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) CHAPTER IV,
DIRECT MANAGEMENT AND THE FIRST COMMITTEE OF CIRCULIT
(1769—1779) '
{Continued from p, 3¢ of the previous issue)

In a letter dated 19 November 1773, the Masulipatam Council
laid their finger upon some of the vital issues connected with zamin-

" dari rights in the Sarkars.1 They found out that no further increase

of the revenues of the Sarkars would be possible unless certain zamin-

dari abuses which had gained currency during the lax administration

of the government of Hyderabad and slowly obtained a show of lega-
lity, were corrected. The turbulence of the zamindars in the Sarkars
and their refusal to pay tribute to the Dekkan government resulted in
their complete reduction by Nizam-ul Mulk in 1730 and the wholesale
conversion of their zamindaries into hawveli lands. But the anarchy
which prevailed after his death gave the dispossessed zamindars an
opportunity to re-establish their power and procure formal sanads
from the subsequent weak governments at Hyderabad sanctioning
their pretensions, They mnever paid any tribute and practically
remaincd independ nt of outside control.

1 Masulipatam v i vdras. 19 Novembor 1773, No, 233, idem 26 November
Vol. 36, pp. 776—82,

"Similar arguments have heen uscd by John Sullivan, for sometime a
member of the Masulipatam Council, in his letter addressed tothe Court oy
Directors, dated 3 February. 1779, on the revenue and judicial management of the
Northern Sarkars, See his Tracts Upon - India, pp. 156—254, s

"This letter is a very important contribution to our knowledge of h(.‘ con-.

dition in the Sarkars and offers several relevant suggestxonsftor the J.mp!‘ove
mont of the administration.
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Nearly all the zamindars maintained considerable sibbandies
and unable to support them from the legitimate revenues of their
countries, reimbursed themselves by means of official plunder and
mutual encroachments whenever opportunities were available. They

further found occasion to levy cesses on the defenceless inhabitants.

Since the government’s share of the revenues had been based upon
the net receipts from the country, the heavy expenses of the sibbun-
dies deprived the central authority of a considerable portion of its
legitimate claims. The first method of increasing the company’s
revenues would be to restrain the zamindars “from retaining a greater
number of people than may be sufﬁment for their necessary atten-
dance upon occasions of public ceremony”.

Next to this wastage of public revenues on the maintenance
of useless troops, the zamindars enjoyed “civil rights” originally be-
longing to the government, Foremost among them was that of imposing
and collecting duties upon various articles of merchandise, ‘“a right
which the Zamindars even now indirectly acknowledge to be in the
government, for these collections are made under the denomination
of Circar Customs and are distincet from those which they claim as
their Zamindari fees”. Yet they warmly asserted their right to these
customs on the principle of continued enjoyment and as the last
resource pleaded that they constitute a considerable part of their
vevenues. But this plea of theirs was, in the opinion of the Council
fallacious. For one thing, more than half of the trade in the Sarkars
was allowed to pass duty, free, simply because the zamindars were
afraid of offending the Company’s servants at the different factories
in the Sarkars. If only the other half of the trade in the Sarkars
was freed from these heavy collections the ultimate net increase of
revenue would be at least a lakh of rupees every year clear of all
deductions.

The Masulipatam Couneil proposed the establishment of a gene-
ral quit-rent upon every house-holder in the Sarkars. They pointed
out that already merchants, weavers and ‘mechanics’ (artisans) pay
{0 the zamindars a tax more or less resembling a quit-rent. Even
though the husbandmen were so far exempt from it, they would be
only too willing to pay this to the Company in ecxchange for their
freedom from the ‘“‘arbitrary rule of the Zamindars” and a closer
protection of their rights., “The husbandmen in the Circars are, for
the most part, proprietors by hereditary succession for many genc-
rations of the land they cultivate and ave even now considered by
gudars ns rightful holders of these lands, but however secure
appear from this, on examinalion it will be found
arcoly to deserve the name”. The establishment

i gmmml i pregeded by a definition of the rights of the
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husbandnien would, they argued, considerably add to the Compary’s

revenues.
As a final method of 1mprovmg the revenues, they suggested
an excise on beetle, tobacco and arrak produced or manufactured and
retailed throughout the Sarkars. In support of their sanguine hopes
of a considerable revenue from them, they quoted the fact that the
licensing fees for the sale of arrak in the Pettah (Indian quarter)
of Masulipatam alone produced an annual revenue of Rs. 11,000,
Concluding their arguments, the Masulipatam Council observed that,
on a comparative view, the income from all these sources would at
least add fifty per cent to the current revenues from the Sarkars.

The Madras government were extremely reluctant to adopt the
recommendations of Masulipatam in their entirety.: They opined
that in proposing these sweeping changes the subordinate settlement

has not paid “proper attention to the rights and privi-
Views of the leges of the Zamindars in preserving which the honor
Madras govern- of the Company has been pledged in frequent decla-
ment thereon rations and particularly in the articles of agreement
concluded with the Zamindars in 1766 by General

Caillaud at the conference convened at Ellore.?2

The government were not at all satisfied with the argument
that the zamindars had assumed military authority only during the
anarchy that had followed the death of Nizam-ul Mulk. On the other
hand, it was “always understood that even in the times before the
Mahomedans conquered India, Zamindars held their authority on a
military tenure, not differing in any material from the feudal system
in Europe when in its full vigour”’. The zamindars only paid a quit-
rent to the government and “maintained a body of troops proportion-
able to the lands which they occupied”. Further, “we also a cknow.
ledge a power in the Zamindars to keep up a military force since
it is Htlpulated in the first article of the agreement of 1766”, As
such, “we do not see how we can in justice oblige them to relinquish
it”. But since the Company's military forces were adequate to defend
this country and the zamindari sibbandies could only eat up the reve-
nues therefrom, they directed the Chief of Masulipatam to use every
argument “to induce (the zamindars) to disband or lessen the number
of their troops and that they be released from the engagement by
which they are bound to afford military aid to the government, but
further we do not think we can go without a reflection upon our
justice and public faith”. '

o 1 Resolution of the Madras government in Pub, Cons. 26 November
1778, Vol. 86, pp, 782—89, .

2 For this important ngrecinent on which the ﬂghts of the zamindars
oatly depend, see Apvendix € t5 thiz thesis,
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With respect to the right to collect duties the government
maintained that the zamindars had passed it for quite a long time:
That it had existed in 1749 they were clearly convinced. They quoted
the findings of the invesiigation they had undertaken to determine
the validity of the French claim to exemption from duty for all the
articles of trade which they had been handling in the Sarkars.l
They further recalled the findings of Sir Robert Harland who wis
specially deputed from England to settle the disputes between the
two nations. Commenting on this the government wrote home that the
French “were sometimes excused in consideration of presents to the
Zamindars, but the right of exacting duties does not appear ever to
have been disputed and the custom of giving presents, in which all
the Zamindars agree, is clearly an acknowledgment of that right”. ¢
If ever the zamindars allowed sahukars and other traders to pass

goods duty free it was only in consideration of such presents.

The government recognised that the zamindars had a determi-
nate right to collect what was generally known as juncan.® This
was evident from the implications of the clause in Caillaund’s agree-
ment with them which provided a free passage for the military
stores of the Company. But, they confessed that they were not clear
as to the distinction between juncan and the Sarkar (government)
duties. More complicated was the issue, how far the zamindars had
unlawfully appropriated to themselves and at what periods, if any,
duties on several articles which they now claimed as part of their
legitimate revenues. This was a subject which they were willing
carefully to investigate into and determine upon at a more conve-
nient time. 8till they were determined to improvise methods which
would answer the ultimate purpose in view. “For altho’ we are
of opinion that the government may not lawfully take the collec-
- tion of duties out of the hands of the Zamindars, yet, they may
(the government) with propriety, establish rules and raise or lower
them as they shall think necessary”. 4

With regard to the imposition of excise duties the govern-
ment were not clear “how far such taxes may affect the interest
and privileges of the Zamindars or be burthensome to the inhabi-
tants”. They demonstrated the calculations of the Chief and Council
at Masulipatam regarding the probable increase of révenues from
this imposition to be wrong. The quantities of arrak and ‘beetle

1 For a discassion on the French claims seer Pub, Cons. 18 July, 1768
Val. 27. pp. 542-43: idem. 5 February 1773 Vol, 35. p. 74,

2 Madras Letters Received, 929 January 1773, (Du Pre) paras, 23.97 Vol. VI

8 Corruption for the Sanskrit sumkam, meaning a tax,

4 Resolution of thn 2Madra ubs 1 :
3718, Vo, 00 e D B S gavernmons in Pubs Cons, 26 Novembher:

L7
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consumed in the Sarkars were ‘“‘very trifling”. Hence, no rule. of
three could be. applied on the basis of the wrruk revenue of the
pettah of Masulipatam to the general prospective revenues to. be
expected from an excise duty on them. They conceded that tobaceo
was grown in the Sarkars in plenty, “but, as the Zamindars receive
a high rent or duty upon the growth, ...another duty upon its being
carried through the country as an article of trade (might altogether)
discourage the culfivation of it, in which ecase the interest of the
Zamindar must materially suffer”. i

They also disapproved of the imposition of a quit-rent upon the
husbandmen. They observed: “We apprehend a tax of this kind,
supposing we have a right to levy it, might bear too'hard upon the
people in general, who are already to labour under as many difficulties
as their condition will admit of. We think, therefore, that it wou’d be
more eligible to relieve than to increase it by a fresh imposition which
might indeed, for the present, produce some addition to the revenue,
but in its consequence wou'd probably tend to depopulate the country and
considerably affect the interest of the Company and the Zamindars”. 2

From the preceding discussion of zamindari rights and the
possible modes of increasing the Company’s revenues, it will be clear
that some of the most important changes in the revenue administra -
tion of the Sarkars, consistently advocated and systematically carried
through at a later date ,were forestalled and discussed with admirable
thoroughness. Such was the thorny nature of these issues that no placing
in juxtaposition of the arguments of the Masulipatam Council and
the objections of the government would lead us to any clear grasp
of the subject. Both of them were wrong in assuming certain pre-
mises of their arguments. But, the merits of this discussion lie in
the remarkable manner in which the government was able to lay its
hands upon certain abuses in the administration of revenue. It is
admitted on all hands that if the Company were to establish a stable
government and introduce uniformity and equity into its administra-
tion of the Sarkars it could best achieve its ends by reducing the
zamindars to greater dependance on itself. The ring-fence of a chain
of duties in each zamindari was harmful to trade and industry, and
until uncertainty and the prevailing confusion were removed and

}miformity and moderation of tax-collection established, no security
in the country could be established.

