic sites exist in Sulthan Bathery taluk, which is notable that there is no 

systematic up gradation in the study of such sites.    

 

Explored Megalithic Sites in Sulthan Bathery Taluk 

Mepperikunnu Locality- 1: Mepperikunnu 1 (11˚38’42.80” N; 076˚11’22.18”E) is located in 

Krishnagiri village of Sulthan Bathery taluk. The site is 3km away from Kumbleri - Ambalavayal road 

and it can be reached through Kumbleri Krishnagiri road.  Four Megalithic Cist Burials and one Urn 

Burial were yielded from the site. The Urn Burial (Fig.3) is partially broken and disturbed due to 
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cultivation activities. The Cist Burials (Fig.4) revealed from the site are unexcavated and well 

preserved by the landowner. There is also a granite rock bearing cup marks (Fig.5). 

 
Fig. No. 03: Urn from Mepperikunnu 

 
Fig. No. 04: Unexcavated Cist burial from Mepperikunnu Locality 1 
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Fig. No. 05: Cup Marks/Cupules from Mepperikunnu 

 

Mepperikunnu Locality – 2: Mepperikunnu locality – 2 (11˚38’47.33” N; 076˚11’20.44” E) is located 

just 20m away from Mepperikunnu Locality - 1. Geographically the land is a slope containing red 

soil. Nearest water source of the site is Pattipettapalam stream. Exploration at the site yielded some 

sherds of an urn burial (Fig.6); it is completely broken during some construction activities. A few 

fragments of the same are remaining now. 

 
 Fig. No. 06: Remains of Urn from Mepperikunnu Locality- 2 
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Marakkadavu Locality -1: Marakkadavu Locality -1 (11˚51’52.18” N; 076˚10’09.74” E) is a Cist 

burial site located in Marakkadavu village of Mullankolly Grama Panchayath of Sulthan Bathery 

taluk. The site is located at the banks of Kabani River and it is the border of Kerala and Karnataka. 

Geographically, the site is a plain land containing blackish red soil. The site yielded one unexcavated 

Cist burial (Fig. 7). However the site is disturbed due to the growth of vegetation and agricultural 

activities.  

 
Fig. No. 07: Cist , Marakkadavu Locality - 1 

 

Marakkadavu Locality – 2: Marakkadavu locality - 2 (11˚52’01.68” N; 076˚10’05.97” E) is a megalithic 

cist burial site located 1 km away from Marakkadavu Locality – 1. Morphologically the site is a slope 

containing blackish red soil. The area is surrounded by plenty of granite rocks and the land is highly 

vegetated. Exploration at the site yielded an unexcavated megalithic cist burial (Fig.8) made of 

granite rock sheets. 
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Fig. No. 08: Cist, Marakkadavu Locality – 2 

 

Mathamangalam Locality 1: Mathamangalam (11˚39’02.10”N; 076˚19’10.08”E) is located Kallur 

village of Noolpuzha Grama Panchayath of Sulthan Bathery taluk. The site is 5km away from Kallur 

town and it can be reached through Nayikatty - Mathamangalam village road which is located 3km 

away from Sulthan Bathery –Kallur road. Geographically, the site is in a plain land containing red 

soil and some granitic rock formations. The nearest water source is Mathamangalam stream. 

Exploration at the site yielded a disturbed urn burial (Fig. 9) and a partially destroyed Cist burial 

(Fig.10). 
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Fig. No. 09: Urn Burial, Mathamangalam 

 
Fig. No. 10: Cist, Mathamangalam 
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Mathamangalam Locality – 2: Mathamangalam locality – 2 (11˚39’00.43” N; 076˚19’10.12” E) is 

situated 600m away from Mathamangalam locality I. Geographically the site is a plain land above a 

hill area and it is composed of red soil. Exploration at the site yielded a destroyed cist burial (Fig.11) 

and a completely destroyed Menhir. 

 
Fig. No. 11: Granite orthostat of Cist, Mathamangalam Locality 2 

 

Aarattupara: Aarattupara (11˚38’20.02”N; 076˚11’46.27”E) is located in Ambalavayal Grama 

Panchayat of Krishnagiri Village of Sulthan Bathery Taluk. The site can be reached through Kumbleri 

- Krishnagiri road which is 1km away from Kumbleri- Meenangadi road. Geographically, the area is 

a slope containing red soil and some granite rock formation. The site yielded two Cist Burials (Fig.12) 

and it was discovered and a maturely excavated by the teachers and students of Government Higher 

Secondary School, Meenangadi during a cleaning drive organized by National Service scheme in 

2014. 
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Fig. No. 12: Cist Burials, Arattupara 

Vendol: Vendol (11˚36’14.86” N; 076˚18’33.04) is another Megalithic site explored by the author. It is 

located in Cheeral village of Sulthan Bathery taluk. The site located 1km away from Cheeral town is 

near the Kerala-Tamilnadu boarder. The site can be reached through Cheeral – Vendol village road 

located 4km away from Sulthan Bathery-Tamilnadu road. Geographically, the site is a hill containing 

red soil. Nearest water source of the site is Kallur stream. Exploration at the site yielded a partially 

destroyed Cist Burial (Fig.13) and completely destroyed Urn Burial (Fig.14). 

 
Fig. No. 13: Cist, Vendol 



Indian Journal of Archaeology 

 

27 

 
Fig. No. 14: Location of Urn Burial , Vendol 

 

Madoorkkavala: The megalithic Cist burial site Madoorkkavala (11˚41’12.75”N; 076˚11’57.95”E) is 

situated at Krishnagiri village of Sulthan Bathery taluk. The site can be reached through 

Mananthavady Sulthan Bathery road. Geographically the area is a small hill containing blackish red 

soil and some granite rock formation. The nearest water source of the site is Narassi River, a tributary 

of Panamaram River.  Exploration at the site yielded two Cist Burials. The first cist Burial (Fig.15) is 

encircled by granite stone slabs, however it is destroyed and now it is using as a waste pit. But the 

second Cist (Fig.16) is well preserved by the locals. The site also revealed so many granite slabs. 

