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Abstract: 

The focus point of this study is to find out land business system with money and comparing between Ancient 

periods (6th to 12th century CE) of Samatata with present through a newly proposed „Land Pricing Model. Its 

associated element will be analysis here are comparative land price of past and present, economic sector of land, 

minimum market price of land, pricing method and other comparative facts. To achieve the research objectives 

this study follows both of qualitative and quantitative research approach. Data is collected from various sectors 

such as archaeological sites, Library, Internet, Sub-registry office, surroundings of archaeological sites and so on. 

Topic of this study demand a multidisciplinary approach and it followed here by implementing mathematical 

formula, principles of business studies knowledge, Land law, Economics etc. carefully. This study conducts a 

comparative analysis of the economic sector of the land, economic condition of Ancient period, land pricing 

method, land measurement system, material value of the land and rulers controlling over the land. 

Keywords: Pricing method, Land Business, Samatata, Bangladesh 

 

1. Introduction  

Samatata is a descriptive rather than ethnic term for an ancient territorial unit in south-

eastern Bengal. Samatata was a unique entity that had been known and recognized from the 

period of Samudragupta (4th CE), with the earliest reference being found in the Allahabad 

Prashasti (Chowdhury, 2021). Previously published research and books on Samatata economic 
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condition showed just overview of whole Bengal economic condition not deep or sector based 

where do not understand sector and area based specific economic condition of the Samatata 

(Islam, 2017, p.73; Roy, 1949, p.173; Majumdar, 1913, p. 642). Where only agricultural system 

and land value is huge different (Bailey, 2015, p. 152–3, cited in Bell et. all, 2022) from one 

region to another there never can explain similarly whole Bengal`s Economic history 

sufficiently together. Therefore it needs to divide the Bengal region in different micro part like 

Samatata. following research aims and goals and goals should be segmented with brief 

economic factor like land business, agriculture, production, exchange rate, business rate of 

different products, trade route, land measurement system etc. 

 

2. Aims and Objectives of the research 

According to research design and headline aims and objectives of this research are given 

below:  

1. Proposing, “Land Pricing Model” to rediscover ancient land business. 

2. Discovering image of Samatata land business between 6th to 12th century CE  

 

3. Research Methodology 

All the data collected in this research were deep explained and comparing in field and post 

field work by doing repeatedly field work and library research. Therefore it can be said that it 

is followed Archaeological, social science and mixed research method. Data is interpreted from 

primary and secondary data sources with a full observation, analysis and synthesis way. Facts 

related to mathematics and other disciplines have been analyzed in direct collaboration with 

academics from various disciplines.  

 

4. Land Business in Archaeology  

It is not clearly known when land business actually started in ancient societies. It may even 

be the first work on such ideas related to land business but it highly requires a deep study. May 

be land business was not same as present but artifact some time shows many things that we 

never understand all at once we can assume just observing it for a long time. Through previous 

literature reviews so far we can see that previous study was just decipher and simple analysis 

of archaeological inscriptions about land grants but no price rate of that land and compare with 

present. To know the land business information, land market price and comparing them to 

present is impossible without relatively explanation between archaeological evidences and 

present location, price through an extensive field work. In this model it divided into 7 steps as 
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below which could follow to discover unknown land business system of the past. The “Land 

Pricing Model” will be described below in details. 

 

5. Private Land Ownership 

Land Business only possible when it would be private property, without private ownership 

land buiness is possible. Some historian show that there was no private land ownership and land 

rights in ancient historical period all were only under King`s kingdom (Islam, 2017, p. 176). 

Neale (1962) claimed as “It cannot be said with any accuracy whether the king was actually 

the owner of the land”. On the other hand Band-Powell (1892) said “In a sense it was a 

proprietor and the intermediary was its agent but, "the state never let land competitively or 

interfered in its management” (cited in Ray, 1996, p. 221). The land system in India up to 

Independence was a mixture of occupancy rights and revenue obligations which varied from 

State to State (Ray, 1996). In this research found that even though the King has sovereignty but 

people also have the private land ownership of land and wealth. Private ownership justification 

also found in Manusmriti the Hindu religious text of ancient India (Bandyopadhyay, 1993). 

Another reliogious text named Saduktikarnamrita also reflected the then economic history. 