But the governments were as yet unwilling to undertake any

- At best they were only superficially acquainted with internal

conditionsin the.Sarkars and were totally unprepared for any ambitious
1, 1bid,

2, Renolution of the Madras government in Pub, Cons, 26 November,1773
Volg 86, np, 78289,

risks.
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scheme of reforms such as was suggested by Whitehill’s Council
at Masubipatam. Their first duty, if at all possible of fulfilment, was
to protect the rights of the inhabitants. Next, they would do well to
- conciliate the zamindars and continue them in their customory rights.
Since it was admitted that “the Company now receive a high tribute
from the Circars dependent upon Masulipatam,” any changes intro-
duced with a view to effecting an increase therein would “be consi-
dered oppressive or encroaching upon the acknowledged rights and
privileges of the Zamindars” by which “the faith and honor of the
Company would be severely wounded and the Zamindars themselves

readily embrace the first opportunity of shaking off their subjection
to our authority”. 1

Consequently, they confirmed the zamindars in the rights en-
joyed by them prior to 1766 and declared that any changes introduced
“either now or at any future period” could only be through their
agency. They directed the Chief of Masulipatam to assist them in
the uniform collection of the established duties and prevent imposi-
tion and knavery on the part of revenue underlings. 2

' fl‘his _attitude of the Madras government at once liffed the
administration of the revenue affairs from the sphere of controversy

and expediency to that of patient investigation and thus prepared -

thfe ground in part for the work of later Committee of Cirenit. In
this .eonnection it must be admitted that Wynech’s administration was
pub11c~§pirited and progressive in their views and steadied any exu-
berant impulses in the Court of Directors to give full scope to a policy
of complete commercialisation of their affairs in India.

In the light of the above discussions, the government decided

to conduct a fresh 'settlement of the three middle Sarkars for another

period of three years. They directed Whitehill to

Fresh trienntwal proceed to Rajahmundry with as many assistants as

settlement 1773-74 he deemed necessary and re-establish individual con-

to 1976.77; tacts with the zamindars and settle the Jamabandi.?

L In the provision for assistants the Madras govern-

ment only initiated the general practice of a later date which the
collectors of the bresent-day districts still observe.

rond Tgev;z}};ttexfle‘ severity of the pravailing drought in the Sarkars
endere itehill’s task arduous. While continuing the previous rates

1. Resolution of the
1773, Vol, 36. pp, 782-89.
. See also Madras I
Vel VII.

Janui;- Jlfffrlzpatam to Mfldras. 31 December, 1773, No. 7 for 1774, Py, Cons, 7
yId“ s 20d resolutinn of the government thereon, Vol. 87, pp, 10.96, '
8 em 8 October, 1773, Vol, 86, pp, 747--48,

Madras‘ Government in Pub. Cons. 26 November

etiers Received. 5 February, 1774 (Wynch) Paras 6I-69

=N
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of jumabandi, he prevailed wpon the zamindars to surrender to the
Company a fifty per cent share in their land customs. Only the zamin-
dars of Kota, Ramachandrapuram and Mailavaram were the exceptions
to this surrender since their losses from the adverse seasonal conditions
were more extensive than those of their neighbours. 1

Whitehill’s settlement was marred by an unpleasant incident in
Polavaram. On the death of Venkataramala Deva, the raja, the claims
of Lakshminarayana Deva, raja of Gutala, as his rightful heir were

admitted. But the people of Polavaram were unwilling to
Disturbances  accept the candidature of the latter. On the other hand,
in Polavaram.  they pressed for the adoption of Lakshminarayana

Deva's son by the widow of Venkataramala Deva and
obtained it after a series of ‘complicated negotiations. But the custody of
the minor son was the bone of contention between the people of these
two zamindaries who seemed to have entertained exaggerated notions
of its importance.  This tension of feelings resulted in the organised
plunder of Polavaram by the adherents of Lakshminarayana Deva.
But the Masulipatamn Council had not much difficulty in chastising
Lakshminarayana Deva and entrusting the child to the care of the
widow of Venkataramala Deva. This unhappy incident provoked the
Madras government to a definition of their views towards zamindari
succession. They resolved that “the company alone assert the right
of judging and terminating any disputes which may arise amongst
them, and that we shall not fail to make examples of such persons
as shall, in defiance of this authority take up arms to decide their
own quarrels or disturb the peace of the country under any pretence

" whatever” 2

The failure of the Vizagapatam farms and the heaviness of
zamindari balances and renters’ dues throughout the Sarkars was the
occasion of an inquiry into their causes and the adoption of reme-
dial measures. The government found out that the subordinate secttle-
ments were unable to exercise vigorous control for the want of any
standing rules of administration. To prevent this and to enforce uni-
formity throughout their possessions they formulated a regulation,
the first of its kind at M vivas in the XVIII century. It ran as follows:

“Whenevor the stated payments to be made by any zamin-
dar or renter husomes due, the Chief and Council are
immediately to demand it; or, if they think it necessary,

* they may allow him the space of onc month to discharge

it. But if it be not paid within that time, they are then
to acquaint us and to give us the reasons assign'd by such

L Whitehitl to Madres Rajahmundry, 11 February 1774, No. 34, Pub. Cons,
92 February, and the resolution thercan, Val. 37, pp. 134—37,
2. Muasulipatam to Mad ros, 29 Octobor 1773, No, 119, Pub, Cons, 3 November
and tbe renolution of the govervment thereun, Vol 86 pp 750—62,
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Zamindar or renter for his backwardness, with their
epinions upon them. And such other lights as may enable

us to judge clearly upon the subject’.1 ’ '
Whitehill made steady progress with the realisation of the
various kists due from the zamindars.2 In view of the above noted
regulation of the government he gave sufficient time for payments to

be made. But the affairs of the Char Mahal and Pethaparam offered
him considerable difficulties. Both these zamindaries were more or

, less in a state of bankruptey and offered little pros-
The Char Mahal pects of freeing themselves from their revenue embar-
and Pithapuram rassments. To make sure of the current revenues
experiments Whitehill pursued a novel method. Tirupati Razu
raja of Mugalaturru, was granted the management of
- the Char Mahal for a period of seven years (1774—1780.) He agreed
to pay Company’s jamabandi year by year “whatever it might be”,
and pay into the Masulipatam treasury a sum of M, Ps. 2,225 every
year for the maintenance of the zamindar’s family, He was at liberty
to recover from the country any debts due to him from the latter and
to take a reasonable profit for the risk and trouble of the management,.
A similar agreement was reached between Jagapati Razu, raja
of Peddapuram and the Company for the management of Pithapuram
which was granted to him for a period of eleven years. An allowance
of M. Ps. 4,000 a year was set apart for the support of the Rao
family of Pithapuram. In justification of this arrangement, White-
hill observed that it was “‘best calculated for securing the Company's
Jamabundy, discharging Juggapettyranze’s debt and relieving the family
of their present embarrassment in this favourable time of a minority”,
'The settlement of the Pithapuram affairs was only secured by a show
of military pressure.3 ,The Madras government were not at all
enthusiastic about these two arrangements. The long period of time
involved was their objection. They even wished that “any other
method could have been fallen upon for satisfying them and at the
‘same time providing for the payment of the Company’s money”
Still unable to see any alternative, they confirmed Whitchill’s arrangc:
ments. Jagapati Razu agreed to pay the expenses of the detachment
sent to assist his management of the Pithapuram zamindari. ¢
Again in the case of the zamindaries of Gutala, Polavaram
Chir_ztalapudi, Zumalavai, Medur Gattu and Telikancharla,,‘which Wex.;

.

1, Idem. 26 Novembar, idem, p, 775,
2. Whitehill to Madras, Rajabmundry, 13 April 7 ; :
Vol 225, oo 21008, S ’ pril, 1774, No, 78, idem, 29 April,
3. Whitehsll to Madras, Rajahmundry, 13 Apri :
) N . pril 1773, No 98. P
April, Vol. 37, pp, 219.92, N s
4. Resolution of the Madras Goverument, Vel, 37, pp, 202-93,

ub. Cans, 29

e
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*greatly distressed, Whitehill accepted Tirupati Razu’s security for
the payment of the Company’s jamabandil and gave him “‘a superin-
_tending power” over these districts.

In all these ‘measures, Whitehill was only repeating the experi-
ments which were being made in consolidating the power of Sitarama
Razu over the hill-rajas of the Chicacole Sarkar. Expediency and

prospective revenue stability were the reasons which

" Defects of tuese produced Whitehill’s determination. But he does not

exporiments  seem to have possessed any broad enough vision to
perceive the possibility of future complications.

For one thing, no self-respecting zamindar of the times and his
more or less turbulent adherents would be willing to remain quite
under the tutelage of a neighbouring raja. According to the accepted
beliefs of the XVIII century, all rajas belonged to ancient families,
possessing equal rights and entitled to equal respect notwithstanding
any disparity in the extent of their zamindaries. The super-imposi-

- tion of the authority of one zamindar over another could at best

-only end in trouble as the people of Pithapuram clearly demonstrated
a few years later to the great peril of the life of Whitehill himself.

. Secondly, to tax the capacity of a - single zamindar with a
variety of interests and responsibilities could only create top heavi-
ness in the management of his revenue business and Tteact upon
the efficient administration of the districts entrusted to his charge.
Actually Tirupati Razu’s affairs were involved in great difficulties
within only a short space of time and at one time he actually offe-
red to sacrifice the interests of his own patrimony to discharge his
debts to the Company.

Lastly, Whitehill and the government of Madras were unable
to recognise the necessity of remissions in the case of really deser-
ving zamindars. At this time, the Company’s government was gradu-
ally being cleared from an atmosphere surcharged with com-
mercial militarism to that of a more reasoned administration. An
carnest of the new conciliatory spirit was offered to the zamindars,
but if only a well-timed scheme of remissions had been added to it,-
many of the later troubles connected with revenue affairs would
have been eliminated.

TaE Fipst COMMITTEE OF CIRCUIT.