 
Fig. No. 15: Cist Burial 1 , Madoorkavala 
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Fig. No. 16: Megalithic Cist - 2 , Madoorkavala 

 

Rattakundu Locality – 1: Rattakundu Locality – 1 (11˚38’40.89” N; 076˚11’35.55 E) is a cist burial site 

located in Krishnagiri village of Meenangadi Grama Panchayath, Sulthan Bathery taluk.The site is 

located 6km away from Krishnagiri town and the site can be reached through Krishnagiri - 

Pathirippara road.The site is surrounded by coffee plants. Geographically, the area is a slope 

containing blackish red soil and some granite rock formation. The nearest water source of the site is 

Ambalathodu stream. Exploration at the site yielded one cist burial made of granite rock sheets. 

However the cist is completely destroyed due to soil removal, land leveling and agricultural 

activities. Only one granite orthostate is remaining at the site (Fig. 17). According to the land owner, 

locals took rest of the orthostats for their construction works.   

 
Fig. No. 17: Damaged Cist burial, Rattakundu Locality - 1 
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Rattakundu Locality – 2: Rattakundu Locality - 2 (11˚39’00.80” N; 076˚12’01.03” E) is located 1km 

away from Rattakundu Locality - 1. Geographically, the site is in an elevated place from road.  The 

site located inside a teak plantation of forest department contains blackish red soil and some granite 

rock formation. Ambalathodu stream is the nearest water source. Exploration at the site yielded one 

unexcavated cist burial (Fig.18) made of granite rock sheets. 

 
Fig. No. 18: Cist Burial, Rattakundu Locality - 2 

 

Characteristic features of the explored Iron Age burials: Archaeological exploration conducted 

at the area of study mainly revealed Megalithic Cist Burials and Urn Burials. Cist Burials are made of 

granite rock sheets. They are east west oriented and constructed in Swastika shape for interlocking 

the orthostats. All burials have four orthostats as found in the other examples from Kerala and some 

of them also have a cap stone.  Port holed graves also identified and some of them are encircled by 

granite stone slabs. The granite slabs of the Cist Burials are coarse and unpolished and the 

thicknesses of them are in the range of 7cm to 25 cm. The Cist Burial yielded from Aarattupara 

consisted floor slabs and stone bench (Fig.19). The sites like Madoorkkavala and Rattakundu revealed 

the evidence of stone quarrying activities and well-shaped granite slabs. Granite rock sheets are 

easily available in the region so probably the burials are constructed with the locally available granite 

slabs. 

Four Urn Burials also unraveled during the exploration. Among them Urn Burial explored 

from Mathamangalam is only preserved now and the other three Urns were destroyed due to the 

agricultural activities. The explored Urns are red in color and have a very coarse texture. The Urn 

yielded from Mathamangalam Locality 1 has approximately 28cm diameter and 50cm height. The 

Urn explored from Mepperikunnu Locality 1 is partially broken and disturbed. It has 40cm height 
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and 36cm diameter. One rim fragment and nine body sherds (Fig.20, 22) were unearthed from the 

site. The maximum thicknesses of the sherds are in the range of 15mm to 30mm and the minimum 

thicknesses of the sherds are in the range of 6mm to16mm. The length of the sherds varied from 

23mm to 100mm and the breadth varied from 35mm to 105mm.The color of the most sherds is 

brownish yellow. All the sherds are deoxidized in nature and have very course texture. The rim 

portion of the Urn has a decoration. It was done using punching or stamping method. According to 

the landowner, he was recovered some beads and iron objects from the site but he destroyed them 

due to the lack of awareness. The Urn Burial founded from Vendol Megalithic site was fully 

destroyed. According to the owner it was red in colour and big in size, however, the site hasn’t 

yielded any remaining parts of the Urn Burial. 

 
Fig. No. 19: Cist with destroyed stone bench, Aarattupara 



Indian Journal of Archaeology 

 

31 

 
Fig. No. 20: Decorated Rim Fragment of Urn, Mepperikunnu 

 
Fig. No. 21: Drawing of the Urn Rim 
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Fig. No. 22:  Sherds of Urn, Mepperikunnu 

 

Analysis of the material remains: The archaeological exploration of Sulthan Bathery taluk mostly 

revealed Ceramics and iron sherds of Megalithic period. The Iron Age site Marakkadavu Locality 1 

yielded a miniature pot (Fig.23, 24). It has 38.63mm height, 71.31mm diameter and 105.37gm weight. 

Rim diameter of the pot is 4.5cm. Maximum thickness of it is 6.97mm and the minimum thickness is 

5.08mm. The external surface colour of the miniature vessel was dark reddish brown and the internal 

surface of the pot was reddish brown.  

Another burial site Vendol yielded a few artifacts viz. three pot sherds (Fig.25, 26) and three 

pieces of iron slags (Fig.27). The pot sherds from the site include a rim of a dish and two undiagnostic 

potsherds. The rim has 22cm diameter, 18.80mm length, 23.52mm breadth and 3.54gm weight. 