Through the script of Samatata Inscription of Vainyagupta (504 CE) known as there was 

donated 247 Dronavapas property to 22 people by purchasing first from others. Donated of all 

that land some were sold and some were donated to king by them (Samaddar, 2018, p. 53-163). 

“Buying and selling of the property by cash payment undoubtedly prove individual ownership 

right over the land (Islam, 2017, 73-94, Chakravarti, 2018, p.130)”. In case of agricultural 

farming this individual property rights gives varieties information about Agricultural 

production. If Individual land property rights exist then over that land should have liberation of 

production and tax and duty will be discriminated. According to above explanation of scholars 

it can be assumed that in Ancient period there were individual property rights. 

 

6. Demand, Material Value of Land and purpose of Use  

In the term of economics, if there is a demand, there is a supply, and the supply of a 

commodity is what makes its business stand (Marshal, 1879, p.91-93, 158). So It‟s a common 

matter that there was demand of land which made land`s market value. It can be seen in the 

Samata copper plates that land was not bought and sold or donated at one place but small parcels 

were bought and sold and donated from different places. No village had a sufficient amount of 

land readily available at once. That is why Loknath's (After 6th century CE) Tripura inscriptions 

are supposed to cut forests and demolish villages. There was so much demand that sometimes 
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even the required land was not available. As a result, it is seen that there was a huge demand 

for land (Majumdar, 1913, p.193-195, Basak, 1919, p.39, Bhattacharya, 1930, p.41).  

According to analysis of land use, land touched people and various aspects of land easily can 

understand the value of land. Different inscriptions found from Samatata and its indication 

about type of land, copperplates mainly indicates three type of land- Vastu, Ksetra and Khila 

but is more than that (Islam, 2017, p.101) and present and past economic sector connection are 

given below in table. 

 

Table-1: Land type and economic sector affiliation mentioned in Inscription 

SL Land type in Inscription Present concept of that land type 

01 Nala Bhumi Cultivated land 

02 Tikara Bhumi Mound land 

03 Bastu Tikara Residential house land 

04 Griha Tikara Abode land 

05 Chatana Tikara Cultivable land 

06 Chira Khil Bhumi Ever wild land 

07 Bya Bhumi Mixed land 

08 Ti Bhumi Mound land 

09 Ba Ti Livable land 

10 Gri Ti House building suitable land 

11 Cha Ti Cultivable land 

12 Mu Ti Uncultivable land 

13 Go Charan Bhumi Cow pasture land 

14 Damn* Damn, City protection from food and 

Agriculture 

15 Reservoir* Reservoir, Agricultural land 

16 Cultivable land * Cultivable land, Agricultural land 

17 Khila Bhumi Uncultivable land, Agricultural land 

18 Khetra Agricultural land 

19 Gung River, Fisheries land 

20 Pushkuroni Pond, Fisheries land 

21 Boiddakhetra Medicinal land, Herbal land 

22 Khetra Agricultural land 
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23 Bil Big reservoir, Fisheries land 

24 Aranya Forest land, Agricultural land 

25 Kanamatika Pahar Hilly land 

26 Deva Parvata Mountain surrounded land 

27 Jhopajhara Less dense than deep forest 

28 Ail Aisle, Farming land divider 

29 Godhani Bhumi Unknown, not translated yet 

30 Khata Like a dug hole 

31 Hole-Khad Hole land 

32 Craggy land* Craggy land 

33 Vastu Residential land 

(Source: Islam, 2017: 101; Samaddar, 2018: 45) 

 

7. Land Business: Intermediary (Land Tenure) and Trade of Business Group  

In Ancient period businessmen were free to business. So in the light of the above argument 

it is ensured that the merchants in Samatata could do business freely and along with the king 

and religious beliefs the merchants could also donate to the temples with their portraits i.e. the 

merchants had a high level of civic status (Islam, 2017, p.73-90, Samaddar, 2018, p. 65). 

Therefore, where there was an independent merchant class, it was possible to start any type of 

business venture independently. Hence it is possible to start land business like modern real 

estate business. Nowadays, middlemen are often seen in buying and selling land, even in 

today‟s free and independent times, intermediaries or arbitration are needed or emerged then in 

land transactions (Marshal, 1879, p. 214-7; Mukhopadhyay, 1919, p. 123), but during the 

subjugated monarchy, when people feared and respected the king, brokers and intermediaries 

were very common at that time. Evidence of that can be found in some testimonies. 