The Regulating Act of 1773 was responsible for a marked change
in the conduct of the administration of the affairs of the Kast India

1.‘ Masulipatam to Mudras, 16 June. No. 121 Pub, Cons, 27 Jupe, Vol. 88
Py, 416-18, .
p
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Company It made it obligatory on the part the Plemdencxes of
Bengal, Madras and Bombay to lay before the autho-
Revenue proceed- pitics at home a detailed analysis of their respective

ings instituted rovenues. Not long after the receipt of orders from

the Court of Directors, Madras government resolved?!
that ‘it appears that some inconvenjences have arisen- from

blending......{the business of revenue) with other proceedings of -

the Civil Department, that connecction. being frequently broken
and interrupted, it is often necessary before a subject can be
thoroughly understood, to make a great number of references
which not only create trouble and loss of time, bub it some-
times happens, uotwithstanding the greatest care, that many
little cirbumstances escape notice, and occasion omission which mighte
be easily prevented by a more regular and connected method of
conducting business”. It was further resolved that the revenue
business be conducted by a ‘ Board of Revenue 2 and the Proceedings
be entitled "Proceedings of the DBoard of Revenue’. To facilitate
the smooth and efficient working of this scheme a Committee of Four
was elected by ballot and appointed to meet once a month or
oftener to conduct the business of this department and to maintain
an ‘Account Current Book’ 3 in order that the amounts of balan-
ces arising out of the transactions between the Company on the
one hand and the zamindars and the renters on the other might be
clearly exhibited. Henceforward, a continuity of policy and thorough-
ness of revenue administration with the attendant benefits to the
renters and cultivators such as were so far unknown were to be
expected.
The efforts of the government were at this stage beset with
- great difficulties. With a view to clear the ground for the Commit-
tee of Four, they reviewed the existing position of revenue affairs
in the Northern Sarkars.4 The Company’s posses-
Difficulties of the sions comprising lands ‘held by them in absolute right’
Government were found to consist of the hawveli lands, approxi-
- mating to a certain extent, to the ancient royal demesne
and of zamindari lands held by individuals, with varying rights and
statns. In both these cases the Company entered into agreements
with them on a mixed tributary and lease basis and as such no direct
contact between the former and actual cultivators was possible. The
zamindars were found to be a puzzling type. Some of them were

1. Dev. Cors. 18 August, 1774, Vol, 17, p. 1.

9. This Board must not be confused With tha Board of Revenue ss such
created on 1 August 1780 during the administration of Sir Archibald Campbells

8. Idem, 26 Avgust, p, 5. .

4. . 17, pp. .35,
Vol, 17, pp *25

e
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‘hereditary landowners’, tracing thelr origin to comparatwelv remote
periods. "Others were self-created territorial proprietors who came
into existenco during the troublous times that followed the break of
the Bahamani Kingdom and the Mughal Empire. But both these
classes were equally obstinate and “often refused obedience until
compelled by force” which at times. resulted in their expulsgion from
their zamindaries. “The government found the attachment of the people
to the Za,mmdara so strong that they could seldom collect any part

- of the revenues and in general they rather chose to give the lands

{0 one of the family than to annex them to the Crown”. Torcible
oceupation were never contemplated. All that was done was to ‘secure
! reasonable tribute’ sebtled with the individual zamindars aand the
I‘enhels in general. The system of leases, generally for perieds of
three or five years, more often the former, was found convenient.
A prinsiple of graduation of annual payments in the ascending order
was unconsciously adopted, and the ‘medium’! was generally
recognised as the standard for revenue transactions. This system,
presumably, worked smoothly as far as it obtained, in as much as
the lower initial payment was capable of being augmented conside-
rably by the time the leases expired, on account of the possibility
of an incroased attention to and grasp of detail by the contracting
parties of the agricultural conditions.  This feature led to the un-
avoidable presence of balances outstanding in the Company’s accounts,
while tie principle of continuity of management as seen in the con-
venient re-appointment of a renter was gradually instituted. The
tentative arrangements recognising Hussain Ali Khan as the chief
rentor of the Company’s southern possessions and allowing Sitarama
Razu to mediate for the revennes of the Chicacole zamindars were
given up, and “the Board? thought it expedient to try the mode of
settling with the Zamindars without the intervention of a renter, and
the experiment succeeded beyond all expectations”.

Paucity of material, in spite of the accounts of the subordinate
settlements, hampered the activities of the Company “to prevent the
people from being oppressed and to secure to them all their just
rights and privileges, for industry is the natural effect of security”-
To obviate this difficulty, the duties of the Committee of Four were
clearly defined. They were to meet as frequently as occassion

" domanded. Something like agricultural census was to be attempted.

The Committee was directed to assertain the value of the lands, their

1. The medium finds its parallel in Akbar's mahstl. Ses the present writer's
brochure, Myghal Land Revenue System. pp. 25. The Basheer Muslim Libravy,
Woking, Bygland 1929

2 Thy Board here referred to iz the Madrag Council which was customas
eily anlled by that name, :
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capacity for improvement, the mode of division of crops and the
realisation of the assessment. They were to “draw out an account of
the several divisions of the home farms”, ! specifying the . chief -
towns and villages dependent on the various cusbas or chiefships, the

number of houses, the nature of the soil, whether watered by tanks 1

or ptkotas, the number of tanks and water courses, the expenses
required to put them into proper condition, the prospective advantages |
to be derived from such constructive undertakings the proportion of
cultivated to uncultivated land, and the like. Likewise was an indus- '
trial census enjoined with a view to facilitate the commercial acti-
vities of the Company. Further, the Committee were asked to make
a historical inquiry into the position of the srutriam and fnam’ lands.
A minf®e investigation was cautiously avoided, but the Chiefs ands.
Councils of the subordinate settlements were instructed to furnish |
detailed accounts-current of revenue, with their views on the probable
effects of a fragmentation of individual holdings under the mana.ge-r
ment of renters from whose ‘want of responsibilty’ the Company |
‘frequently suffered’. Particular emphasis was laid upon the inde-'
pendent ‘further enquiries’ of the Company’s servants in supplying.
this information explanatory to the accounts of the sheristadars, mujum-
dars, deshmukhs and the deshpandyas. All this was anticipatory ‘of
the terms of reference to the Commlttee of Circuit which was appoin-:
ted a year later. \

This Committee submitted its first report on 1 December 1774,
which dealt with the accounts-current of the various districts belong- -
ing to the Company.3 After carefully comparing their information

with the oral and written evidence and accounts of!
Reports of the Com- the zamindars and renters, the Committee dilated
mittee of Revenus ypon the imperfections in the dealings of various

subordinate Chiefs and Councils with the farms of
revenue in general. Extracts from this report were sent to the
chiefships concerned for their explanation. This may be regarded as
the first instance of a system of audit of the revenue accounts fully”
developed at a considerably later date in the Madras Presidency.

The inquiry or rather the survey ordered by the Madras Coun- '

cil occasioned a certain amount of suspicion on the part of the !
renters as well ag the cultivators. The Committee were not satisfied |
with the accounts supplied by the Chief and Council of Masulipatam
and deemed them “insufficient to enable us to judge of their real *

havels.
2. Pikota is one of the pnnmpa] instruments in lift m-:gatxon See Maclean
». v, Vol. IIL p, 683, » i » ]
3, Rev, Cons, Vol. 17, pp. 189-177. .

1, Corresponding to the khalsa of the Muhammadan regime, Bame as the -
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’va.lue”, 1 while they expressed .their surprise at the fears of the

" jphabitants who appear to be 80 much interested in every kind of

_improvement of the lands, that we cannot conceive why an enquiry

.of this kind should afford them any real grounds -of suspicion’. 2

.At this stage George Mackey, a member of the government submitted

a reasoned minute deprecating short leases. 3 He raised seven points
dealing with the advisability of adopting a system of long leases,
He would encourage the Company’s servants to rent lands, bring
zamindari agreements into assonance with those relating to the havels

~ lands, and synchronise both for purposes of administrative convenience,

" He would prohibit the acceptance of nazars on pain of suspension

from office, and issue public advertisement in Eonglish and Telugu
%alling in revenue offers. He finally advocated the abolition of inland
duties and recommended the appointment of a committee to circuit
the Company’s jagsir ¢ and the Northern Sarkars. All these proposals
were approved with the exception of the last for which the existing
conditions were deemed unpropitious 5 “Upon a comparative view of

. the affairs...... the Board observe with concern that the offers for five

)

“years fall short of the late rents upwards of 7,000 pagodas per annum,

and they observe also that the offers upon the increased term of eight
and ten years even do not come up to those rents™. This was evidently

i . due to the reflex effects of the stir caused by the proposed inquiry.
a;“Th" offers are in general inadequate to the value of the farms”

"and all except three, of which one was that of an European renter,

were rejected. At the same time the farms for which the proposals
were rejected were to be managed “immediately on ... [the Company’s]
own account”, until the results of the survey ordered to be conducted
by Mr. Scott of the Masulipatam farms became available.

- " The Committee submitted its second report on 21 July 1775.6
"~ As far as the Sarkars were concerned, the findings of the Committee

indicated a very unfavourable situation. Large balances were out-
standing in the Company’s accounts. Most of the renfers and zamin-
dars under Vizagapatam who owed them were dispossessed of their

1. Masulipatam to Maedras, 18 Apr’il 1775. . Rev. Com.3 May, Vol. 17 A PP,
162—163. Again Masulipatam wrote that on account of the intricacy and excessive
tediousness of the Ellors accounts......it would not be in oar power to perfeat, the

. enquiry you have direoted”. Same to same, T August, idem. 18 August idem. pp. 418.

3. Idem. pp. 171-173, . o .
-3 Idem. py. 167-176, ) ) ’ o -
& At this period the jagir congisted of the hnds round Madras forming part

- of the present Chingleput Distriot.

- 5. Bev Cons 6 June, 1775, Vol. 17-A PP 200-218
8. Rev.Cons, 31 July, Vol 17-A. vp. 840-48
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lands. The balances under Masulipatam “appear to us very conside-
rable and we therefore represent them to you that you may issye
such orders as may appear to you necessary. upon the occasion......
For the.regular keeping of the books account-current of Zamindars
and renters, it is necessary that it be the province of one person”. The
Madras Council circularised the Chiefs and Councils of Vizagapatam
and Masulipatam with the above findings, while Mr. Hoissard was
appointed to.the charge of the accounts-current with the zamindars
and renters. :

The appsintment of the Committee of Circuit is memorable in '

mé_fe ways than one. So far, matters relating to revenue were dealt
with s the most casual manner possible. The subordinate chiefships
conducted the revenue business at first in the public

Appointment of consultations and then in the military consultations
the Cirouit ~ and sometimes in both. It wasnot till 1774 that the re-

Committee venue business was clearly separated from the military

and commercial undertakings and a series of revenue
consultations started, The appointment of the Circuit Committee
resulted in accelerating this attempt for a departmental origanisation of
theever-increasing volume of the revenue business and not only provided
for continuity of policy but also systematised the revenune methods.
o *Pre'vio‘us‘_ to the appointment of the Circuit Committee, the
Chiefs and Councils of the subordinate settlements had not access to
detailed, and authentic local information necessary to give them a
regular, definite and real grasp of the position of the agriculturists
and the capacity of the country to yield an adequate and reasonable
revenue for which there was an ever-growing demand on the part of
the Company with their increased responsibility and enlarged field of
activities. Small wonder that they were at the mercy of the few
who understood the English . language and were entitled to their
confidence. It was essentially an. age of dubash tyranny. The cases
of Kandregula Jogi Pantulu, Venkatarayuln and Jaggappa on the
one hand and of Bala Krishna Naidu on the other are instances
in point. Next to these ‘interpreters’ came the select group of the
landed aristocracy who had the wherewithal to parade their capacity
to rent lands for a consideration. What -the Company at this period
wanted was an adeguate security for the regular -payment of the
much needed revenue, and this the mixed type of landed proprietors,
otherwise indifferently called zamindars, were seen to provide most
‘often with the collateral security of sahukar bills. But the dubash,
by the nature of his appointment which was often coupled with that
of a renter of the Company’s haveli lands, was a potential instru-
. ment for double-gealing and oppression, while the demonstrations of
some of the prospective renters were frequently deeptive. The

(f;)

4 .
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latter fact may be illustrated by the enormous balances invariably
remaining in the credit columns of the Company’s accounts. Even
the large estates, say of Vijayanagaram and Pithapuram, were not
sufficient guarantees for the regular payment of the Company’s dues.
The period prior to this important event was essentially one of revenue
speculation,- both on the part = of the Company’s servants, and the
prospective renters, in as much as neither of them had the means
or the social ‘standing sufficient to inspire confidence and obtain a
specific knowledge of the condition of the husbandmen, the capacity
of the land, the state of irrigational facilities, the effect of the seasons

-on the crops and the like, not to speak of the question of land tenures.