Maximum thickness of this sherd is 6.08mm and the minimum thickness is 2.96mm. External surface, 

internal surface and core color of the sherd is reddish yellow. This coarse sherd has a light brown 

color slip. Other 2 sherds are undiagnostic and its length varies from 19mm-33mm, breadth varies 

from 20mm to 36mm and weight varies from 2gm to 10gm. Thickness of the sherds varies from 3mm 

to 5mm. The external surface color of the sherds is reddish yellow and the internal surface color is 
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light reddish brown. Both the sherds from the site have oxidized core. The weight of the iron slags is 

in the range of 115gm to 230gm. 

According to the landowner of the site the Cist burial at the site unearthed by the local people 

and the burial revealed an iron curling sword (urumi) from the site. Unfortunately the people haven’t 

taken care of the material and it has been vanished forever. Based on the material remains the land 

owner argued that the site was a center of martial arts (Kalarpayattu).  

Exploration at Rattakundu Locality 1 yielded a deoxidized potsherd (Fig.28). It has 47.33mm 

length, 73.90mm breadth and 23.93gm weight. The maximum thickness of it is 7.29mm and the 

minimum thickness is 6.13mm. The color of external and internal surfaces of the pot sherd is reddish 

yellow and the core color is dark grey According to the locals, in the past a large number of cist 

burials located in the site were destructed for various construction activities.    

The present exploration at Aarattupara Megalithic site not yielded any evidence of grave 

goods.  According to the locals, the excavation at the site by the teachers and students of Government 

Higher Secondary School, Meenangadi in 2014 unearthed iron spear, pieces of iron knives and pot 

sherds.  

 
Fig. No. 23: Miniature Pot, Marakkadavu -1 
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Fig. No. 24: Drawing of Miniature pot 

 

 
Fig. No. 25: Potsherds from Vendol 
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Fig. No. 26: Dish Fragment, Vendol 

 

 
Fig. No. 27: Iron Slags ,Vendol 
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Fig. No. 28: Deoxidise potsherd from Rattakundu 

 

Observations: Unlike other States in in India, no Iron Age habitation sites were reported from 

Kerala. However Kerala is blessed with Archaeological relics of Iron Age mainly in the form of burial 

monuments and grave goods. The Megalithic monuments which have been excavated from Kerala 

have revealed human bones and material remains which consist mainly of Ceramics, Beads, Iron 

implements and gold ornaments. These materials helps to understand the cultural sequence, 

chronology, probable life style i.e., settlement pattern, social organization religious belief, art and 

other aspects of Iron Age community 

The characterized pottery of Iron Age culture is Black and Red ware; however none of the 

explored Iron Age burials from the study area revealed the evidence of Black and Red Ware pottery. 

Those sites yielded sherds of red ware and some locally made potteries. But previous reports from 

nearby areas indicate that the district revealed Black and Red Ware potteries and three legged jars etc. 

Explored rim portion of the huge Urn Jar from Mepperikunnu consist decorations made through 

punching technique. The scientific analysis of the miniature pot from Marakkadavu suggests it might 

be locally produced and it is handmade, but the fine texture and slip of the pot indicated the 

development of ceramics technology.   

Iron implements are the second most important grave goods from the Iron Age burial sites of 

Kerala. The iron working was the central feature of contemporary technology and the iron smelting 

was a specialized craft, which is evidenced by the iron objects or implements unearthed from the 

burials3. So many iron implements like trident, sickle, spearhead, sword, knife and axe were reported 
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from the Iron Age burials of Wayanad. During the time of exploration its came to be identified from a 

native of Ambalavayal he yielded a traditional iron lamp (Kuthuvilakku) from a cist burial during his 

cultivation activities. Pieces of Iron Slags founded from Vendol indicate the iron working activities of 

the site and the iron was locally produced at the site. The Cist Burial at the site also revealed a 

Curling Sword when it was first excavated by the local people. Iron technology is also necessary for 

the quarrying of huge granite slabs for the construction of Cists burials. These evidences suggest that 

the iron technology was highly developed during that time and it had a considerable impact on the 

socio economic life of contemporary people of the region. The discovery of iron implements such as 

trident, spearhead and sword show that Iron Age people from the study area were practiced hunting 

and gathering and the implements like sickle and knife suggests they also practiced agricultural 

activities. 

The Iron Age sites of Wayanad district also revealed the evidence of quarts, carnelian and 

crystal beads. L.A Cammiade reported the presence of single spherical beads at the burial urns he 

yielded from Kandathimvayal near Mananthavady (Sathyamurthy 1992:30). The megalithic site 

Mepperikunnu also revealed beads when the site was immaturely excavated by the locals. It is 

evident that source of quartz, crystal and feldspar are found in Kerala but the other materials were 

imported from elsewhere in the regions of neighbouring states Tamilnadu and Karnataka4. The 

quartz and crystal beads indicate the presence of bead making centers and the carnelian beads were 

probably the result of inland exchange activities of the Megalithic folks of the region. 

The explored Megalithic Cist Burials are the living examples of the architectural knowledge of 

Iron Age People of the study area. They were constructed in Swastika shape for interlocking the 

granite orthostats. Cist Burial from Aarattupara consists of a square bench for placing the body. The 

circular or oval shaped port holes founded from the Cist Burials have shown the different kinds of 

tools and technology were used by the builders for its making.  