An inscription dated 91/184 Gupta mentions that a piece of land in Samatata was owned 

and sold by a Shresthi, which is the earliest mention of any Shresthi position in Samatata. Nagar 

Shresthi is a merchant. Damodorpur Inscriptions-5 of Gupta AD to 224 mentions Nagarshreshti 

as a major merchant. However, Nagar Shresthi is not an ordinary merchant; he is a wealthy 

merchant or investor (Chakravarti, 2018: 162).  

What can be the purpose of selling the land? There is no information that the mentioned 

term ‘Nagarshresthi’ sold the land due to deficiency. Then why the land may have been sold. 

An investigation into the cause found no evidence. Since no evidence is available from the past, 
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it can be said that in the light of present times and general considerations, it is possible to assume 

that there was a land trading system which was a source of income for the mercantile 

community because they have the ability to buy any land at any time in various ways. Moreover, 

Ranvir Chakravarti also sheds light on land donation as business information from a relative 

perspective. He said thus ‟It has been demonstrated as a methodological counterpoint, that 

land grants too contained important insights on trade though their principal focus would be on 

the rural sector (Chakravarti, 2018: 166)”. So it can be said that this land buying and selling is 

the business information of the urban nobles or merchant community. 

In this inscription, there was only one word about sale but it is said that after getting the 

ownership of the land, he sold it again. Two things can be inferred from this, one is that he 

bought the land at a low price and sold it at a high price or received a gift and sold it. Again, no 

intention of sale is mentioned in it, so it may be that the land was sold because it was profitable 

to buy and sell it.  

Another reason for buying and selling land in the copperplate evidence of land purchase 

cited here is may be the middleman of the land purchase. As it didn`t mention any reason for 

sale (Islam, 2017, p.78). Therefore, it can be assumed that in the economy of Samatata, the 

merchant community had a position as an intermediary in land trading and land buying and 

selling. 

 

8. Land Measurement system and Price 

There was no uniformity in the existing methods of land measurement, pricing, tenure, and 

so on throughout Bengal.In the Gupta period land measurement unit were - Kulyavyapa, 

Dronabapa, Adhadhabapa. Another unit mentioned in Gunaighara copperplate is Pataka 

(Sircar, 1983 b, c; p.65; Islam, 2017, 73-90; Samaddar, 2018, p. 53-163). It is difficult to convert 

or compare the land measurement system found in the inscriptions to the modern land 

measurement system, but DC Sircar and SK Maity have prepared two comparative tables with 

the modern land measurement units (cited in Chakravarti, 2018). According to modern land 

measurement units we know that, one Acre = 3.025 Bigha; one Bigha is equal to 33 Decimal 

Lands. 
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Table-2: Comparison between Ancient and Modern Land Measurement Units. 

According to S K Maity 

SL Ancient Unit Modern Unit 

(Acre) 

Modern Unit 

(Bigha) 

Modern Unit 

(Decimal) 

01 1 Dronavyap 1.50744 4.56 150.48 

02 1 Kulyavyap 12.562-15.868 38-48 1254-1584 

03 1 Pataka 62.809-79.339 190-240 6270-7920 

According to D C Sircar 

01 1 Dronavyap 5.289-6.612 16-20 528-660 

01 1 Kulyavyap 42.314-52.893 128-160 4224-5280 

03 1 Pataka 211.570-264.463 640-800 21120-26400 

It is seen (Table-2) that if it is possible to find out the measurement of the land according 

to this measurements, then the work of searching any existing location will be easy to find. 

Where it will be possible to estimate very easily, after the discovery of a place, exactly how far 

it`s boundaries may be around it. As a result of increasing land grabbing and urbanization, all 

the land is occupied by different people and has been mixed with residential properties and used 

land. For example, the recent excavation of the Nateshwar Buddha vihara complex shows that 

most of the site is buried under the ground of the neighboring houses, that is, even though these 

lands are the property of the ancient Buddha vihara, they have once been occupied by people. 

As a result, 4 to 5 surveys and excavations are required to uncover one part of it (Lelin and 

Rahman, 2022). 