The situation was aggravated by the fact that most of the renters
were privateers possessing the Company's favour without the advan-
tages of local knowledge. What was looked for was the assurance
of an agreement for an appreciable amount of revenue reinforced by
& guarantee for its punctual payment. Obviously, such a variable mode
of revenue speculation could not - have produced a just system of
Tevenue assessment and collection. The orders for the appointment
of the Circuit Committee were conceived to relieve the disastrous
effects of such a process susceptible of modulation from year to year.

’ The appointment of the Circuit Committee was ordered by the
00111'.?- of Directors in their dispatch of 12 April 1773, 1 It was fo
(éonsxst‘ of ‘f" committee of our Council’, meaning thereby the Madras
W?:’lf}fl}lx which was “to acquire a complete knowledge of the territories
iy ae " f;)slr.e beeX} gx_'a..nted to the Company on the Coast of Coramandel
gement?’ ls‘;lha gudmmus‘ang prermanent system for their future mana-
arods . ey were to “ascertain with all possible exactness the

e of the countries, the number of inhabitants, the state of manu-

actures, the fortified places, the gross amount of the revenues, the

:’:sm;;iir‘:;l \ghich thf%y arose, and the mode by which they are collec-
the‘Ra,jag OrOZCOI'Iethn, the specific proportion usually received by
the cultivator amindar, and fjhat which custom or usage has allotted to
What somnt aS(lt'eward of his labour. They are particularly o enquire
8% for thy id ‘h? lat‘if_ﬂ‘) h.as.for his property, what courts there
lations to i ﬂmllmstratwn o.t justice and how far similar regu-
Couney b ose atel;r estabhshed, at Bengal by our President and
ircars™ e\rf Tl;las‘r with bropriety be introduced into the Northern
aformid.b 1e Impropriety of suffering any Zamindar to becomo
a 19 neighbour or too ‘powerful cannot admit of a doubt...

L . :

sure of th:f:;ira.g Dzs'p aiches. Vo, 6, pp, 37298, It is, quite probable that this mea.

ment in 3I>p‘<sm{~: of Directors way prompted by the decision of the Madvas govern.
nting the Committes of Four, as there was sufficiont time for the

former to, red;
s 1 3 3
With the ap“:‘ie the Nflz}drasladvxccs announsing the samo before thoy procesdsd
Fatment of the Circuit Committes,
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In order to enable us to strike at the root of this evil, the
Committee of Circuit must take the most effectual means for as-
~certaining the strength of each Rajah, Zamindar or Landbolde‘f“in the
Circars, the expense of his household and that of his troops, the means
he may have of defraying such expenses, and the number of regular
troops which it will be necessary for us to maintain in the respective

districts in order to keep them in due subjection... {to maintain
which the tribute remitted to our treasury at Fort St. George

be nevertheless considerably increased. We are therefore resolved
that every military man in the Circars shall be absolutely under
our own command, obliged fto .serve us whenever he may be
wanted”. If any of the zamindars relinquish their hereditary
claims, we have no objection to allow them such stipends as shall be
found reasonable in lieu of the benefits arising from their Zamindaries.

“Itis by no means our wish to deprive the hereditary Rajahs or-

Zamindars of their annual incomes; on the contrary, we mean bto
secure it to them without the necessity of keeping up an armed force to
compel payment thereof and it is our earnest desire to deliver the in-
habitants, so far as may be in our power, from undue exaction and
oppression”. Winally, the Committee were to lease out the lands for a
period of years, at their own discretion, on the expiry of the existing
agreements. '

The unfortunate administration of Lord Piget, which resulted in
his ultimate imprisonment by the majority of the Madras Council,
impeded the immediate appointment of the Circuit Committes so

definitely insisted upon by the Court of Directors. Notwithstanding -

the spirited protest of Sir Robert Fletcher,! the obstinacy of Lord Pi-
got who pleaded the urgency of the Tanjore affairs and the impossibility
of sparing senior servants to serve on the Committee, protracted the
quarrels among the members of the Madras Council to a disproportio-
nate extent. During the course of this unfortunate affairs,? Francis
Jourdon, a senior member of the Council who saw service to the north-
ward, minuted:3 “I know of no other circumstance in the present
situation of our affairs that can justify longer delay in carrying on
these orders of the Company for the Circuit into execution; on the
contrary, the rents of the farms are' continued for one year and the

1. Rev. Cons, 28 June, 1776. Vol. 18. p. 162, :

2. Seeidem, 26 July, and 1, 2 August, 5 and 9 August idem. pP. 180—82; 208
213; 917-918; 923-26; and 257.68 vespectively. For a vivid narrative of Lord Pigot's
aareer, See Love : Vestiges 11T, pp. 81-122. For a narrative of the personal animo-
gities between the members of the Madras Council see Lord ['iyot’s Norrative of the
late Revolution in the Goverument of Madras, with marginal notes by Alexander
Dalrymplé, india Office Library, No. 4. p. 20. -

8, Rev, Cons, 26 July, Vol, 18, pp, 18082,

o
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mode tends evidently to distress the inhabitants in those districts. The
Zamindars likewise must be managed in the same manner. The Zamin-
dars will be discouraged from improvement in the apprehension of an
increase of tribute and this mode, injurious as it may be, cannot be
altered until the Committee obtain full and perfect information of the
real value of the lands. The Circars are capable of great improve-
ments...These are the objects of government (sic) and which if well
attended to will give confidence, wealth and happiness to the peaple
and increase the revenues of the government and, these are the objects
entrusted to the care of the Committee.” Spurred to action by this

_spirited minute, the majority in Council, I appointed the Committee of

Circuit on 11th October 1776. 2 consisting of Samuel Johnson, Charles
Floyer, John Holland, Peter Perring and Quintin Craufurd, the
Committee were ordered to investigate in the first instance the revenues

of the Chicacole pargana. 3

"+ Early in the peridd of the disagreement between the members of
the Madras Council, attempts had been made to define the scope of the
work' of the Circuit Committee on the basis of the instructions of the
Court of Directors. Alexander Dalrymple, the future
Duti.es of the author of the Oriental Reportory, then a member of the
Cogéci‘:;t Counc?l, prepared an elaborate list of the duties of, and
®¢- the procedure to be adopted by the Committee.t His
. clear enunciation of the modus operands to be profitably
adoptefi, which consisted of the detailing of individual members of the
Comrfnttee assisted by junior servants to localise their investigations in
the dlf.f'erent parts of the Sarkars and after collating their work in
&ommltt.ee to proc'eed W.if:h the leasing out of the lands, did not evoke
17$600nsu?erat1on.1t merxted'. Lord Pigot was suspended on 25 August
b and 1nstruct1€>ns were issued to the Circuit Committee on 31 Octo-
% under the signature of George Stratton who was elected Presi-
dent by the majority in Council.

. he majo ity minu e was 8i d by G 8 i
1 ] 1 T t tratton Sll’ Thomas Fletchel
1 igne eorge : ) El
Chﬂl es 'F lOyer, Henry Brooke, Ar Ghdale Palmel’, Fra]lcls .]Ou[dan and Geolge

- Madras to Vizagapatam. 11 October, Vol. 18. p. 356.

Georgi.Dg‘::oZonéﬁ:;;e;onginally named by the Courtof Directors consisted of
Maskoy i A:[ad;a D_ussel, Alexander Dalrymple, Samuel Johnson and Goorge
OWing 6 offiata] amd 8 ’Spatcllfs (Revenue) 12 April 1775. para 85, Vol. 6. p. 397. But
prooced ag y Lon Ilt’f’_l'SO.nal.dxfﬁculties, the original Committee as such could not
was m10stly disagi;'o stsllgmficant to note that the.appointment of junior servants
later inveﬂtigatio ns.It ; most all of them were found guilty of peculation during
original Come. ns. 1s equally conspicious to note that the members of the
ittee were exactly of the opposite character,
Liev. Cons, 29 July, Vol, 18, pp. 101 .

] .i{ndraa to Cireuit Commitiee, 81 Qataber, idem, pp, 37583,
e
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Put briefly, the Circuit Committee were ordered to investigate the
best possible way of increasing the Company’s revenues 1. To supply
authentic and detailed information about the state of existing affairs
wasa secondary charge. Not a single point was missed. From exami-
nation of the position of the formidable military strength of the Raja

- of Vijayanagaram to an enquiry into the necessity of building a
residence for the Paymaster of Aska,~such was the scope of their
activities. A certain latitude of action was granted to them and they
were urged to conduct the inquiry *in the most expeditious and effec-
tual manner possible”, All the records of the Company’s subordinate
settlements were put at their disposal, and the persons employed in
the survey of the lands were detailed to assist them in every way.

The Committee were asked to examine into the validity of the
claims for an abatement of revenue by Jagannadha Razu and Japga-
bandhu Chaudhari, rents of the Company’s havels lands in the Chicacole
and Tchchapur parganas respectively and by Sitarama, Razu, diwan to
and elder brother of the Raja of Vijayanagaram. They were further
to report on the advisability of converting the smaller and heavily
encumbered zamindaries into the Company’s havels with suitable jagirs
provided for the maintenance of the sequestrated zamindari families,
But “we do not mean upon any account to take away from the Zamin-
dars their hereditary rights”. Means were to be recommended for
reducing the price of salt. Octroi and other zamindari duties which
was harmful to industry and commerce were to be minutely investi-
gated into with a view to their total abolition, as well as the validity
of the innumerable grants for lands in the possession of cultivators
which exempted them from paying rent to the Company in one way
or another. This practically amounted to an historical inquiry into
the question of land tenures. Finally, the instructions were rounded
off with the following remarkable passage:? * The increase of culti-
~vation and of population, the increase of the wealth of individuals and
of revenue to government are so connected with each other, that in the
investigation entrusted to you, every day will throw new light upon
the information of the preceding day. We rely upon the exertion of
your endeavours in the execution of this important business, and we
shall therefore only add that much will depend on impressing the
minds of the people with confidence in our government and securing
to the industricus the produce of their labour.”

1. For a clear account of the duties of the Circuit Committee see Madras
Letters Received (Revenue) 14 October 1775 (Wynch) Vol. 7, Complaining of the
chaotic condition of the revenue affairs in the Sirkars, to rectify which the Circuit
Committee were appointed. Madras wrote home : “The rights of the Government
bave been siacrificed and the privileges of the inhabitants violently encroached
npon’,  ldetw. para, 5, ’

o Paks 9 nf e !n‘ﬂr\mﬂnum
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The appointment of the Circuit Committee did not immediately
secure the avowed objects of the majority of the Council which
shortly after arrested and imprisoned Lord Pigot, as they at once
proceeded to abandon the principles on which they had appeared to
fight. On the recommendation of the Masulipatam Council, ! they
let the lands for a term of two years under the impression that such
an act would not only allay popular apprehensions but also facilitate
the Circuit Committee’s work, and thus within less than a fortnight
of the revolution, the policy which they so vigorously enunciated was
completely reversed.

