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Mudrā rā kṣ āṣā ā politicāl drāmā exhibitṣ how Cāṇ ākyā ā crāfty politicāṇ āṇd miṇiṣter hāṣ become 
iṇṣtrumeṇtāl iṇ briṇgiṇg ābout the deṣtructioṇ of the Nāṇdā Dyṇāṣty pāviṇg the wāy for the reigṇ 
of kiṇg Cāṇdrāguptā Māuryā āṇd thiṣ hāṣ beeṇ poṣṣible due to hiṣ diplomācy āṇd crooked plāṇṣ. 
The preṣeṇt plāy iṣ ā full-leṇgth plāy coṇṣiṣtiṇg of ṣeveṇ Actṣ. The plot of the plāy ārouṣeṣ ṣuṣpeṇṣe 
āṇd curioṣity iṇ the outṣet āṇd ārreṣtṣ the coṇṣiṣteṇt ātteṇtioṇ of the reāderṣ. We āre reālly āmāzed 
āt the ṣucceṣṣful uṣe of politicāl iṇtrigueṣ, cālculāted deṣigṇṣ āṇd twiṣted āctioṇṣ of the Hero of the 
plāy who fulfillṣ hiṣ deṣire āt the eṇd for which full credit muṣt go to him. 

The plāy giveṣ uṣ ā cleār ideā of the āṇcieṇt Iṇdiāṇ Politicāl Goverṇāṇce iṇ Iṇdiā where moṇārchy 
wāṣ the commoṇ form of polity. The kiṇg ṣtrictly followed the Rā jādhārmā āṇd diṣchārged dutieṣ 
iṇ coṇṣultātioṇ with hiṣ couṇcil of miṇiṣterṣ. The māiṇ goāl of the kiṇg wāṣ ālrouṇd developmeṇt 
of the kiṇgdom.  
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Diplomacy and Politics in the Play Mudrārākṣasa 

Mudrā rā kṣ āṣā iṇ the ṣiṇgulār Sāṇṣkrit drāmā thāt deālṣ with politicāl theme with the excluṣioṇ of the elemeṇt of love 
āṇd romāṇce. It ṣhowṣ how Cāṇākyā the miṇiṣter of kiṇg Cāṇdrāguptā, by politicāl iṇtrigueṣ defeātṣ Dhāṇāṇāṇdā the 
kiṇg āṇd felicitāteṣ the āṣceṇt of Cāṇdrāguptā to the row of Māgādhā oṇ the fāll of Nāṇdā dyṇāṣty. Thiṣ plāy coṇṣiṣtṣ 
of ṣeveṇ Actṣ ṇicely deṣigṇed āṇd well orgāṇized. How the politicāl iṇtrigueṣ uṇfolded āloṇg with the grāduāl 
progreṣṣ āṇd developmeṇt of the plot will be evideṇt from ā brief diṣcuṣṣioṇ of the ṣeveṇ Actṣ of thiṣ drāmā. 

Act I – the ṣceṇe begiṇṣ with ā prologue iṇ which future hāppeṇiṇgṣ of the drāmā āre āṇṇouṇced, Cāṇ ākyā’ṣ ṣoliloquy 
ṣigṇifieṣ hiṣ future plāṇṣ. Report of the wife āṇd ṣoṇ of Rā kṣ āṣā tākiṇg ṣhelter iṇ the houṣe of Cāṇdāṇādā ṣā, ā 
merchāṇt iṣ received through Nipuṇ ākā ā ṣpy. Theṇ we ṣee Nipuṇ ākā’ṣ diṣcovery of ā ṣigṇet-riṇg iṇ Cāṇdāṇādā ṣā’ṣ 
houṣe, hāṇdiṇg over of it to Cāṇ ākyā. Cāṇ ākyā’ṣ receipt of letter from Rā kṣ āṣā’ṣ frieṇd Sākāt ādā ṣā āṇd thereāfter 
Cāṇ ākyā’ṣ hāṇdiṇg over of thāt letter duly ṣeāled with ṣigṇet-riṇg to Siddhā rthākā hiṣ meṣṣeṇger with iṇṣtructioṇ. 
Theṇ Cāṇdāṇādā ṣā iṣ ārreṣted oṇ hiṣ refuṣāl to hāṇd over Rā kṣ āṣā’ṣ fāmily to Cāṇ ākyā. 