However, due to the lack of comparison between past and present units, even after having 

written evidence, yet it is difficult to know how far its boundaries actually. So it is impossible 

to know without finding artifacts through excavation, which is time-consuming, expensive and 

damaging to uncover the site. Since we often know it`s place of origin and its area through 

inscriptions. Therefore, through this it is possible to find out the original position and its 

boundaries of any place. For example, Bhavadeva Vihara, now known as Shalvan Vihara, is 

mentioned in several inscriptions regarding Pernaton where King Bhavadeva and Anandadeva 

(750-800 CE) donated land. Here is the amount and mention of that land. Now if the place of 

this land and the place where the inscription is obtained are the same, then it can be assumed 

that one of the places is the boundary of Shalvan Vihara. Then it will be possible to find out the 

actual boundaries of Nateswar Vihara that is there more or not? So it is clear that if a correlation 

can be formed with past and present measurement systems, the initial search will not be as 
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complicated as before and not have to remain groping in the dark, the fine search can be easy 

and it will save both time and money. 

Land was once measured linearly with a pair of rods. Vijayasena's Barrackpore Inscription 

mentions a scale for measuring land with a rod called Samattiya Nala. Similarly another unit is 

Brashavsankara Nal, where Vrashabhsankara is a title of Vijayasena (Sircar, 1983 a & c, p. 

41-68; Samaddar, 2018. p. 53-163). So it can be assumed that Vrshabhasankara Nala method 

is named after the name of great king Vijayasena (1097-1158 CE) and it was popular method 

the then.  

Land measurement system is a very important thing in agriculture. Various types of Nala 

(Narrow bamboo sticks) are used even in modern times. Land is measured with these Nala. For 

example, a type of Nala (bj) is used to sell rice seedlings in, especially Munshiganj Manikganj, 

Tangail, and Narsingdi districts around Dhaka.  

One Qora paddy hali (paddy seedling) is equal to one Nala (bj) of seven and a half cubits 

length equal to the number of seedlings in the area. May be this Nala system is going on since 

ancient times. Its modern state has changed a lot. Besides, another type of method for land 

measurement is the chain method which is also used for government land measurement in sub 

registry office. 

 

9. Ancient and Modern Pricing Method of Land  

In the modern market system, the value of land is determined based on area-wise demand 

for land and its development. The price of land in the capital area is not the same as in the 

district towns and not so much in the suburbs or suburbs in normal cities. Again same city but 

different purchase price in different mauzas. But one more thing is that the price of a land is 

fixed according to the market price fixed by the government. However, the price of the land 

can rise above government fixed price according to the needs and exceptions of the land owner. 

It happens in most cases. The total market price fixed by the government is determined by the 

local sub-registry office after analyzing various criteria on the local market system. Below is 

the local market price list of mauzas in Sadar south Upazila of Cumilla (Source: Sadar south 

Sub Registry Office, Cumilla). Section 5(2) of the Rules relating to determination of market 

value under the Minimum Market Value of Property Rules, 2010 is set out here.  

(2) Member-Secretary of the Committee every 2 (two) years in determining the market 

value from 1st January to 31st December of the first year and from 1st January to 31st October 

of the second year on the basis of the value of the Suf-Kabala (clear sell-deeds) deeds registered 

in the respective sub-registry area on the basis of the concerned class. A list of average prices 
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shall be prepared and submitted for the consideration of the Committee by 15th of November 

of the second year.  

Here it is seen that the market value of the property is roughly the average market value of 

the sellers' purchase and sale price hence it is an acceptable value. By comparing the market 

value of that time, it is possible to know the money value of the Ancient period.  

It should be noted that here the latest market value of the property of the People's Republic 

of Bangladesh for the year 2016, 2017-18 is highlighted because the Government of Bangladesh 

issued a circular (cwicÎ) dated 30-20-2020 it`s memorandum No- No./Registration-

4(AD)/445(506) {wbA/‡iwRtkvt-4(Xvtwet)/445(506)}. By this circular government 

announced that the country's economy has contracted due to the global Corona epidemic, the 

general market price made in 2017-18 will be applicable for the next 2 years i.e. 2021 and 22. 