After the completion of preliminary investigations of the Viza-
gapatam records, the Circuit Committee requested 2 a copy of the
report of the Bengal Committee of Circuit, which had been appoin-
ted considerably earlier, 3 with a view to enquire into precedents
and assess their applicability to the conditions prevailing in the
Northern Sarkars. The original committee of Four still continued
to function, and on 14 January 1777 they furnished a report4 based
on a detailed analysis of the Company’s revenues from the various
paraganas of the Sarkars. This curious parallelism in the functions
and investigations of the two Committees is not clearly explicable.

The Circuit Committee were compelled to plunge at once into
the tangled morass of Vizianagaram pelitics which came to a climax
at this period. The jealousis between Viziarama Razu, the Raja of

Vizianagaram, and his aggrieved elder brother,

Reports of the  Sitarama Razu,. whose claims to the Zamindari had
Cirouit Committee heen overlooked, reached a point at which no orderly
government of the vast tracts of land under their

joint control was possible. Jagannadha Razu, the diwan of Vijaya-
rama Razu and the renter of the Company’s haveld lands in the
Chicacole Circar, was imprisoned by the Vizagapatam Council for
his alleged contumacy in aiding Rajanna Dora, a rebel chief in the

1. Masulipatam to Madras, 231 November 1776. Rev. Cons. 4 December, Vol. 18
pp. 430 ff, Charles Floyer who was a member of the Circuit Committee and who
later became notorious for his acts of misappropriation of public revenues, was the
Chief of Masulipatam at this time. See also Madras Letters Received (Revenue) 6
February 1777, 4 (Stratton) Vol, 8. pp. 241-45,

2. Circuit Committce to Madras, 20th December 1776, idem 31 December.
idem. p. 495, i

8. The Bengal Report wasnot at all supplied to the Circuit Committes. 8ee

" Report of the Circyit Committee 10 September, 1777, para. 24. idem, 18 November,

Vol. 19, p. 653.

4. Interim Report signed by Brooke and Jourdan dated Fort St George. 14
Junuary 1777 Bev, Cong, 17 January, Vol, 10 pp 1407,
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East Godavari District.! The Madras government took strong excep-
tion to this and wrote to Vizagapatam.2 “As we have already
recommended to the Chiefs and Councils in the Circars to keep upon
the best terms possible with the several Zamindars and to maintain
them in their respective rights and privileges, we are much concerned
at the steps you had taken to confine Jaggernautrauze without the
charge being proved against him. For being Duan to Vizeram rauze
he should have been imprisoned through him for the claim laid to his
charge.” Viyanarama Razu protested at this obvious encroachment
.on his just rights and refused to proceed to Madras as was ordered by
the Vizagapatam Council.? Instead, he rescued Jagannadha Razu
from the custody of the Company’s troops, and not only made him a
prisoner for a second time but also abetted his brother Sitarama Razu
in imprisoning and torturing Jagga Rao, the Company’s interpreter at
Vizagapatam.! Notwithstanding the protests of the Circuit Committees
and the demand by the Madras government for the release of J agan-
nadha Razu,® he put Vijayanagaram in a state of defence and collect-
ing 25,000 troops threatened hostilities with a view openly to assert
his rights?.  He was further believed to be in league with the

Marathas.® The disputes between the Vizagapatam Council and Capt.
Murphy, the officer commanding the Company’s troops in the Chica-
cole Sarkar, were protracted till 19 July 17779, when at the request
of the former, reinforcements were sent under Capt. Collins from

1. Vizagapatam to Madras, 27 February, 1777. Milit Cons. 10 March, Vol. 83
pp. 319-28. In this Jagannadh: Razu was supposed to have had the support of his
eratwhile enemy Sitarama Razu, The records for this period dealing with the Vi
jayanagaram family seem to be very much confused. 1t was the same Jagannadha
Razu, who was later recommended by the Circuit Committee to the Muzumdari of
the Chicacole Sarkar. See, Infra...... ‘

2. Madras to Vizagapatam, 2 May, idem. pp. 655-56.

8. Vizagapatem to Madras 17 April, Milit Cons. 28 April Vol. 83. p. 635 and
Vol. 84. p. 636, '

4, Same to same. 30 June and 1 July, idem. 14 July, idem. pp. 996-93 and 999
respectively; see also same to same, 5 and 36 June, Rev. Cons. 17 July, Vol. 19. pp.
285-305 ; See further Madras letters Received, 18 Beptember, 1777 (Whitohill) paras,
9.11, Vol. 8. pp. 363-65. .

5. Circuit Committee to Vijayarama Razu, ated Chicacole 98 June, in Circuit
Committee to Madras, 5th July, Rev. Cons, 1 August. Vol, 19. pp. 480-82.

6. Mfldras to Vizagapatam (military) 14 July, Vol, 84. pp. 1018-14.

7. Vizagapatam to Madras. 8 and 9 July, Milit. Cons. 21 July. idem.
op. 1080.32.

1030 32, Vizagapatam to Madras, 8 and 9 July, Milit Cons. 21 July, Vol. 8¢ pp.

9. Tor the correspondence betwoen the Vizagapatam Council and Capt. Mur-
pby, over the powars of the Company’s military officers in relation to those of the
olvil servants, aee dem, 43 July ¢dem, pp, 103-60,

f’?
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Masulipatam and Cap. Cheshyre from Ganjam.l Roused at last to as
sense of the gravity of the situation the incapable Vijayarama Razu
recalled the detachment of a thousand troops sent to the aid of Rajanna
Dora, sent in #ins for Rs. 1,22,666 and promised to pay the remaining
balance to the Company in a short time. But Jagannadha Raju’s life
was still in danger since by this time the ascendency of Sitarama Razu
over his weakling brother was supreme. Samuel Johnson, Chief of
Vizagapatam deputed Quintin Crauford, a member of his Council, and
the Company’s dubash to conclude a speedy settlement with Vijaya-
rama Razu.2 Madras condemned this proceeding as calculated *to
degrade the authority of the Company "8 while the mission itself failed
in that Vijayarama Razu refused to deliver Jagannadha Razu into the

custody of the Company.4 B

.Even though Jagannadha Razu was released almost im-
mediately afterwards,5 Sir Edward Hughes was asked to provide
two ships to carry troops and stores to Vizagapatam 6 and on the
minute of General Stuart the Madras Council resclved to garrison
the fort of Vijayanagaram.? Jagannadha Razu still remained at
large,® and ran the risk of being again kidnapped.? Further rein-
forcements were ordered to Vizagapatam,0 Masulipatam was directed
to defray the expenses of the expedition,1l and Col. Braithwaite
placed in charge of the operations,1?2 Vijayarama Razu was ordered!s

1. See correspondence in idem, 5 August, idem. pp. 1139-60.

2. Vizagapatam to Madras, 28 July, idem. 5 August, idem, 1160-63

3. Madras to Vizagapatam, 5 August, idem. pp. 1163-66.

4, Vizagapatam to Madras, 28 July, idem. 8 August idem, pp, 1178 {0 86,
5. Vizagapatam to Madras (supplemental) 28 July, Vol. 84, p. 1186.

6, Idem. p. 1188

7. He was supported by the President George Stratton, Charles Floyer and
Francis Jourdan, Charles Mackay, who was former Chief of Vizagapatam, re-
quested in vain for an inquiry into the conduct of the Vizagapatam Council and into
the intrigues of a John Douglas and his dubash (who was recently appointed the
Company dubash at Vizagapatam in succession to Jagga Rao) in fomenting discus-
sions between the Vizagapatam Council and Vijayrama Razu, and thus give the
Rajah an opportunity to justify his conduct. See Milit, Cons, 11 August, idem. pp,
1192 to 1204, Strangely encagh, the Court of Directors, approved ths conduoct of
General Stuart, See Madras Dispatches 14 April 1779, Vol, 8, pp. 868-77.

8, Vizagapatam to Madras, 19 July, idem. 11 A'ugust, Vol. 84 pp. 1209—12.

9. Same to sume (supplemental) 29 and 31 July, {dem. 11 August, idem, pp,1212-18,

0. Medras to Sir Edward ughes, 11 Auguast idem. pp. 1119-20. :

1. Milit Cons. 12 August, idem. pp. 1121-22, Mackay again vainly pleaded for
the postponement of aggressive measures,

12, Madras to Vizagapatam, 15 August, idem. pp. 1223-31, and instructions to
Col, Braithwaite, idem. pp. 1231.37,

3.  Madras to Vijayarama, idem, pp; 1337 44
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+to remove all his effects from Vijayanagaram, to look to Madras
for future instructions, to account for the “indignity and insulf
offered to this government and for the impediments thrown in the
way of the Cirenit Committee,! to appoint with the consent of
Sitarama Razu an heir to the Zamindari, to deliver the fort of
Vijayanagram to Col. Braithwaite within twenty-four hours’ notice;
and, finally to proceed to Madras for a new revenue settlement.
Vijayarama Razu protested in vain against bis ill-treatment by the
Vizagapatam Council? and surrendered on 17 August 17773  Sitarama
Razn fled from Vijayanagaram the very next day, and the Vizaga-
patam Council recommended his imprisonment inasmuch as his
flight with his family effects constituted an act of criminality and
as “his ambition could only be equalled by his avarice.”t Com-
municating the whole transaction to Warren Hastings, the Whitehill
government observed® that the preceding Stratton government had
taken such severe steps ‘‘thinking this a favourable opportunity for
reducing the inureased power of Vizeramrauze which has long been
an object of jealousy to the Company.”

1. The Cireuit Committee, strongly complained of the impediments thrown in
the way of their inquiries by Vijayarama Razu, who refused them acesss to the
vilage accountants, See Circuit Committee to Madras, 5 Suly, Rew, Cons. 1 Avgust,
Vol 16, pp. 480.82. ’

9, Vijayarama Rozu to Madras in Milit Cons. 18 Angust. Vol. 85, p, 1274, The
Raan’s fefter was not dated. - )

3. Vizagapatam to Madras, 20 August, idem. 4 Septem‘be\', idem, pp. 1340-43,
and enclosures, pp. 1344.57. . A narrative of the incidents is supplied in same to
same of 80 August, idem. 9 September pp. 1932-98, and the numerous enclosures
which constitute Braithwaite's correspondence with the Vizagapatam council and
contain copies of the sanmads given by Viziarama Raza to Jagannadha Razu are
to be found on pp. 1894.1.27, -

“1n justice to Vizeramrauze ", the Madras governmant wrote home that he
formally submitted to the Chief of Vizagapatam before the arrival of the European
detachments. See Madras Letters Received, 15 Qctober, para 8. (Whitehill) Vol 8
PP. 432.29, '

4, Milit Cons. 4 September, Vol. 85. pp. 1340-48,

" 5. Madras to Beﬁgal (military) 19 September, Vol, 85, pp. 1340-48.