The variant typology and characteristics of the megaliths shows the behavior of Megalithic 

people and their attitude towards death.  The Megalithic site Mepperikunnu in the study area 

revealed six Cup – Marks on the upper surface of a huge granite rock. The site is one of the two sites 

of kerala which yielded Cup-Marks associated with Megalithic Burials. Scholars like Gosso Fluvioin5 

were connected Cup-Marks with ancient religion and worship. He argued that Cup-Marks were 

‘Altars’ where magical and ritual cults were celebrated and it was used by Canadian, Siberian and 

Scandinavian people for communication with the souls of the dead and the spirits. Probably the 

presence of Cup-Marks at the Iron Age burial sites suggests the religious or mythical traditions of the 

people. However no archaeologist has yet produced a convincing explanation of the cultural or 

artistic meaning of Cup-Marks. 
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Conclusion: Distinct Megalithic monuments are reported from Wayanad district but no systematic 

excavations or explorations were conducted in the study area. Cist burials and Urn burials are the 

major Megalithic types explored from Sulthan Bathery Taluk. The explored burials and grave goods 

from the study area represent the socio -cultural and economic life of the Iron Age people. The 

presents of Iron implements, ceramics and beads indicate that the Megalithic builders were lead an 

advanced life than the preceding pre-historic ages.  The data drawn in the present study are mainly 

based on the explored Megalithic Sites of Sulthan Bathery taluk by the author and previous 

researchers. The data presented here has its own limitations so systematic full coverage surveys and 

scientific excavations are necessary to understand the nature of Iron Age Burials at the study area.  
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Introduction: The beads are one of the earliest ornaments that were invented by human being for 

self-adornment. The earliest reported human artistic expression comes from South Asian sites like 

Patne in Maharashtra1, Jawalapuram in Andhra Pradesh2, Bhimbetka3, and Khapadkheda4 in Madhya 

Pradesh. The one finished and two unfinished beads of ostrich eggshells associated with the Upper 

Paleolithic period were reported from the Patne in Maharashtra. Two disc-shaped beads of ostrich 

eggshells were recovered in the context of human burials from the rock shelter site of Bhimbetka 

during the Upper Paleolithic Period. Twenty-five limestone beads and bone beads were recovered 

from Jawalapuram in Andhra Pradesh which is the largest collection of beads during the late 

Pleistocene period in South Asia. Several finished and semi-finished beads of Ostrich eggshells were 

discovered in the Upper Paleolithic sites of Khapadkheda. Subsequently, the beads made out of 

different raw materials such as bone, stone, shell, clay were reported in many Neolithic sites in India5. 

The stone bead-making craft was developed during the Indus Civilisation. There are many early 

historic site in India which have yielded a large numbers of of beads in various shapes, sizes, and raw 

materials such as Ujjain6, Mahurjhari7, Arikamedu8, Badmal9, Sisupalgarh10, Bhutiapali11, Budhigarh12 

and Maski13 etc.   

During the excavation and exploration of Middle Mahanadi Valley, a total of 27 sites (table-1) yielded 

beads from the Chalcolithic period to the early historic period. The terracotta beads, shell beads, glass 

beads of different colors, and precious, semiprecious stone beads like amethyst, agate, carnelian, 

crystal, quartz, and chalcedony were recovered from these archaeological sites.  
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S. No. Name of the Site District Geo-Coordinates Excavated/ 

Explored 

Cultural Sequence 

1. Khameswaripali Subarnapur Lat. 200 50’ 14.6’’ N; Long. 

840 00’ 10’’ E 

Excavated Chalcolithic and Iron 

Age 

2. Subulia Subarnapur Lat. 200 54’ 13.04’’ N; Long. 

840 9’ 25.86’’ E 

Excavated Chalcolithic and Iron 

Age 

3. Gabjor Boudh Lat. 200 49’ 09. 99’’ N; Long. 

830 54’ 16.20’’ E 

Explored Early Historic 

4. Khajeriapali Subarnapur Lat. 200 53’ 23.99’’ N; Long. 

830 53’ 31.36’’ E 

Excavated Iron Age 

5. Kantipuleswar Angul Lat.220 44’35’’ N; Long. 840 

30’42’’ E 

Excavated Iron Age 

6. Tenda Subarnapur Lat. 20° 53' 54.23" N; Long. 

83° 51' 3.36" E 

Explored Neolithic and Iron 

Age 

7. Hikudi Subarnapur Lat. 20° 52' 17.74 N; Long. 

83° 54' 14.09" E 

Excavated Neolithic and Early 

Historic 

8. Jamtangi Boudh Lat. 20° 47ʹ 55.57ʺ N; Long. 

84° 02ʹ 44.80ʺ E 

Explored Proto-historic and 

Early Iron Age  

9. Nuagarh-

Asurgarh 

Subarnapur Lat.200 26’ 4.87’’ N; Long. 

840 0.5’ 3’’E 

Excavated Iron Age and Early 

Historic Period 

10. Bhejidihii Angul Lat. 200 57’03’’ N; Long.840 

22’ 77’’ E 

Excavated Iron Age and Early 

Historic Period 

11. Kumersingha Subarnapur Lat. 200 51’ 54’’ N; Long. 840 

05’ 00’’ E 

Excavated Iron Age and Early 

Historic Period 

12. Gariapali Subarnapur Lat. 200 55’ 48.28’’N; 

Long. 830 48’ 53.30’’ E 

Explored Iron age and Early 

Historic 

13. Kutasingha Balangir Lat. 200 58’ 47.36’’ N; Long. 

830 36’ 53.67’’ E 

Explored Iron age  and Early 

Historic 

14. Kurumpadar Boudh Lat. 20° 51’ 10.01’’ N; Long. 

84°07’ 03.9’’ E 

Excavated Iron Age and Early 

Historic Period 

15. Pankital Subarnapur Lat. 200 54’ 22.56’’ N; Long. 

830 49’ 37.85’’ E 

Explored Iron age and Early 

Historic 

16. Badmal-

Asurgarh   

Sambalpur Lat. 210 07’ 84’’ N; Long.  840 

04’ 42’’ E 

Excavated Iron Age and Early 

Historic Period 

17. Chandigarh Boudh Lat. 200 53’ 11.84’’ N; Long. 

830 14’ 31.33’’ E 

Explored Early Historic 

18. Keotipali Subarnapur Lat. 200 51’ 38.08’’ N; Long. 

840 07’ 49.98’’ E 

Explored Early Historic 

19. Barali Subarnapur Lat. 200 58’ 03.24’’ N; Long. 

830 49’ 47.70’’ E 

Explored Early Historic 

20. Manamunda 

Asurgarh 

Boudh Lat. 200 51’ N; Long.  830 59’ 

