SCIENTIFIC CORRESPONDENCE

only be interpreted as increasing/decreasing
trends for a particular site.
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Reconstruction of the
Tamil Nadu

Chronologically, Korkai is the oldest port
site of Tamil country possibly since the
beginning of the first millennium BC.
However, its emergence as a significant
emporium may have been only around
the fourth and fifth century BC. Korkai
(8°40’N; 78°5E) is recognized by the
Periplus of the Erythrean Sea as Colchis
and by Ptolemy as Kolkhoi. Correct in-
dentification came in 1838. Early archaeo-
logical excavations carried out by Caldwell
in the Tamiraparani delta in the 19th cen-
tury, affirmed its present site almost in
ruins close to a place called Eral'. Tt was
a dual centre of the early Pandya rule,
identified with Pandya-Kavada by the
Ramayana and the Mahabharat, and as
Kapatapuram in Kalithogai. Its reputa-
tion is spoken of in Akananury and
Ainkurunuru. The entire Gulf of Mannar is
recognized by the Periplus as the Colchic
Gulf, due to pre-eminent status of Korkai.
Excavations by Nagaswamy and others
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have brought to light the early artifacts
of the site at Korkai. Stone inscriptions
in the Koil of Vetrivelamman and the
Pillayar Kovil at Korkai and at Attur
across the river on the opposite bank re-
affirm that the site is the old port of
Korkai. A lone ‘Vanni’ tree standing in
Korkai is about 2000 years old, accord-
ing to the Tamil Nadu Archaeological
Survey.

Upstream of Korkai about 20 km away
on the same river valley on the right bank of
Tamiraparani is Aditchanallur, the larg-
est megalithic burial urn area in South
India®. Tts proximity and the find of mega-
lithic burial urns at Korkai itself indicate
that the valley side was fairly well-popu-
lated during megalithic times. Carbon
dating of the artifacts in the area indi-
cates an age of 785 Bc, while Aditchanal-
lur findings of copper finds including an
icon of Mother Goddess of 8th century
BC indicate that it was an active settlement,

ancient Port, Korkai in Tuttukkudi District of

and probably river navigation extended
up to it from the delta mouth.

Korkai is sited on an alluvial terrace,
above the present-day flood plain of the
river. The archaeological finds are about
3 m below the terrace level. Excavations
have revealed Mauryan pottery of 2nd
and 3rd century BC and the glazed pottery
found belong to Northern Black Polished
ware. The burial urns lie adjoining a
structure built with large bricks. Adjoin-
ing on the west end are heaps of pearl
oyster shells, and three ring wells. More
significantly, the finds of black and red
pottery ware with old Tamil Brahmi scripts
(two to four letters in a line or two), apart
from drawn graffiti of the sun, fish, bow
and arrow have been dated to a period
between 3rd century BC and 2nd century
AD. The occurrence of Roman ware, and
rouletted ware indicates their external links.
Archeologists have found ruins of chank-
cutting factories, centres for split opening
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