The Whitehill government further wrote to the Court of Directors; " Vizia--
ramrauze's power appears long to have been an object of apprehension to this
government, and hie Jammabundy or tribute to the Company has on thas account
been rated much lower in proportion (sic) than that of the other zamindars, To
strike at the root of this evil without forcibly dispossessing him of his lands or
involving the Company in the inconveniences of a2 war, was an act of moderation
and prudence which cannot fail of operating (sic) to yonr advant<ge in whatever
light it is considered.” Madras Letters Reccived, 18 September, 1777, para Ii,
Vah 8, p. 365,

{0 be continued)

THE SURAPURAM CHIEFS AND
SOME SANSKRIT WRITERS PATRONISED BY THEM

APPENDIX
DR. V. RAGHAVAN

In the last issue of this journal, 1 dealt with the history of
the chiefs of Surapuram or Shorapur and the geneology and works
of a Srivaisnava family of authors patronised by the Surapuram

chiefs. I had given in that paper an analysis of a kaifit in Telugu

preserved among the Mackenzie mss. called the genealogy of the
chiefs of Surapuram, Surapurarajulavamsavali.

In Mack. Mss. 15—6—43, my friend Mr. Venkataramiah in-
forms me, we have the following information noted in the diary for
August 1819 by Venkata Rao, the assistant of Mackenzie. Venkata
Rao says here under date 24th Ang. 1819 that he obtained an
account of the genealogy of the Surapuram chiefs from the work
Venkata wvilasa which Kavisvara Raghavacarlu was writing upon
Venkatappa nayaka, the then ruling chief of Surapuram. This
shows us the source of the kaifit analysed in my previous article
(see p.23).

This Venkatappa nayaka is the 25th and last to be described
in the Surapurarzjulavamsavali (see p. 29 of my previous article) ;
he was the eldest son of Pidinayaka and became chief in A, D. 1818,
when he was thirty five years old.

The Diarist Venkata Rao also adds that for certain details
about Paminayaka, son of Ramanappa nayaka and grandson of
Bahiri Pitambara niyaka, he consulted verses in the works Visnu
purina and Bhargava purana. This Pami referred to here has been
described by me in the article on p. 27, and it is he who brought
from Bukkapattanam, our authors Apnayicirya and Cinnaya
(Stinivasdcarya) for administering the Mudra to him.

SOME MORE WORKS OF THE SURAPURAM WRITERS

Of S'riniviisa Dikgita II, son of Srinivasa Tatarya I and younger
brother of Annaya II and pupil of Kaundinya Srinivasa, and his
works, I have spoken on pp. 12-14 of my previous article, He
appears to have written a work named Harimini darpara, a ms.
of which, is available in Madras Govt. Oriental Mss., Library and
whogre dosoription will appear in the ferthcoming Triennial Catalogue
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of the Library. The author quotes his own Bhadadarpana in
this work.

One of the Venkataciryas of this family wrote a criticism of
Gadadhara (see p. 17 of my previous article). That work may be
the Gadadhariya-pramanya-vada khandana of Surapuram Venkata-
carya noted on p. 102-b of part 2 of the Adyar Catalogue.

On pp. 17-18 of my: previous paper, I noticed Bucci Venkata-
carya or Venkatacarya IV, the third son of Annpaya II and his works.
This Bucci Venkaticirya IV has written a stotra called Indoh
Asjottarasatastotra (Z31; s=ieamar@) of which there is a ms. in the

Telugu Academy, Cocanada (ms. on 4073 (c) ).

f o~

]

A STUDY OF THE GRANTS OF THE EARLY GANGAS.
M. SOMASEKHARA SARMA

All the copper plate grants of the Eastern Gangas of Kalinga
are not of the same type. Many differences are found in the
drafting of these grants. These differences admit of their classifica-
tion into two groups. The special features of the two groups of
grants, A & B that distinguish one from the other, may be noted thus-

The ‘A’ group of grants

i. Do not furnish any mythological account of the Ganga
dynasty. They furnish only the formal prasastt of the
Ganga Kings;

ii. Generally mention the names of the donor and his father.
They rarely provide the pedigrae for three generations ;

ili. Generaliy do not give the date of the grant. When they
do, they mention some years in fens and hundr eds, in
figures or-words, or in both. The years are preceded by a
particular kind. of phraseology which went on developing
in accordance with the increase in years. It reads as
follows. “Years of the victorious reign” (Vijaya rajya-
vatsurdh ); “ Years of the augmenting victorious reign
( pravardhaming  vijayarijya semvatsarah ),  “Years of
the Ganga dynasty” ( Gangeya-vamsa-sameatsarah, ),

“years of the augmenting victorious reign of the Gunga
dynasty ” ( Gahgeya-vamsa- pravardhamana - vijayardajya-
samvatsarah } and “Years of the augmenting victorious
reign of the Ganga-Kadamba dynasty” (Gaiga-Kadamba-

. vamsa-pravardhamina-vijayarijya-samvatsarah’ ).
The dates in the grants so far discovered range from the
Yeur 39 to the Year 528.1 In between these two dates

many early Ganga records have yet to be discovered to
make the consecutive serial number complete. Scholars
are of the opinion that these years refer to an er« which
commenced - with the rule of the Early Gangas in the
Kalinga Country and hence they call them  Yeawrs of the
Gange Era. (G. E.)

iv. Were issued by kings whose names generally end in
varman like Indravarman, Hastivarman, Dovendravarman,
Anantavarman, Samantavarman and Rijondravarman’ etc.

4, 8.0, B, 8, XV1IL, pp, 272 ff, J. 4. H. L. 8, V111, 180-182
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Some of the grants mention their father’s names like
Gunarpava, Kamarnava and Danarnava etc.

On the other hand, the ‘ B’ group of grants provide

i. The mythological account of the Ganga dynasty;

il. A long pedigree of the Ganga Kings running into many
generations, stating also the periods of rule of different
kings ;

iii. The date of the grant in Saka years with adequate astrono-
mical details for verification besides furnishing the date of
the coronation of some of the kings;

iv. Names like Danarnava, Guparnpava, Kamarava and Ranar-
npava ete in the early pedigree of the Gangas prior to
Anantavarman-Vajrahasta who is said to have been
crowned in A. D. 1038. No names ending in varman
are found in these grants. ‘

Those who issued grants forming the first group are termed
as the EARLY GANGAS while the donors of the other group of records
beginning with Anantavarman-Vajrahasta are known as the LATER
GARGAS. The reign of Vajrahasta whose coronation date is A.D. 1038
is a landmark which divides the two groups. The only common feature
in both the groups is the mention of names of writers and engravers
of grants, occasionally with the names of their fathers.

Since the initial year of the Ganga era is yet in dispute, and
some of the early Ganga records are undated and no pedigree of the
early kings is furnished by the grants, the relative positions of the
early Ganga kings in their genealogical and chronological schemes
have yet to be settled. An attempt is here made to settle these
points from internal evidence furnished by the grants themselves,
that is, mainly with the help of the prasasii or the formal preamble,
of the names of the writers and engravers of grants and af the
years in and terminology of the Guanhga era.

The first king is Indravarman who had the title Tri-Kalthg-
adhipati (lord of Tri-Kalinga). His Jirjingi plates are dated in the
39th year of the Ganga cra.t

The next grant till now known aftcr the Jirjingi plates of

Indravarman is the Narasingapalli plates ¢ 6f Hastivarman, dated in.

79 G, E.

Very recently 1 was able to sccure another Early Ganga
record a grant of king Samantavarman who issued it from Saumya-
cona in the year 64, presumably of the Ganga era.

1. Ep, Ind. XXV, pp, 981 ff; J. 4. H. B. 8, IIT pp. 49 ff.
9, Ep Ind XXII1, pp. 62 {f; Bharati.
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Considerable difference can be noted in the prasastis. recorded
in the first three Ganga grants. of Indravarman, Samantavarman and
Hastivarman respectively. For easy reference I give below the
praéasti recorded in the grants of both Indravarman and Samanta-
varman.

Indravarman’s grant:—

IR AR EETS TR R TTER Al AT BRaTIHERTA

HATARRERINERA AN aTERA; ARG e R AR R R
ﬂr«:ramr:aa%@mmﬁqﬁfr{v@aﬁﬁmﬁ%w%{wawﬁmq&sﬁﬁfﬁ%ﬁzaazrng:ra :
3‘@6?@egaqﬁmﬁgaﬁquam@ﬁrmm’iwamwr:wrﬁ‘aa: AT AT
Ffemmaty AweraeRaal ...’ :

Samantavarman’s grant :— ;
AT anasad  FUFIOEEFEIIFREHT®E T 3 R TRTe IR RS AT T@RIET
AR RFe T « mAARaRTAE i PRI TSI AR A |
AT TR FARR el s Aagus aRraweaeH ..

The difference in the prasasti given above is apparent and no
comment is needed here. However there is one important factor to
be noted, and that is the title, 77i-Kalingadhipati. Of all the Early
Ganga kings only Indravarman and Samantavarman had the title 7i-
Kalingadhipati (lord of Tri-Kalihga). If it were not an empty and
meaningless boast, its omission in the charters of the successors of
Samantavarman on the throne of Kalinga, might probably be due
to political reversals they had sustained at the hands of their
neighbouring powers.

From the time of Hastivarman, the-third king of the dynasty
the prajastt in the Ganga grants attained a sort of standardisation

. since his successors who ruled from either Xalinganagara or Danta-

pura 1 took his grants as models in drafting their own charters and
adopted in them the preamble recorded in his Narasingapalli and
Urlam plates. -

+

A study of the prasasti recorded in the charters of Hastivarman's
successors roveals the fact that further phrases and clauses denoting
their regal glory, grandeur and prowess were added on to it in the
course of centuries of their rule in Kalidga as they became more

1. According to the reading given by Mr. M. Narasimham it is Dantipure—
not Dantapura in the plates dated 500 G. E. of Vajrahasta, son of Kimirpava,
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and more powerful and their kingdom increased in extent and
prosperity, so much so the preamble recorded in the late charters of
the Early Ganga kings which grew lengthier and lengthier than in
the early ones with high-sounding epithets and grand phrases and
clauses, bears testimony to its slow buf steady process of evolution
and development.

Tet us, now, proceed to examine the prajasts of the Early
Gangas in their charters, taking the formal preamble in Hasti-
varman’s grantsl as the basis. ‘

Three important factors are alluded to in the grants of
. Hastivarman, namely, (i) about the capital city of the Early Gan-
gas, (ii) about their tutelary deity, Gokarnpasvamin and (iii) about
their own valour and glory. The phraseology in the formal preamble
of the Early Ganga charters is developed round these three fun-
damental factors.