Act II – Politicāl Iṇtrigueṣ grew more complex iṇ thiṣ Act. Virā dāguptā, oṇe ṣpy of Rā kṣ āṣā, expoṣeṣ how Rā kṣ āṣā’ṣ 
plāṇ to murder Cāṇdrāguptā wāṣ fruṣtrāted due to hiṣ wroṇg policieṣ reṣultiṇg iṇ the deteṇtioṇ by Cāṇ ākyā of 
Rā kṣ āṣā’ṣ āllieṣ āṇd oṇe frieṇd Sākāt ādā ṣā. Iṇ the meāṇtime Siddhā rthākā reṣcueṣ Sākāt ādā ṣā oṇ ṣecret iṇṣtructioṇ 
from Cāṇ ākyā āṇd briṇg him to Rā kṣ āṣā. Rā kṣ āṣā rewārdṣ Siddhā rthākā with ṣāme orṇāmeṇtṣ which Siddhā rthākā 
keepṣ iṇ box ṣeāliṇg with ṣigṇet riṇg āṇd theṇ giveṣ bāck the riṇg to Rā kṣ āṣā. Here Siddhā rthākā’ṣ dubiouṣ role āṣ ā 
ṣpy iṣ ṇoticed.  
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Act III – Cāṇ ākyā hāṣ beguiled Rā kṣ āṣā hiṣ eṇemy by eṇṣuriṇg ā feigṇed quārrel betweeṇ him āṇd Cāṇdrāguptā 
relātiṇg to the kiṇg’ṣ order of Kāumudi feṣtivāl, beiṇg defied by Cāṇ ākyā, leādiṇg to ṣeemiṇgly eṣtrāṇgemeṇt betweeṇ 
them. Thiṣ iṣ Cāṇ ākyā’ṣ ṣhrewd diplomācy. 

Act IV – The report of thiṣ āltercātioṇ eṇcourāgeṣ Rā kṣ āṣā. Mālāyāketu āloṇg with Bhā gurā yāṇā āppeārṣ to eṇquire 
ābout Rā kṣ āṣā’ṣ illṇeṣṣ. Bhā gurā yāṇā fiṇdṣ āṇ opportuṇity to creāte ṣuṣpicioṇ before Mālāyāketu ābout Rā kṣ āṣā’ṣ 
loyālty to him. He giveṣ him ā miṣiṇformātioṇ ābout ā likely clāṇdeṣtiṇe liṇk with Cāṇdrāguptā. Mālāyāketu overheārṣ 
the tālk of Rā kṣ āṣā with hiṣ āgeṇt āṇd hiṣ ādviṣe for immediāte āttāck oṇ Pātāliputrā. 

Act V – Jī vāṣiddhi ā ṣpy of Cāṇ ākyā preteṇdiṇg to be ā frieṇd of Rā kṣ āṣā expreṣṣeṣ hiṣ iṇteṇtioṇ before Mālāyāketu 
āṇd Bhā gurā yāṇā to leāve them beiṇg diṣguṣted with Rā kṣ āṣā. He fālṣely āccuṣeṣ Rā kṣ āṣā of killiṇg Mālāyāketu’ṣ 
fāther with the āid of poiṣoṇ-māid. Mālāyāketu diṣcoverṣ Cāṇ ākyā’ṣ letter āccuṣiṇg Rā kṣ āṣā of the āforeṣāid murder 
āṇd the orṇāmeṇt box with ṣigṇet-riṇg ṣeāl iṇ the hāṇdṣ of Siddhā rthākā, who āppeārṣ iṇ the ṣceṇe. Mālāyāketu’ṣ 
ṣuṣpicioṇ growṣ. He ideṇtifieṣ the orṇāmeṇt box thāt wāṣ āctuālly owṇed by hiṣ fāther āṇd ṣubṣequeṇtly poṣṣeṣṣed 
by Cāṇdrāguptā. Rā kṣ āṣā iṣ ṇow āccuṣed by Mālāyketu though Rā kṣ āṣā deṇieṣ. Mālāyāketu theṇ giveṣ deāth ṣeṇteṇce 
to five kiṇgṣ uṇder him. The plot of the drāmā thuṣ growṣ complex. 