02’’ E 

Excavated Iron Age and Early 

Historic Period 

21. Taraporegarh Subarnapur Lat. 210 11’ 38.01’’ N; Long. 

830 33’ 31.67’’ E 

Excavated Iron Age and Early 

Historic Period 
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22. Bhutiapali Subarnapur Lat. 200 57’ 02.3’’ N; Long. 

840 05’ 05.6’’ E 

Excavated Early Historic  

23. Baidyanath  Boudh Lat. 20° 48' 35.90" N; Long. 

83° 47' 41.81" E 

Explored Early Historic  

24. Kharligarh Bolangir Lat. 200 27’ 37’’ N; Long. 

830 33’ 38’’E 

Excavated Iron Age and Early 

Historic Period 

25. Narla Asurgarh Kalahandi Lat. 200 4’ 40’’ N; Long. 830 

21’ 16’’ E 

Excavated Early Historic  

26.  Budhigarh Kalahandi Lat. 200 18’29’’ N; Long. 830 

32’ 09’’ E 

Excavated Neolithic period to 

early medieval period 

27. Nehena Nuapara Lat. 200 15’ 17’’ N; Long. 

820 46’ 17’’ E 

Excavated Early Historic and 

Early medieval 

period 

Table No. 01: Distribution of beads in Middle Mahanadi Valley of Odisha 

Problems Statement: The main objective of this paper is not to describe technological aspects of 

beads but to show the distribution of beads in different archaeological sites of the Middle Mahanadi 

valley regions. In this paper, we have attempted to discuss the distribution of beads both in the 

excavated and explored sites from the proto-historic and early historic period of the middle 

Mahanadi valley, Odisha. 

The Present Study Area and Its Physical Settings: Geo-Morphologically, Odisha is divided into 

four major physiographic regions: the Central River Basin, the Northern Plateau, the Eastern Ghats 

hill ranges, and the coastal plains. The Middle Mahanadi Valley is located between the northern 

upland and the south-western hilly region of Eastern Ghats14. It is extended from Hirakud Dam 

Reservoir to about the mouth Tikaraparha gorge. It is a transitional zone between the Chhattisgarh 

Plains and the Coastal plains of Odisha. The carrying capacity of the land is low compared to the 

coastal plains. The red and black lateritic soils cover the valley. The average annual rainfall range is 

between 1,400-1,500 mm. Its major tributary included the Ong, the Jira, the Tel, the Salki, and the 

Bagh from the right bank and the Surubali, the Harihar, the Karandi, the Sindol, the Malti, and the 

Mano from the left bank. Among these, the Tel is a major important tributary of the Middle 

Mahanadi Valley. The area has provided resources to the people for their diet and also other 

requirements during different periods. 
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Beads from Different Excavated and Explored sites of the Middle Mahanadi valley, 

Odisha 

Excavated Sites 

Khameswaripali (Lat. 200 50’ 14.6’’ N; Long. 840 00’ 10’’ E): This well-known site is located on the 

left bank of the river Mahanadi, about 4 km. south of Birmaharajpur headquarter in the Subarnapur 

district. The site was excavated by P.K. Behera, P.G. Department of History, Sambalpur University15. 

The excavator divided the site into three periods with two sub-phases in period-1 viz. Chalcolithic 

(Period-IA), Early Iron Age (Period-IB), Iron Age (Period-II), and Late Iron Age- Early Historic Period 

(Period-III). The terracotta beads, shell beads, and stone beads made of carnelian were obtained from 

this site. Other important antiquities were of copper objects, bone points, ivory bangle, iron objects, 

and pottery like Black-and-Red Ware, Red Slipped Ware, and plain Red Ware.  

Subulia (Lat. 200 54’ 13.04’’ N; Long. 840 9’ 25.86’’ E): It is situated on the left bank of the Surubali 

stream a tributary of the river Mahanadi in Birmaharajpur Subdivision of Subarnapur district. It was 

excavated by the P.G. Department of History, Sambalpur University in February-March 201516. It was 

divided into two broad periods based on cultural remains namely Late Chalcolithic (Period-I) and 

Iron Age (period-II). The steatite beads and terracotta beads were found on this site. Other surface 

findings included bone tools, iron objects, and black-and-red ware, black slipped ware, and red 

slipped ware, etc.  

Khajeriapali (Lat. 200 53’ 23.99’’ N; Long. 830 53’ 31.36’’ E): It is located on the left bank of the 

Mahanadi in the district of Subarnapur. It was excavated by P.K. Behera, P.G.Department of History, 

Sambalpur University17. The site was occupied during the Iron Age. The beads made of carnelian and 

terracotta were recovered from the excavation. The redware, red slipped ware, black slipped ware, 

white painted black-and-red ware, and a fragment of copper slag, a few microlithic were obtained 

from this site. 

Kantipuleswar (Lat.200 44’35’’ N; Long. 840 30’42’’ E): Kantipuleswar is situated on the left bank 

of river Mahanadi about five kilometers south-east of Athamalick town of Angul district. The 

archaeological excavation was conducted under the supervision of P.K. Behera, P.G. Department of 

History, Sambalpur University in the year 200518. The habitational deposit of the site is the Iron Age. 