In that sense, the market price list is used here. Below is a list of market value fixed for 40 

Mauzas from Cumilla Sadar South Sub-Registry Office as per Amendment 2015 of Public 

Property Market Value Rules 2010 in the People's Republic of Bangladesh – 
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Figure-1 & 2: Total purchase price of 20 mauzas land in Comilla as determined by the 

governent 

The analogy here is that of the Ancient inscriptions discussed earlier in the Para on private 

ownership of land, where private ownership and the right to sell were attested. Sometime King 

himslef someone common people purchased and sold (Table-3) their land in an average rate 

wgich indicate there were a legal practice of determining the minimum Market Price of Land 

otherwise the sale price of the land would have been different in each case but surprisingly it 

has an uniformity of market price that prove the Minimum Market Price of Land. The name of 

Pustapala (Record Keeper) can find in the copperplates of Samatata which is actually dedicated 

to land record, registry (Islam, 2017, p.77). Comparing between Ancient Pustapala and present 

sub-register office, it is clear that both of the offices purpose is same. So land price was fixed 

by King`s court and controlled by Pustapala. 

Another issue of concern is, King Vainyagupta (504 CE) purchased and donated a total of 

247 Dronas of land in 31 blocks from 51 owners by purchasing from 22 and donating from 9 

through issuing his Samata/Dhaka copperplate. The king himself donated 120 Dronas of land 

in Tarlachanda village but the price is not mentioned in the copperplate (Islam, 2017, p. 90, 

Samaddar, 2018, p. 53-163). Here concerning issue is the King himself purchasing the land in 

a price rate first (Davies & Bhattacharya 2019) and the free businessmen also selling them 

following that price that means the King as a ruler fixing a Minimum Market Price from his 

court by himself. There is also a similarity with modern Minimum Market Price of Property 

act.  

Who knows, maybe we have retained this method from ancient times through our ancestors 

genetically connection of brain without our conscious knowledge.  

Again, as a common price was determined by the agreement of the king and the royal court 

at that time, a common market price of land is determined through a legal system. So it appears 

that there is a similarity in determining the value of land in both the cases. 

 

10. Single Pricing of Numerous Assets   

The market price of Samatata in the Ancient period and the current local market price have 

changed the value of money over time. However, this study suggests a higher level of research 

to be able to compare how much that has happened. Some researcher developed following 

approach for the selling of numerous assets for a single price at any moment throughout the 

sample period, which is based on a hedonic pricing model  

Payment i =Σ j Σ k β j k Year j Asset _ type k +u i 



CenRaPS Journal of Social Sciences, Volume 4, Issue 2, November 2022, 1-18 

 

Page | 11  
 

“Where year dummy variables j are interacted with the asset-type quantity variables k so 

that the parameter estimates, β j k, can be interpreted as the prices per unit of that type of asset 

k during year j. Some transactions involved only one asset, whereas others included several 

assets, and the approach that we use will separate out the contribution of each individual asset 

to the overall price (Bell et all 2022, p. 6)”. Even more they suggested using actual value of an 

asset price to know land price of ancient time (Bell et all 2022, p. 8). 

Therefore, through this research it could be found price fluctuation from ancient to present 

time. It is possible to find out the detailed business system of that period by conducting in depth 

study about past economic activity. For example, land purchase and sale related transaction, 

daily haat-market, household goods transactions, foreign trade, use of currency in trade, foreign 

currency transactions, inter-Janapada1 commercial transactions, exchange practices etc. type 

marketing and trade transactions related information are available in Samatata archaeological 

records, especially in copperplates (Alam 2011, p.15-35; Ghosh, p. 1-16, 2019, Bhattacharya, 

1933, p. 282-89). There were many waves of migrations into Bengal from the prehistoric period 

(Jha, 2014; Siddiq & Habib, 2017). Migration and inter racial acculturation prolonged to 

medieval period by Turkic descendants also happened through commercial transection (Khan 

et all., 2022, p.11). So much commercial and marketing information is available here, so it can 

be assumed that the profit, loss and interest rate of these transactions will also be able to find 

out. However, this requires further in-depth research and study on the proposed concepts in this 

research paper. 

 

11. Comparison between past and present price of land  

Scholars claimed that Shalvan Vihara and its surrounding is the historical center of Samatata 

based on inscription of that time (Rashid, 2008p. 85, 160; Narayan, 2008, p. 61; Jha 1988, p.49). 