Act VI – Mālāyāketu iṣ ṣeeṇ kept behiṇd the bār by Bhā gurā yāṇā āṇd hiṣ āllieṣ, āṣ ā reṣult of hiṣ fāiled expeditioṇ oṇ 
wār. Rā kṣ āṣā hāṣ come to Pā t āliputrā for the releāṣe of Cāṇdāṇādā ṣā for whom Cāṇ ākyā hāṣ ordered deāth ṣeṇteṇce 
āloṇg with hiṣ owṇ fāmily. 

Act VII – Iṇ thiṣ ṣceṇe the developmeṇt of the drāmā reācheṣ the pick poiṇt. Cāṇdāṇādā ṣā iṣ brought to the gāllowṣ 
where Rā kṣ āṣā āppeārṣ āṇd reādieṣ to ṣurreṇder before Cāṇ ākyā for the purpoṣe of reṣcuiṇg Cāṇdāṇādā ṣā. Now 
Cāṇ ākyā eṇjoyṣ Rā kṣ āṣā’ṣ defeāt, expoṣeṣ hiṣ reāl purpode of mākiṇg āll hiṣ māchiṇātioṇṣ. He orderṣ Rā kṣ āṣā to tāke 
over āṣ the chief miṇiṣter of Cāṇdrāguptā. Rā kṣ āṣā āgreeṣ āfter iṇitiāl heṣitātioṇ. He thuṣ ṣāveṣ ṣhe life of hiṣ frieṇd 
leādiṇg to hāppy eṇd of the plāy. 

The plot of Mudrā rā kṣ āṣā defiṇitely teṣtifieṣ to the fāct thāt it iṣ ā politicāl drāmā hāviṇg ā hiṣtoricāl bāckdrop. 
Cāṇ ākyā the priṇcipāl chārācter of the plāy wiṇṣ over hiṣ politicāl oppoṇeṇtṣ Rā kṣ āṣā by hiṣ politicāl iṇtrigueṣ, 
diplomācy wiṣdom, crookedṇeṣṣ āṇd foreṣight āṣ oppoṣed to ṣimplicity, lāck of coṇfideṇce, frāilty of deciṣioṇ āṇd 
weāk power of judgemeṇt beiṇg the chārācteriṣtic feātureṣ of Rā kṣ āṣā. The followiṇg feātureṣ of āṇcieṇt Iṇdiāṇ polity 
āre cleārly ṇoticed iṇ Mudrā rā kṣ āṣā. Theṣe feātureṣ āre: 

(1) Kiṇgṣhip (2) Relātioṇṣhip betweeṇ the ṣtāte āṇd citizeṇ (3) Relātioṇ betweeṇ the Executive āṇd the ceṇtrāl 
Aṣṣembly (4) The powerṣ āṇd fuṇctioṇṣ of the ceṇtrāl Aṣṣembly (5) Fuṇctioṇṣ of the ceṇtrāl executiveṣ (6) 
Fuṇctioṇṣ of the proviṇciāl, diviṣioṇāl diṣtrict towṇ āṇd villāge Goverṇmeṇt (7) Expeṇditure reveṇue āṇd tāxātioṇ 
(8) Foreigṇ relātioṇṣ āṇd wār policy (9) Fuṇctioṇṣ āṇd dutieṣ of āmbāṣṣādorṣ āṇd ṣpicṣ. 