The terracotta beads were retrieved from this excavation. Important surface finds included Red Ware, 

Red Slipped Ware, Black Slipped Ware, Black-and-Red Ware, Iron objects, and pottery discs, pestles, 

and balls. 
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Nuagarh-Asurgarh (Lat.200 26’ 4.87’’ N; Long. 840 0.5’ 3’’E): This site is located about 6 

kilometers southeast of the Birmaharajpur town in the Sonepur district. The trial excavation was 

conducted by S. Pradhan, P.G. Department of History, Sambalpur University in 199919. The 

excavation has revealed two cultural periods with two sub-phases in period-I viz. period IA- Late 

Chalcolithic, period IB- Iron Age, and period II- Early Historic period. Period IB has yielded beads of 

shell and carnelian and also reported fragments of an iron object and post-firing graffiti marked 

potsherd. Period II has yielded pottery like red slipped ware, redware, black-and-red slipped ware, 

black slipped ware, and an iron object like nails, knives, chisel etc. 

Bhejidihii (Lat. 200 57’03’’ N; Long.840 22’ 77’’ E): Bhejidihii is situated on the left bank of the 

San-Karandi for in the Athamalick tehsil of Angul district. The archaeological excavation was 

conducted by S. Pradhan, P.G. Department of History. Sambalpur University in the year 1998-9920. It 

is divided into two cultural periods viz. Iron Age and Early Historic period. The beads made of 

carnelian, agate, jasper, quartz were discovered from the two cultural phases of this site. Other 

important findings from this site are iron objects, copper objects, a variety of pottery, microliths, and 

fragments of bangles, etc. 

Kumersingha (Lat. 200 51’ 54’’ N; Long. 840 05’ 00’’ E): Kumersingha is situated on the Left bank of 

river Mahanadi, about 4km south-east of the headquarters of Birmaharajpur in the Subarnapur 

district. The archaeological excavation was conducted under the guidance of Dr. P. K. Behera, P.G. 

Department of History, Sambalpur University in the year 2001. It is divided into two periods by 

excavator viz. Iron Age and Early Historic period. The excavations have yielded the stone beads of 

carnelian and quartz from both these cultural phases. Other important findings are iron objects, 

pottery like Red Ware, Red Slipped Ware, and Black Slipped Ware, and glass bangles. 

Kurumpadar (Lat. 20° 51’ 10.01’’ N; Long. 84°07’ 03.9’’ E): The archaeological site Kurumpadar is 

situated on the right bank of river Mahanadi of the village of Tentulipali in the Boudh district. The 

excavation was carried out by P.K. Behera, P.G. Department of History, Sambalpur University in the 

session of 2002-0321. The detailed study of the cultural remains from the excavation has revealed three 

cultural periods viz. Late Chalcolithic, Iron age, and early historic period. The beads made of 

carnelian and quartz were recovered from the early historic period. Other important discoveries from 

the site are copper punch-marked coins, finished and semi-finished glass bangle, copper bangles and 

pottery discs. 

Hikudi (Lat. 20° 52' 17.74 N; Long. 83° 54' 14.09" E): Hikudi is located on the left bank of the river 

of Mahanadi, about three kilometers northeast of the district headquarter of Subarnapur. The site has 

already been excavated22. The human habitation at the site was occupied during the Neolithic 

(Period-I) and Early Historic periods (Period-II). The terracotta beads and semiprecious stone beads 
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found in this site are associated with the early historic period. Other important findings included 

black-and-red ware, black slipped ware, redware, red slipped ware and iron slag, faunal remains, etc. 

Badmal-Asurgarh (Lat. 210 07’ 84’’ N; Long.  840 04’ 42’’ E): Badmal lies the stream called Harihar 

jor, a northern tributary of river Mahanadi of the district of Sambalpur and has been excavated23. The 

site was identified during the Iron Age (4th-3rd century BCE). The large number of beads found on this 

site is associated with the early historic period. The excavation reveals 33 finished beads, 61 semi-

finished beads, 3000 beads manufacturing wastes, and 47 rough bead which indicates a stone bead 

manufacturing site during the early historic period. The raw materials used for making these beads 

are agate, Chalcedony, amethyst, topaz, garnet, ruby, chert, smoky quartz, aquamarine, beryl, 

sapphire, tourmaline, banded- hematite and red jasper. The glass beads are also found but in very 

small quantities. However, other cultural remains on this site included copper bangles, bone and 

antler tools, and a variety of earthenware. 

 

Fig No. 01:  Beads of different materials and shapes from Badmal Asurgarh (Adapted: Dr. P.K. Behera) 

Manamunda Asurgarh (Lat. 200 51’ N; Long.  830 59’ 02’’ E): It is situated near the confluence of 

the river Mahanadi and the river Tel in the Baudh District of Odisha. The fortified site was first 
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reported by R.D. Banerjee24. It was excavated by the P.G. Department of History, Sambalpur 

University, and in collaboration with the Department of Archaeology, Deccan College, Pune in 

February 198125. Subsequently, the site was again excavated under the supervision of C.R Mishra and 

S. Pradhan of the P.G. Department of History, Sambalpur University26. This site was occupied 

between 4th-3rd Centuries BCE and 2nd - 3rd Centuries CE. The beads like agate, carnelian, chalcedony, 

jasper, and glass were discovered from this site. All these beads are preserved in Prof. N.K. Sahu 

Museum of P.G. Department of History, Sambalpur University. The site yielded Black Slipped Ware, 

Red Slipped Ware, Northern Black Polished Ware, and Red Ware. Other cultural remains included 

iron objects, copper objects, and silver punch-marked coins. 