For noting the gradual process of development in phrases
relating to these three factors, the formal preamble (lines 1 to 8) of
Hastivarman's record should be before us. It runs as follows:—

W @18 1) FEEOTNN BAAREAT SRegaa s e
W M 2R TR AT P S
FFRTAETANI ARG I SFSHog 4UsY
| AT MRENETARNS AHAAWeRaT:  ANRIAHRI A= mgaegenfi;
- TR AR AR A SR, Mg Tgear;
WRATR  AFER gf@aw T ... .

This prasasti is found recorded in the grants? of Indravarman
of 87, 87, and 91 years G.H,, without any deviation anywhere.

Subsequent to 91 G.E., fresh phrases were added to the preamble,
The chief seat of the Gangas attained the dignity of a vasaka; for example
Kuolinganagara-visakit; Dantipura viisakit. The patron deity of the
Gangas, God GOkarpasvamin, ‘the sole architect of the construction
of the whole world (sakalabhurvana-nirmanaika-sitradharah) has
now become firmly “established on' the holy summit of the Mahandra
mountain” (Mahéndricalumala-sikhara-pratishtitah) and become “the
preceptor of (all) things, movable and immovable” (Sakala cargcar
guroh). The mere “establishers of the pure Ganga dynasty (Gangn-
malalwla-pratisthak) now became its ornaments (Gangamalakula-tila-
kah). Caturudadhitaranga has now developed into pravitata-caturwdaclhi

1, &p., Ind., XVII, pp. 330 f1,
2. JIhidy 11, pp 127 . T AL FL RSV, pp. 21 8 Iad Aut, VI, pp 192 £

’

>
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salila-taranga, and angka-samara-samkshobha-janita has transformed
into  anéka- samara-samghatta-vijaya-jahita. These developments
are seen in the preamble in the records! of Indravarman of the
years 128, 137, and 154 of the Ganga era. It must, however, be pointed
out here that the first two of these records do mnot contain the
passage “'a recepticle of modesty and wealth” “(vinaya-sampadam-
adharak”). The omission neéd not worry us. The development in
the phraseology of the prasusti has to be determined by taking into
account only the terms that are once added to the basic prasaéte
irrespective of their omission in the succeeding grants.

It is interesting to note here in this connection that the
preamble of a grant? of Indravarman, dated 138th year G. K., differs
cousiderably from that of the three inscriptions bearing dates 128,
137 and 154. It runs as follows:

ARG RFATBAT G ARG STAAATSHIATAR 3 FAToT R,
AT AT SRR E SRR AR Ee

AR AGIGTHATAAL T ARG TEFTE +
aaaﬁﬁmqﬂan'fwgm\fzq; WRRATIFTART FOGAA AT ADT IS5
AT WA F TSI A AT ARARene
MEEAAFA  HESACBAGT AAAITETAG;  GCAARAT; ARz,

The reason for such a marked difference in the phraseology of
the pralasti in this particular record is incomprehensible.

Besides, the difference in the form of characters of this record
also adds to its peculiarity. Another noteworthy fact is that
the writer and engraver of this charter are different from those
of the previous and subsequent records dated 137 and 154 respectively.
It must be, at the same time, pointed out here that besides the uni-
formity in characters employed in the charters dated - 137, 154 and
183 of the Ganga era the writers and engravers also of these grants
are the same.

The grant of year 138 G. E., seems, thus, to be an interloper
in the middle. T have my own doubts as to the identity of Indravar-
man of this grant with the donor of the grants dated 128, 137 and
154 or 183 G. E. Future researches have to solve this problem.

An additional term is found in the phraseology of the formal
preamble in Indravarman’s record3 of the 154th year G.E. The Victo-
rious Kalinganagara which was “pleasant in. all seasons” (Sarvarfu-
ram®niyagt) has now reason enough to be so {on account of the

L Ibid. X1IL,pp. 120 ff; Ep. Ind, X1V. pp. 360 ff; Ibid., XVIIL, pp, 307 ff.
2. Ind. An¢, XIII, pp. 122 fF.
8, Jbid, VI, pp 13111,
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simultaneous existence) of the comforts of all the seasons (Sarventu-
sukhG-ramaniyat). '

~ The preamble of the grants! of DgvEndravarman, son of
Guparpava, dated 183, 184 and 192 G. E., marks yet another stage
of development. .

The attributes of ‘god Gokarnasvamin are the same, but the
Ganga King feels himself much more stronger and his power wmore
secure now than before. As such, he puis forth now extravagant<
claims that he is not only a receptacle of the three qualifications
naya, vindya, and sempade but also of “‘bravery, magnanimity, truth-
fulness and liberality” (naya-vinaya-saurya-audarya-satya-tyaga-sam-
padam-adharabhatah). Prior to 183 G. E., he was the mere “lord of
all the feudatories, subdued by his valour” (pratap-opanamita-sana-
sta-stimantah). But now heis “‘the sovereign of the entire feudatory
realm" (pratap-ayanta-samasta-samontr-cakrah). 1If the supreme sove-
reignty over the whole of Kalinga was obtained before by the
“quivering of the edge of his own sword” (svasi-dhara-parispond-
adhig ata-sakala-Kalingadhivajyak), it is now “acquired (in his own
right) at the edge of his own sabre” (nija-nistrimsa-dhar-oparjito-
sekala. Kaling-adhirajych). The city of Kalinganagara with all its
glory is now ‘‘the ornament of the whole earth and endowed with
vietory” (Sakala-pasumag-tilakagamanat Vijayovatah Kalihganagarat).

The preambla of the record 2 dated the year 193 G.E., of the same
king, Davendravarman, extols him still more by attributing to him
compassion, charity and courtesy ’ (dayd-duns-daksizya). An addi-
tional term mala is added to tarangamekhald to make it farangamala-
mekhala,

Buch additions and changes as shown above indicate the seve-
ral stages in the gradual development of the formal prasasti. As
stated before, it does not matter if the phrases or terms once added
to the preamble were not continued in the succeeding grants. The
thing to be determined is whether a term, phrase or phrases were
newly added or was in use from the earliest record. Tvery term
added marks a definite stage in the development and helps us chrono-
logically. - ‘ ot T .

From the year 195 G, E,, there has come over a change in the

~form of characters used in the Early Gaiga records. The letters in
the record of 195 G. E.,, slightly differ from those in the previous
charters, For the first time they assume the Kutile form.

‘Since the prasasti recorded in the grants of Daveéndravarman,
dated in 183, 184, 192 and 195 G. E., does not materially differ from

1. Ep Ind, I, pp. 1306, J. 4. H R S., 1, pp 972 ff; I H.Q,XI, pp. 30 ff.
2 ZEp. Ind,XIIL pp. 212 ff, ' IR

Vol. XIIT, Part IIi THE GANGA GRANTS 23

that found in the grant ! of 204th year of Anantavarman, son of
Devendravarman, Dsvondravarman of these grants may be taken to
be identical.

The wvear 221 G. E., forms another land-mark in the evolution
of the early Ganga prasusti.

The Ganga capital, first referred to simply as Kalihganagara
without any qualifying words or phrases, became, very soon; the
victorious Kalinganagara which was charming in all seasons. Later
on, it was virtuallyv an ornament of all the land of Kalinga. In
course of time it became pleasing (to the people) by virtue of the
simultaneous existence of comforts of all seasons. No doubt then
it was the ornament of the whole earth itself. After the Ganga
rule had been firmly established in the Kalinga counfry. and their
regal pomp had increased, the splendour of that city was enhanced
to such an extent that it now actually resembled Amarapura
(Amarapuranukarinah), the city of gods, in the reign of Anantavar-
man’s son, Nandavarman. whose grant 2 is dated 221 G. E.

The tutelory deity of the Gangas god, Gokarpasvamin is now
the receipent of ‘‘the crest-jewel called, moon” (Sasanka-ciidamanih).

The rulers of Kalinga are now proud of proclaiming to the
world to have been born to “the ornament of the spotless family of
the Gangas” Gang-amalakila Tilak-odbhatak than in the simple ‘‘spot-
less Ganga family” Gangamala-kul-odbhavak as before, As to the
excellent group of qualities like wisdom, modesty and etc., they
were never deprived of them hereafter.

Beginning from the year 221 G. E., the form of characters
employed in the Kalinga grants for nearly a century, had hardly
undergone a change to any appreciable ‘extent although a great
deal of divergence in the manner of writing is noticeable—some of the
records being written in big characters, some in small, others in
beautiful round hand and some in shabby crooked lines and curves.

It is to this period, I assign the two. undated records, namely
the Chicacole plates 3 of Divondravarman, and the Bangalore plafest
of Davendravarman. The names of the donors in both the grants
arc the same, but the names of their fathers differ, the Chicacole
plates giving it as Arjunavarman, and the Bangalore plates, as
Rajsndravarman. The name Arjunavarman is not met with in any
of the carly Ganga grants excepting in this. It was probably

1. J 4 . R 8,11, pp. 212 £f. C. P. No. 2 of 1920—-21.
9. J, 4. H. . 8., IL, pp. 185 ff; Bharati, V, No, 3

3. J.AH.B S, IL pp. 192 £f; C. P. No. 7 of 1918—19,
4o Fo Jee 1N, Bn, 140,
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wrongly written for Anantavarman, a common name among the
Early Gangas.
The prajast; in these two records, is not, word for word, the

gsame as that in the previous records; some terms are added anew,.

and a few others are omitted.. The Ganga ruler is still *‘ devoted
to the worship of the lotus feet of God, Gokarnasvamin’ Gokarpa
svaminas-carang-kamael-aradhan-atka-tatparah8,  His two feet now
acquired excellence Vara.carana-yngalah’ by the additional quali-
fication Vara.” Tt is noteworthy that the donors of the Chicacole
and Bangalore plates enjoyed ‘“‘happiness ” kusalatva - ** Devendra-
varmadevah kusali, which their predecessors were devoid of.

A new phrase, “the destroyer of the principal mountains,
(namely) their enemies * dhvas-f-@riti-kul-tcalah also is found in
the Chicacole plates of Dgvandravarman. This phrase was in use
in the Early Ganga grants till the middle of the fourth century of
the Ganga era. Since this phrase as well as the term Kubalt are
found in the Vizagapatam granté of Dsvéndravarman, son of Ananta-
varman, dated 254, the donor of the Chicacole plates must be his
predecessor or successor. These additional phrases, absent in the
grant of 221 G. E., suggest that the Chicacole plates were issued
subsequent to that date. I.et us see if we can still more precisely
fix the place of the donors of the Chicacole and Bangalore plates.