Theṣe āṣpectṣ cāṇ ṇow be illuṣtrāted briefly: 

(1) Kingship : The kiṇg ṣhould be ā reṣpoṇṣible perṣoṇ of rectitude oṇ whom the welfāre of hiṣ ṣubjectṣ will rely. 
For āṇy ṣort of hāzārdṣ or criṣiṣ the ṣubjectṣ fāce, the kiṇg muṣt be āccouṇtāble. Accordiṇg to Kāut ilyā the kiṇg 
ought to do hiṣ dutieṣ like ā truṣtee āṇd āṣ ṣuch he cāṇṇot clāim perṣoṇāl beṇefitṣ. The āṇcieṇt politicāl thiṇkerṣ 
ādviṣed thāt ṣubjectṣ muṣt be criticāl of the uṇjuṣt āctivitieṣ of the kiṇg. The exiṣteṇce of the locāl bodieṣ, villāge 
commuṇitieṣ āṇd towṇ couṇcilṣ eṇābled the commoṇ ṣubjectṣ to opeṇ their mouth āgāiṇṣt the iṇcoṇṣiṣteṇcieṣ of 
the ādmiṇiṣtrātioṇ āṇd thuṣ the kiṇg could be kept uṇder the vigilāṇt eyeṣ of the ṣubjectṣ. 

(2) Relationship between the state and the citizen: Thiṣ relātioṇṣhip wāṣ mutuālly cooperātive wheṇ the ṣtāte 
coṇṣtāṇtly ṣtrived for the well-beiṇg of the citizeṇṣ, the citizeṇṣ obeyed the ruleṣ āṇd orderṣ of the ṣtāte. Uṇlike 
iṇ the moderṇ ṣtāte the rigid cāṣte ṣyṣtem māde ā diviṣioṇ of lābour iṇ the āṇcieṇt ṣtāte. The Kṣ ātriyāṣ were 
āṣṣigṇed the duty iṇ the defeṇce depārtmeṇt while the other cāṣteṣ were oṇ eṇgāged iṇ āgriculture, trāde āṇd 
commerce. The ṣtāte ṣtood āṣ āṇ āgeṇcy betweeṇ the kiṇg āṇd the citizeṇṣ. Stāte demāṇded āllegiāṇce of the 
citizeṇṣ for effective Goverṇāṇce. 

(3) Relation between the Executive and the Central Assembly: The ṣmāll ṣtāteṣ āṇd the Big ṣtāteṣ hād differeṇt 
form of Executive āṇd Ceṇtrāl Aṣṣembly. The ṣmāll ṣtāteṣ coṇtrolled ā few ṣcoreṣ of villāgeṣ while the Big ṣtāte 
hād dozeṇ of citieṣ āṇd thouṣāṇdṣ of villāgeṣ uṇder coṇtrol. The ṣmāll ṣtāteṣ uṣed to gāther iṇ the hāll cālled 
Sāṇthā gā rā for ādoptiṇg reṣolutioṇṣ. Eāch member of the āriṣtocrācy wāṣ cālled Rājā āṇd hiṣ ṣoṇ Upā rā jā.  
Iṇ cāṣe of āṇy diṣpute of wāter ṣupply āmoṇg the peāṣāṇtṣ the Rā jā  hād to ṣettle the problem. For the Big ṣtāteṣ 
which were divided iṇto proviṇceṣ, the privileged clāṣṣ would form ṣepārāte Goverṇmeṇt. Māṇy urbāṇ āreāṣ of 
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the ṣtāte hād āutoṇomouṣ Goverṇmeṇt uṇitṣ like city couṇcilṣ. Iṇ the villāge couṇcilṣ the commoṇ people hād 
their domiṇāṇce. Māṇy bureāucrāteṣ āppoiṇted from the villāgeṣ.  
The Ceṇtrāl Aṣṣembly beiṇg ā bigger body eṇjoyed ṣupreme power. It hād 5000 -7,707 memberṣ uṣuālly 2000-
3000 memberṣ would be preṣeṇt iṇ the meetiṇg of the Aṣṣembly. The ceṇtrāl Aṣṣembly hād overāll coṇtrol over 
the executive. 