 

Fig. No. 02: Beads of different shapes and materials from Manamunda Asurgarh 



The Beads from Proto-Historic and Early-Historic Sites in the Middle Mahanadi Valley, Odisha 

 

46 

Taraporegarh (Lat. 210 11’ 38.01’’ N; Long. 830 33’ 31.67’’ E): It is situated on the right bank of the 

river Mahanadi in the district of Subarnapur. The excavator has identified two broad phases of 

human occupation viz. period I- Iron Age and period II-Early Historic period27. The beads of semi-

precious stone were recovered during the early historic period. The site has yielded Black Slipped 

Ware, Red Slipped Ware, Red Ware, terracotta objects, iron and stone objects.  

Bhutiapali (Lat. 200 57’ 02.3’’ N; Long. 840 05’ 05.6’’ E): This site is situated on the right bank of 

Ghunguni stream, a minor tributary of the Surubali river and located about eleven kilometers 

northeast of the sub-divisional headquarters of Birmaharajpur in Subarnapur district. The site was 

excavated under the P.K. Behera P.G. Department of History at Sambalpur University in the year 

201528. The human occupation of the site was identified during the early historic period. The bead-

making industry is reported from this excavated site. The precious-semiprecious stone beads, as well 

as beads manufacturing waste like amethyst, garnet, aquamarine, smoky quartz, chert, and quartz 

crystal, were retrieved from this site. The beads-making tools like anvils, bead polishers, and Iron 

drill bits were also found on this site. The glass beads are also found but are very small in number. 

Other important findings include Red Ware, Black Ware, Black Slipped Ware, Red Slipped Ware, and 

glass bangles, etc. 
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Fig. No. 03: Beads of different shapes and materials from Bhutiapali (Adapted: Dr. P.K. Behera) 

Kharligarh (Lat. 200 27’ 37’’ N; Long. 830 33’ 38’’E): Kharligarh is located on the confluence of 

river Rahul and Tel in the Tentulikhunti block of Bolangir district.  The excavation was conducted 

under the supervision of S. Pradhan, P.G. Department of History, Sambalpur University in the year 

200229. The people occupied this site from the early historic period to early medieval period. It has 

yielded the terracotta beads and semiprecious stone beads like agate and carnelian. Other important 

antiquities found are iron objects (spearhead, nails, chisel, etc.), terracotta figurines, copper punch-

marked coins, ceramics like red ware, red slipped ware, blackware and black slipped ware, etc. 
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Narla Asurgarh (Lat. 200 4’ 40’’ N; Long. 830 21’ 16’’ E): This well-known site is situated about 2 km 

from Narla village in the district of Kalahandi and 20 km from its district headquarter Bhawanipatna 

in Odisha.  This early historic site was first reported by P.K. Deo who found 539 silver punch-marked 

coins in the fort of Narla Asurgarh in 195830. It was excavated by P.G. Dept of History, Sambalpur 

University, and the Dept of culture, Govt. of Odisha under the direction of Prof. N.K. Sahu in the year 

197331. The beads of different shapes, sizes, and raw materials like carnelian, quartz, crystal, steatite, 

and glass were recovered from this place. Now, all these beads are preserved in Prof. N.K. Sahu 

Museum, P.G. Department of History Sambalpur University. Other important surface findings are 

glass bangles, terracotta figurines, punch-marked silver and copper coins, and also different pottery 

such as Black Slipped Ware, Red Slipped Ware, Black, and Red Ware. 

 

Fig. No. 04: Beads of different materials and shapes of Narla Asurgarh 
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Budhigarh (Lat. 200 18’29’’ N; Long. 830 32’ 09’’ E): Budhigarh lies in the Kalahandi district on the 

left bank of the river Rahul, a southern tributary of the Tel. The archaeological excavation was 

conducted under the supervision of B. Mishra during 2014 and 201532. The site was occupied from the 

Neolithic period to the early medieval period33. The beads made of semi-precious stone, glass, and 

terracotta were recovered from the strata of early historic period34. Other cultural remains consist of 

iron objects (sickle, hoe, knife, arrowhead, etc.), glass bangles, pottery such as black slipped ware, red 

ware, black and red ware, northern black slipped ware, and knobbed ware. 

Nehena (Lat. 200 15’ 17’’ N; Long. 820 46’ 17’’ E): Nehena is situated on the right bank of Sunder 

River about 3km from Khariar town of Nuapara District. The site was excavated under the guidance 

of M. Brandtner in the year 1992- 199335. It was divided into two cultural periods viz. early historic 

and early medieval period36. The antiquities obtained from this site consisted of semi-precious stone 

beads, iron slags, coins, copper objects (bangles, bowls, birds, etc.), and pottery like Black and Red 

Ware, Red Ware. Now, these archaeological objects are kept in the Museum of Khariar College. 

Explored Sites 

Gabjor (Lat. 200 49/ 09.99// N; Long. 830 54/ 16.20// E): The early historic site of Gabjor is located on 

the right bank of river Tel, about 12 kilometers west of Manamunda in the Boudh district. The most 

important finding from the site included stone beads and pottery likes Redware, Red slipped ware, 

Black slipped ware, and Black-and-red ware. 

Tenda (Lat. 20° 53' 54.23" N; Long. 83° 51' 3.36" E): The village Tenda is situated on the left bank 

of Mahanadi in the Subarnapur district. This archaeological site is divided into two cultural periods 

viz. Neolithic and Iron Age. The finding from the site consists of stone beads, pottery discs, 

microlithic, and terracotta cakes with finger-pressed designs. 