Vihara is called as University of that period in various archaeological reviews. There was a 

'Mahabhogashram' institution with a total of 8 viharas which was a 'bhuvanbismay' or wonder 

of the world (Gupta, 1979). It is very similar to present Mainamati area because there are also 

about 8 and more viharas around it.  

Therefore, it can be said that this Shalvan Vihara and the neighboring viharas are the 

'Mahabhogashram' and 28 patakas of land has been donated to this Bhogashrama which is 

adjacent to the pond and the highway. Therefore, this land may have been farmed and fished in 

                                                           
1 The Janapadas were monarchies and kingdoms of the Vedic period c. 1500-600 BCE on the Indian subcontinent  
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ponds. However, during the excavation, several agricultural equipment and tools were found at 

various places of Samatata including Shalvan Vihara (Rashid, 2008). 

Comparing between Information found in the list (Figures 1, 2) and evidences found about 

shalvan Viahara and its surrounding places present location of that places likely to be included 

present Viharas like Salmanpur-256, North Bagmara-46, and Lalmai Pahar- 110 Mauza because 

the Viharas are mainly located within it and the purchase price of that land is mentioned in 

Vainyagupta's (504 CE) Dhaka copperplate. Again, Vainyagupta's Gunaighara copperplate has 

been found in Devidwar area very close to this area (Zakaria, 1984, p. 24, 37; Rashid, 2008 p. 

182, 209). Although the copperplate is found at Devidwara, but there is no way to know whether 

it is its primary context or secondary context. Whatever the initial location of the copperplate, 

there is evidence of similarity of some of the names of the places mentioned in it with some of 

the places of present day Salmanpur-256 Mauza. For example, in the second part of Gunaighar 

copperplate, twenty-eight Dronas of land in the west of 'Rajvihara Kshetra' has not yet been 

found in any Vihara named as such. Now Raj Vihara is sometimes used to denote the name of 

a big place or prestigious place with prefix Raj. In that case, if it is used in that sense, it may 

also refer to Bhavadeva Vihara as it is the largest and most shining vihara so far discovered in 

the region. This name has come again as a place around Uttar Mandal. Another name found 

'Vihara Talbhumi' (wenvi Zjf~wg in bengali meaning Talbhumi means lower or corner part of 

a prominent area like Shahartoli-kniZj in English suburbs, downtown etc.) what is this Vihara 

Talbhoomi? If this is also consider semantically, then it can be understood that it is also meant 

to be a place around some Vihara or downtown or lowest part of a prominent Vihara.  

Again, these two are of the same regime and ruled by the same ruler, so their position should 

not be too far apart. Yet another third copperplate has been found in Shalvan Vihara at the 

lowest strata. In that case, the comparative analysis of these 3 inscriptions indicates that 

whatever the finding spot, their location was nearby and that place was in the vicinity of Shalvan 

Vihara i.e. Raja Bhavadeva Vihara. Deva parvata was the center of Samatata and it was near 

Lalambi a forest and lalmai hill track is identified as Devaparvata (Rashid, 2015). Therefore, 

according to the information found in the list of Mauzas of this land in modern times and 

according to the written evidence and the location of the present Viharas, there is a possibility 

that the places around the Deva Parvata and Viharas of Samatata are included in the Mauza 

area of Salmanpur-256, North Bagmara-46, and Lalmai Pahar-110. 

Though Vainyagupta`s (504 BCE) Samatata/Dhaka Copperplate, King purchased and 

donated a total of 247 Dronas of land in 31 blocks from 51 owners by purchasing from 22 and 
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donating from 9 (Samaddar, 2018, p. 53-163). Below is the list of purchased lands out of which 

the sale price of the land is mentioned here: 

 

Table-3: Estimates of Average Land Sale Prices in the Ancient Age. 