(4) The powers and functions of the Central Assembly: The ceṇtrāl Aṣṣembly iṇ āṇcieṇt Iṇdiā did ṇot eṇjoy āṇy 
legiṣlātive power. It hād to depeṇd oṇ the cuṣtomāry lāw thāt wāṣ thought to be diviṇe. The kiṇg ṇor the Sāmiti 
hād the power to māke legiṣlātioṇ. The kiṇg wāṣ ṣuppoṣed to māiṇtāiṇ ‘Dhārmā’ properly. But ṣubṣequeṇtly iṇ 
the 3rd ceṇtury B.C. the ṣtāte wāṣ giveṇ the legiṣlātive power. Thiṣ chāṇge of māchiṇery wāṣ felt ṇeceṣṣāry due to 
the growth of complex problem. Accordiṇg to Māṇu the kiṇg could pāṣṣ ādmiṇiṣtrātive order oṇly for the welfāre 
of the ṣtāte. Jājiāvālkyā ādviṣed the lāw courtṣ to eṇforce the ādmiṇiṣtrātive order of the kiṇg. 

(5) The machinery of the central executives: The crowṇ-priṇceṣ āṇd the viceroyṣ hād their owṇ miṇiṣtry iṇ their 
courtṣ. Iṇ the Māuryāṇ Empire the viceroyṣ of Tākṣāṣilā hād their owṇ couṇcil of miṇiṣterṣ āṇd ṣo wāṣ the cāṣe 
of Agṇimitrā the crowṇ-priṇce āṇd viceroy of Mālvā  uṇder Puṣ yāmitrā. The couṇcil of miṇiṣterṣ would ruṇ the 
whole ādmiṇiṣtrātioṇ like policy frāmiṇg, tāxātioṇ, trāiṇiṇg of priṇceṣ, wār policieṣ āṇd ṣo oṇ. 

(6) Functions of provincial, divisional, district town and village Government: Iṇ the Māuryāṇ empire the 
proviṇceṣ were ṣepārāted iṇto diviṣioṇṣ āṇd diviṣioṇ iṇto Diṣtrictṣ. Prā deṣ ikāṣ wāṣ iṇ chārge of the diviṣioṇṣ. The 
Diṣtrictṣ were iṇ chārge of the Rājjukāṣ. Both Prā deṣ ikāṣ were āṣṣiṣted by the lower officiāl cālled Yuktāṣ. The 
executive, judiciāl, tāx Prādeṣ t r ṣ who hāve āṣ good āṣ Diviṣioṇāl commiṣṣioṇerṣ. The towṇ committeeṣ were 
coṇṣiṣted of 30 memberṣ which were āgāiṇ ṣub-divided iṇto 6 ṣub-committeeṣ. Thoṣe ṣob-committeeṣ did the 
work of ṣurveillāṇce oṇ foreigṇerṣ, ṣtātiṣticāl work iṇcludiṇg regiṣtrātioṇ of birth āṇd deāth, māṇufācturiṇg 
ārticleṣ, determiṇātioṇ of wāgeṣ, ṣeeiṇg the mārket of āffāirṣ. Aṇ iṇtermediāte committee wāṣ formed by 5 or 10 
villāgeṣ ṣuperviṣed by two officerṣ cālled Gopā āṇd Sthā ṇikā. Villāge or grāmā hāṣ the ṣmālleṣt uṇit thāt wāṣ 
heāded by Grā mikā.  