Jamtangi (Lat. 20° 47ʹ 55.57ʺ N; Long. 84° 02ʹ 44.80ʺ E): The site is located on the confluence of 

rivers Bagh and Mahanadi in Boudh district. The site was occupied during the Proto-historic period 

and early historic period. Other findings are stone beads, terracotta beads, iron objects, pottery discs, 

etc. 

Gariapali (Lat. 200 55’ 48.28’’N; Long. 830 48’ 53.30’’ E): Gariapali is situated on the right bank of 

the river Mahanadi in the Binka tehsil of Subarnapur district. It is a small mound spread over an area 

of about 50sqr. Meter.  The mound is located about half a km. north-east of the village Gariapali. The 

site is divided into two periods- period I- Iron Age and period II- Early Historic period. The cultural 

remains collected from the site included semiprecious stone beads, pottery discs, and terracotta cakes, 

etc. 
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Kutasingha (Lat. 200 58’ 47.36’’ N; Long. 830 36’ 53.67’’ E): The village Kutasingha is located on 

the right bank of river Ong as a tributary of Mahanadi, in the Subarnapur district. The site was 

inhabited during the Iron Age and early historic period. The important finding from this site consists 

of semiprecious stone beads, Iron objects, glass bangles, iron and glass slags, and different varieties of 

pottery. 

Pankital (Lat. 200 54’ 22.56’’ N; Long. 830 49’ 37.85’’ E): Pankital is located on the right bank of 

river Mahanadi near the confluence of the river ong, in the Subarnapur district. Based on cultural 

remains, the site is divided into two periods viz. period I- Iron age and period II- Early Historic 

period. The beads of semiprecious stone, Iron objects, pottery like Black and Red Ware, Black Slipped 

Ware, Red Slipped Ware, and Red Ware are found from this site. 

Chandigarh (Lat. 200 53’ 11.84’’ N; Long. 830 14’ 31.33’’ E): The early historic site of Chandigarh 

is located on the right bank of the Mahanadi in the Boudh district. The important antiquities found 

from the site are terracotta beads, Iron slag, bangle, chisel, saddle, terracotta figurine, pottery disc, 

etc. 

Keotiapali (Lat. 200 51’ 38.08’’ N; Long. 840 07’ 49.98’’ E): The early historic site of Keotiapali is 

situated about one kilometer downstream from the confluence of the Harihar Jor and the Mahanadi 

in the Subarnapur district. Among the important finding from the site included stone beads and 

pottery like red ware and black and red ware.  

Barali (Lat. 200 58’ 03.24’’ N; Long. 830 49’ 47.70’’ E): The archaeological site of Barali is situated 

near the confluence of the Palmuhan Jor on the left bank of the river Mahanadi in Subarnapur district. 

The site was inhabited during the early historic period. Many glass bangles, terracotta beads, and 

pottery like red ware, red slipped ware and black slipped ware were found from this site. 

Baidyanath (Lat. 20° 48' 35.90" N; Long. 83° 47' 41.81" E): The early historic site of Baidyanath is 

located on the left bank of the river Tel in the Boudh district. The important findings of this site 

included beads of semiprecious stone, pottery like red ware, red slipped ware and black slipped 

ware. 

Beads from Prof. N.K. Sahu Museum: Prof. N.K. Sahu Museum is situated in the P.G. 

Department of History, Sambalpur University. It contains a large number of valuable antiquities that 

collect from the different excavated and explored sites of western Odisha. The important collection in 

this site included pre-historic tools, sculptures, coins, inscriptions, and war weapons, etc. Besides, 

several early historic beads have been kept here collected from the excavated site of Manamunda and 

Narla Asurgarh. These beads are made from different variety of raw materials like carnelian, agate, 
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crystal, quartz, red jasper, chalcedony, steatites, and glass.  The beads are long barrel, short barrel, 

standard barrel, long truncated bicone, short cylinder shaped. 

Conclusion: From the above discussion, it is clear that the rich bio-habitat and the vast mineral 

resources of the region attracted humans who produced different types of beads in different ages. 

Besides the above sites, other important fortified and non-fortified settlements of Odisha like 

Jaugada37, Radhanagar38, Manikapatna39 where huge amount of beads of different material were 

reported. This indicated that these beads were exchanged both in internal and external trades. The 

important sites like jaugarh and Asurgarh exported beads to Southeast Asian country is before the 

Christian era40. 
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Introduction: Megalithic remains are found scattered in Northeast India and the practice of raising 

megalithic monuments is still a living tradition among some of the Northeast Indian tribes such as the 

Mizo, the Khasi, the Garos and the Nagas. Northeast India has a large number of megalithic remains 

and the greatest concentration is observed in the Khasi and Jaintia Hills of Meghalaya1. Each megalith 

in the region has specific and unique features regarding its classification. They serve as an important 

source to have a better understanding of the past history of the region. The purpose and the significance of 

the megaliths differ from one community to another.  

Such megaliths are also abundantly found in Mizoram with the greatest concentration in the 

districts of Champhai, Serchhip and Aizawl etc. The megaliths of Mizoram served as memorials. They 

are connected with the feasts of merit to commemorate individual prosperity and achievements and 

also the occasion of the establishment of a village. The Mizos erected megaliths usually at the entrance 

of the village and alongside the road and sometimes in the courtyard of the chief. The Mizo megaliths 

serve as Memorial stones or Commemorative stones in functionality. The Mizo raised stones in memory 

of deceased. It is believed that the Mizos while living in the Chin Hills between the fifteenth and 

seventeenth centuries had the practice of erecting memorials for the departed which was continued to 

the present day2 . As the Mizos did not have their own script, they relate their past life by carving images 

on stones and other materials indicating the life and status of the concerned person3.  
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