S

L 

Land Name 

(Sanskrit to  

English) 

Quantity of 

land 

(Dronavyap

) 

Total Price 

(Dinara+Mas

ha) 

Per unit 

price 

(Dinara) 

Per Dinara 

Sold land 

(Dronavap) 

01 Jakkanshati 40 4 1/10 10 

02 Jakkanshati 15 1 Dinara & 8 

Masha 

Undetermin

ed 

undetermined 

03 Jakkanshati 15 1 Dinara & 8 

Masha 

Undetermin

ed 

undetermined 

04 Payonatana 10 1 1/10  10 

05 Payonatana 20 2 1/10  10 

06 Ulug Ucchayika 20 2 1/10  10 

07 Jakkanshati 30 3 1/10  10 

08 Jakkanshati 20 2 1/10  10 

09 Jakkanshati 40 4 1/10  10 

10 Poronchoshaka 40 4 1/10  10 

11 Nognapattochchali

ka 

80 8 1/10  10 

12 Nognapattochchali

ka 

20 2 1/10  10 

13 Urchondochchalik

a 

40 4 1/10  10 

14 Tugrochchalika 60 6 1/10  10 

15 Tugrochchalika 90 30 1/10  10 

16 Mormet Land with 4 

house 

18 Undetermin

ed 

Undetermined 

17 Khoddo-

mottonochchalika 

80 8 1/10 10 

18 Perobkati 100 20 1/5 (lowest) 5 (lowest) 
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19 Godhanika 40 4 1/10  10 

20 Ketogptotachchali

ka 

60 6 1/10  10 

21 Ketogptotachchali

ka 

40 4 1/10  10 

22 Ketogptotachchali

ka 

100 10 1/10  10 

Total/Average Total 247 & 

Land with 4 

houses 

Total 134 

Dinara 16 

Masha 

Average 

1/10 

Average 10 

(Modified from Samaddar, 2018: 57) 

It can be seen (Table-3) that on an average 10 drona (Dronavyap) of land was sold at 

the price of 1 Dinara. Again the modern and current measurements of the land as per the earlier 

mentioned proposal of DC Sircar and SK Maity have been mentioned. As such, the 

measurement of land and the value of land with the present time are highlighted as follows-  

According to Calculation of SK Maity (Tbale-3), One Drona = 150.48 decimal as he proposed 

(Chakravarti, 2018). Again, the price of 10 dronavyap/Drona land is 1 dinar or 10.150.48 = 

1504.8 Decimal of land is worth 1 dinar.  

So therefore, 1504.8 decimal land value = 1 dinar  

1 decimal land value = 1/1504.8 dinars or 0.00066454014 dinars.  

Again, the present value of 10 drona or 1504.8 decimal of land is 1504.8284875 = 

428679900 taka. So the value of 1 dinar during the period of Ancient Vainyagupta = Present 

value of 42, 86, 79,900 taka (forty two crore and eighty six lakh and seventy nine and nine 

hundred taka).  

Or the value of one decimal of the land in the period of Vainyagupta (504 CE) in the 

Ancient Samatata is equal to 0.00066454014 dinars and the present price of land in a certain 

Mauza Salmanpur Mauza is 284875 taka. 
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Table-4: Early-Medieval and Present Value of Land in the Eastern Mandal of Samatata. 

    According to S K Maity      

Ancient 

Position 

Relative Position 

To Current Mauza 

According to Ancient 

land price current per 

decimal land price 

(Dinara) 

Per decimal land price in  

current unit (Taka) 

Eastern Mandal 

of Samatata 

According to 

Salmanpur-256 

Mauza 

0.00066454014 284875 Taka 

Eastern Mandal 

of Samatata 

According to 

Lalmai-110 Mauza 

0.00066454014 159138 Taka 

 

12. Conclusion 

The above mentioned 7-steps land pricing model helps to understand the ancient land 

business in detail. It is possible to know about the land business of any place by adding or 

subtracting any step of this model in the same way or from place to place. Every country in the 

world has a system of land pricing method. This study has shown that it existed in ancient 

Bengal and in Ancient and medieval England too. So it can be applicable to many places in the 

world. In the study Samatata region of Bengal is selected as a sample to justify this model. After 

completing this model it is proved that it is applicable. This study concludes that long long 

times have gone but in some aspects of economic history has a deep similarities yet. After 

completing this research huge similarities of land business system between modern and Ancient 

period of Samatata and present Mainamati area have come out. This study identified Ancient 

places over modern Mouza mapping system. The study also found land price and tried to 

calculate the minimum land price, pricing method has a similarities to present. It recommends 

that if a deeper analysis could run, it is possible to know many more unknown economic history 

of Samatata. 
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