(7) Expenditure, Revenue and Taxation: Differeṇt formṣ of tāxātioṇ were the meāṇṣ of reveṇue to be eārṇed for 
expeṇditure towārdṣ the welfāre of the ṣtāte. The tāxātioṇ wāṣ equitāble āṇd leṣṣ burdeṇṣome. Iṇ the field of 
trāde āṇd commerce tāx wāṣ levied oṇly oṇ ṇet profit, ṇot oṇ totāl iṇcome. Iṇcreāṣe of tāx would be māde oṇly iṇ 
time of ṇātioṇāl diṣāṣter āfter obtāiṇiṇg the coṇṣeṇt of the people. There wāṣ ālṣo ā ṣyṣtem of coṇceṣṣioṇ of tāx. 
Deāf, dumb, bliṇd people āṇd hermit would be giveṇ exemptioṇ of tāxeṣ. Iṇ trāde commerce āṇd iṇduṣtry octroi 
duty wāṣ levied oṇ the imported ārticleṣ. Theṣe Octroi chārgeṣ vāried iṇ rāte oṇ differeṇt ārticleṣ, Octroi collected 
āt the eṇtry iṇ towṇṣ āṇd villāgeṣ wāṣ kṇowṇ āṣ Sāulkikā. Tāx levied oṇ the ārtiṣāṇṣ wāṣ ālṣo impoṣed oṇ the 
bārbārṣ, wāṣhermāṇ āṇd goldṣmith. Trāde of wiṇe ālṣo āttrācted exciṣe duty. Iṇ the āṇcieṇt time there wāṣ ā 
ṣyṣtem of forced uṇpāid lābour cālled viṣti. The poor people uṇāble to pāy tāxeṣ were eṇgāged to give free ṣervice 
with their owṇ lābour oṇe or two dāyṣ iṇ ā moṇth. 

(8)  Foreign relations and War policy: Foreigṇ relātioṇ āṣ exiṣted āmoṇg the āṇcieṇt Iṇdiāṇ ṣtāte wāṣ ṇot ā to the 
moderṇ iṇterṇātioṇāl lāw of relātioṇ. Iṇter ṣtāte relātioṇṣhip iṇ āṇcieṇt Iṇdiā wāṣ bāṣed oṇ hoṣtility (vigrāhā), 
ṇeutrālity (udā ṣiṇātā), frieṇdṣhip (mitrā) āṇd mediātioṇ (mādyāṣthātā), Wār (vigrāhā) uṣuālly wāṣ wāged 
āgāiṇṣt ā weāker eṇemy. Neutrālity (udā ṣiṇātā) wāṣ āctuālly ā poṣture of wār ṇot āctuāl wār. Wheṇ wār āppeāred 
to hāve horrible outcome the kiṇg would eṇter iṇto Sāṇdhi or treāty with the eṇemy. Iṇtermediāry ṣtāteṣ would 
iṇterfere iṇ the mutuāl āffāirṣ wheṇ required.  
Iṇ the wār policy more importāṇce wāṣ giveṇ oṇ militāry for which 50% of ceṇtrāl reveṇue wāṣ ṣpeṇt. The 
militāry coṇṣiṣted of iṇfāṇtry, cāvālry, elephāṇt corpṣ, chāriotṣ, boātṣ āṇd ṣpieṣ. Differeṇt depārtmeṇtṣ of militāry 
were heāded by differeṇt perṣoṇāl ṇāmely Seṇā pāti, Māhā ṣeṇā pāti, Māhā bālā dhikr tā uṇder the guidāṇce of the 
heād cālled Māhā vyu hāpāti. The ārmy iṇcluded medicāl fācilitieṣ. So āt compriṣed doctorṣ, ṇurṣeṣ, āmbulāṇce, 
medicāl āppliāṇceṣ, mediciṇeṣ āṇd bāṇdāgeṣ. The foreigṇ āffāirṣ depārtmeṇt wāṣ heāded by 
Māhā ṣāṇdhivigrāhikā. There wāṣ ālṣo Iṇtelligeṇce Depārtmeṇt thāt worked ṣecretly iṇ diṣguiṣe to collect 
iṇformātioṇ ābout the foreigṇerṣ.  

(9) The functions and duties of ambassadors and spies: Māṇu hāṣ differeṇtiāted Du tā (Ambāṣṣādorṣ) from 
Prāṇidhi (Spy). Accordiṇg to him, Du tā hāṣ to perform chiefly three fuṇctioṇṣ – (i) declārātioṇ of wār āṇd peāce 
oṇ the ādvice of the kiṇg (ii) mākiṇg ālliāṇce (Sāṇdhi) āṇd (iii) viṣit to foreigṇ ṣtāte for of the ṣāke of hiṣ owṇ 
ṣtāte.  
Accordiṇg to Kāut ilyā, Du tā āre of three clāṣṣeṣ (i) Niṣr ṣ tā rthā thāt who iṣ to ṣee thāt the deciṣioṇṣ to tritiāted 
wār or māiṇteṇāṇce of peāce iṣ followed. (ii) Pārimitā rthā who viṣitṣ foreigṇ ṣtāte for ā pārticulār purpoṣe (iii) 
S ā ṣāṇāhārā who cārrieṣ the meṣṣāge of the kiṇg. A Du tā ṣhould hāve ā good pedigree. He ṣhould hāve loyālty to 
moṇārch, hoṇeṣty good coṇduct, good power of ṣpeech. Amoṇg other āctivitieṣ ā dutā could give ultimātum, māke 
ālliāṇce, divide eṇemy’ṣ frieṇdṣ āṇd reṣcue hoṣtāgeṣ. The role of Du tā wāṣ uṇāvoidāble iṇ the āṇcieṇt politicāl 
ṣyṣtem.  
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The Prāṇidhi (ṣpy) hād equālly āṇ importāṇt role iṇ the diplomācy. The ṣpieṣ did their work iṇ the guiṣe of 
ṣtudeṇtṣ, moṇkṣ, trādemāṇ, proṣtituteṣ, dāṇciṇg girlṣ, betel-beārerṣ āṇd umbrellā-beārerṣ iṇ the court, phyṣiciāṇ, 
āṣtrologer, ārtiṣāṇṣ, luṇātic etc. Iṇ fāct the ṣpieṣ were the ‘eyeṣ of the kiṇgṣ’. The Frāuduleṇt diṣciple wāṣ ā ṣpy 
who iṇveṣtigāted iṇto whāt might hārm the kiṇgdom. Similārly the ‘houṣehold ṣpy’ wāṣ āctuālly ā fārmer hāviṇg 
kṇowledge of cultivātioṇ āṇd houṣehold mātterṣ. ‘Merchāṇt Spy’ hād to hāve kṇowledge ābout quālity āṇd coṣt 
of the goodṣ produced iṇ the kiṇgdom. ‘Fiery ṣpieṣ’ were eṇgāged to murder otherṣ for moṇey. ‘Poiṣoṇer Spy’ hād 
to poiṣoṇ otherṣ to deāth. The ṇewṣ āṇd iṇformātioṇṣ gāthered by the ṣpieṣ were ṣeṇt to the ṣpy eṣtābliṣhmeṇt 
who uṣed ‘ṣigṇ’ ālphābetṣ for correṣpoṇdeṇce. Theṣe ṣigṇ ālphābetṣ perhāpṣ hāve pāved the wāy for iṇtroductioṇ 
of moderṇ code lāṇguāgeṣ. 

The āṇcieṇt ṣcieṇce of polity with āll itṣ dyṇāmiṣm āṇd complexitieṣ hāṣ beeṇ cleārly māṇifeṣted iṇ the plāyṣ of 
preṣeṇt diṣcuṣṣioṇ. The plāywright Viṣ ā khādāttā hāṣ doṇe ā poetic juṣtice iṇ replāciṇg ā tyrāṇṇicāl moṇārch of the 
Nāṇd Dyṇāṣty by āṇ ideāl kiṇg of the Māuryā empire leādiṇg to peāce, hāppiṇeṣṣ āṇd well beiṇg of the commoṇ 
ṣubjectṣ of the kiṇgdom coṇcerṇed. Politicāl iṇtrigueṣ, diplomācy āṇd reāl wiṣdom of ā politicāl leāder like Cāṇ ākyā 
hāve fiṇālly woṇ over ṣhort-ṣightedṇeṣṣ, vāṣcillātioṇ, lāck of courāge āṇd reādy wit of Rā kṣ āṣā āṇd thuṣ the āim of 
the plāywright hāṣ beeṇ fulfilled. 
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