The Chicacole and the Bangalore plates were engraved by
Sri Samanta Khandimalla and Syi Khandivili respectively.  If
Khandivii has been wrongly written for Khandimalla as if
gseems probable then both may be said to be identical. The same
person, Xhandimalla was also the engraver of the grants of
the Indian Museum plates, and the Tekkali plates! of Dgvendra-
varman, son of Rajsndravarman, dated 308 and 314 G. E., res-
pectively. The name, Khandimalla, a compound of Khandi and Malla,
means Malla, son of Khandi. This Khandi father of Malla is, in
my opinion, identical with Khandi Sri Samanta, the engraver of
the grant of Anantavarman’s son, Davéndravarman, dated 254 G. E.
If this is accepted then Davendravarman, the donor of the Chicacole
and Bangalore plates comes after 254 G. E. in point of time. Since
the father of Davendravarman of the Chicacole “plates is Ananta-
varmau (wrongly written as Arjunavarman) the donors of the un-
dated Chicacole plates and that of the Vizagapatam plates, dated
254 may be taken to be identical. Then, Dgvendravarman of the
undated Bahga‘lore plates and the donors of the Indian Museum and
g‘fe Tekkali plates” are also identical since their fathers bear the sameo
/ name, Rajéndiavg.fn.a;é.n.

1. Ind, dnt., XVILL; ppy 143 1F,
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In this connection a grant! of D3vendravarman, son of
Anantavarman has to be taken into account. The date is given as
ékapancasat = 51. Tha editor of this record, Dr. Fleet, identified this
king with D3vinidravarman of 254 G. K., on grounds of palmography
and of similarity in names, and stated that the date 51 is a mistake
for 251 G. E. L2t us see if his conclusion is correct testing it with
internal evidence.

To determine the identity of this D3vendravarman paleography
is not as sure and safe a test as the phraseology of the prasasts
which is, in my opinion, a source of evidence of exceptional wvalue,
as far, at least, as the Early Ganga records are concerned.

The phrases Amarapur-anukaripih and Sasanka - cadamanih
occurring in the preamble of the grant under discussion, definitely
prove that it was issued subsequent to 221 G.HE. The term kusali
takes it nearer the record of 254 G. E. Since this record contains
another phrase sita-kumuda-kund-endavadata-yasah, which is found
in the next known grant—the Alamanda plates? of Anantavarma-
dgva, son of Rajsndravarman, dated 304 G. E., its place may be
fixed somewhere between 254 and 304 G. E.

For determining the date of an early Ganga grant there is
vet another important feature, the terminology of the years in
Ganga era, hasto be taken into account. The date of Indravarman's
grant, the earliest Ganga rocoed so far known, is expressed in
simple terms as provardhamiine sam. (samvaisarih).  In the next
grant, the Narsingapalli plates of Hastivarman, a little development
is found in the terminology. Tt runs as Pravardhamiina-Vijaya ajya-
sumeuts@riai. This expression was continued in the grants of Hasti-
varman’s successors till 304 G, E., in which year its developed form
Gangeyavamsa-pravardhomana-Vijayarajya-samvatsargh makes its ap-
pearance, Since no records between 254 and 304 G. E., have yet
come to light it is not possihle to ascertain how far earlier still this
form came into use in the grants. It can, therefore, be plausibly
concluded that this D3vindravarman belonged to a generation carlier
or later than that of Rajindravarman’s son, Anantavarman of 304
G.E. I prefer to placing him earlier than Anantavarman of 304
G. E., since the donor of 254 G. I., also happens to be a Divindra-
varman, son of Anantavarman. In such a case, the donors of both
the grants bearing the name, Divindravarman, might, in my 0 inion,
be identical. In the light of the above discussion DuIT.. ;
gestion proves too correct to be refuted.  This e

1. Ind.. Ant, X1, pp. 273 ff.

2, %’7[1. Iud, 1T, pp. 17 24, Y‘x !
: Yy C e
3 I
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the donors of the three grants, namely,

the undated Chicacole plates,
the grant dated 254 G.E., and the grant u

nder discussion,-all identical.

Palmographical evidence supports this conclusion.
the records dated 921 and 254 G, B.,
pur-anukarinah, and

Just as in
(See for example, 9 in Amarg-
in atra stmalingani, and 7 in “ sa-carg-cara-
gurdh” and in Bhagavats and others) the sparse admixture of N agari
letters in the record under discussion precludes us from assigning
to it a date as early as 51 G, E., or in the first century of G. E.,
when no trace of any such admixture is found in the Ganga grants.
Since the characters in this grant assume kutila type, a late date
has to be assigned to it. The Kutila form ig noticable in the Early
Ganga charters for the first time from the year 195 G, E. This

type predominates from about 254 G. . The date 251 G. E., there-
fore, stands the test.

The next grant so far discovered, after that of Anantavarman's
son Dgvendravarman, dated 254 G. E., is the Alamanda plates!
of 304 G. It of Anantavarman, son of Rajendravarman. This gap
of fifty years from 254 to 304 may be casily covered by at least two
generation of kings. Unfortunately, grants of any Ganga king bear-
ing dates within this period, have not yet come to light. However,
this period may be postulated as tho rule of Rajindravarman,
father of Anantavarman of 304 G. E., and of D3vindravarman of
308, 310 and the Bangalar grant, despite the paucity of his records

and the absence of any clue to establish his relationship with any
of his predecessors.

We have now to consider here
one belonging to Vajrahastadava 2
son of Devendravarman,

about two more undated grants,
and the other of Anantavarman,3

The preamble of Vajrahasta’s record closelv resembles that of
the record¢ of 310 @, E., the phrases recorded in both being the
same. He was undoubtedly a predecessor of Bhiipendravarman’s

son, DEVGndravarman_ of the Cidivalasa plates, 5 dated 397 G. L.,
the preamble of which, teami

additional phrases, serves as
development of the Ganga v

ng as it does with many changes and
another landmark in the evolution and
amsa prasass, Vajrahasta scemsto be still

1, EII And, 111, pp. 27 £1,

J:Qcmﬂ' 81,111, pp. 220 fr, )

ks T & .

;3:3. JzMIJz‘AS:.,;;YI]I,lpp. 188 ff. ¢\ P. No. 8 of 191819,
ﬁ* 4. Ep, Imff‘,‘ﬁﬁlﬂ, pp. 311 ff,

5. JAHERS., 11, p. 146.164,

~

3 . . 3
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i Anantavarman, who issued
i Rajendravarman, son of : X
eﬁrhel‘ tr}:t?: dat;fd 304 G.E., as Ywvaraja, and 3421 G. E,h as
o gr?i king. He may, therefore, be assigned a place s&@gw ere
0;‘;3';1 ?310 G. E., in the chronological scheme of the Early Gangas.
a . E.,

The prasasti of Anantavarman’s record tallies with that recogde'a‘d
in the grants of Anantavarman, son of Rajéndrava.l.'n.lan, dated in
2;(1)4 aeng 308 G. E., with the exception of a few addmo{’lal pl;raseﬂs,

' " Kalii Adhivasakat, kamala in Varacarana-
;in  Kalinganaguridhivasakat, B e

?amellgl,uaclll]xﬂ:nand nirgal® in kundéndvﬂvad&mmmrgltmg/'asuh. . A
s:;;?]mfux{thir de’veloped form of the last mentioned phrase .mto Sm;i

o atadigdesavinirgatd yastah, may be seen in a reco
kumuda kundeéndvavadiatadigde : g amon
. E. This, probably, furnishes the clue : plac f
3531(: Ga:]man about 310 G. E. Anantavarman s’fathe?, Dgvendra
vallxlazvof the grant under discussion may be identical with the donor
of the grants, dated 304, 308 and 310 G. E -

The father of Satyavarman of the Chicacole plates 1-3[;833((} 5

kkali plates3 dated .E.,
f Anantavarman, of the Te | | ‘
- aJlf?o()bea the same — Dovendravarman. As such, %aty’avarman
hagpj&ns ntavarman may be taken to be the sons of Dévmdmvarmtzlm
m;lom I}atentatively identify with DGvéndravarman, the donor of the
w
i G. E.
rants, dated in 308 and 310 G. ) o '
; If Bhupandravarman, father of Divéndravarman Els ldi'réifeztll
with Anantavarman’s son, Rajsndravarmag of 314 .G. s.,noxfymous
to above, the names, Bhipéndra and R’a]e.nfira. be111g— 1y rmous
t;)len mas,r be put forth an interesting prqpomtuon. Davenc mf\(z)ir thre;
recordt of 397 G. E., furnishes the pedigree of the donor
generations as shown helow :
Vajri
I

Mirasimha
Davendravarman (Donor)

Now, I identify Marasihha, father of DGYé.ndra:;r}a:rr%a;}én\g;;}-l
Bhapondravarman or Rajondravarman, and Vajri x;ntes : a]ted -
varman’s father, Anantavarman of the Alamanda plates,

1. JBORS. X171, p. 101,
.. X1V, p. 10, . Con to
L; ?dbAzT\'ri' ;c of 1§35-3c; JKRCOI.. (1935), No. 27. He,’;;] theé ﬁ:ze;i:ite:% con t0
be 306 G 'E e A.thavanasz’zha " was not taken into account. o
i hy . ;i anasahe with pannasa. o 5
Eplim})illzut%askelslltp? ;I;Za; 5’18‘hci§ i:(;ﬂgrant of Dovendravarman, son of Bhiapendra-:
. o 4y . .

Y : ing to my .
rman. The yioka in 1L 14, 15 and 16 of tais grant furnishes, accoraing “
va . . ’

mterp!etalmn th digr V i i ] imhas ﬂnd his son,
p 'g H :lirl H hls son, MaraS\m 4 ‘ '
i i is pe ec of tbe donor: ‘ © I :
D Veﬂdra al'n"la“ ) rom this it is @ id ant that M.;rasunha had the alias
5] v . F viae

Bhipéndravarman
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30‘t_ G. E., to which period we have assigned Vajrahastadsva. Taking
nt? IG{“O{ the contemporaniety of Vajrahasta, Anantavarman, father
Zm _aJﬁll.ldrgV:rn:ian, and Vajri, grandfather of Dsvendravarman I

Inclined to identify Vajrahastadsva und i i i
alias Anentavarman. g nder discussion with Vajri

The next important record is the Cidivalasa plates of D3vendra-
varman: son of Bhipgndravarman, dated 397 G. E., alluded to above
The script employed in this charter is entirely Nagart. Nagar: re:
ﬁiied t}tle -Véhgi-Kﬂli'izga seript in the Early Ganga records nearly
o thc;er(l} f?les after the beginnings of the Ganga rule in Kalinga.
. po e ¢ aniga, 'grants subsequent to this date Vengi- Kalinga .scriptl

oo a rarity. Only for a short time after 337 G. E, an occa-
lonal admixture of the Nagar: and Vengi-Kalinga characters is

noticable in the records, ‘gradually the former

the lather. preponderating over

as hasTll)I:e;hMtl.g: dls not restricted to seript only., The prasasti also,
nagars o S «(3,1 e alrea(.iy, unde.:rw?nt many changes. Kalinga-
large popula.t‘;v eveloped lflt(f a big city with many temples and a
o anéka_dgmo;}.z _Iernfe, it is now described in very pompous terms
saméobhim-ma/-:u -;;lful:z and TZ/calpZinm-smnkalpzft-(“umlpa.jana-sampat-
patron, dott O;f("t;n};l z(r}nu: Equally developed was the ‘abode of the
bo 1n glovt gg o e angas., God Gokarpasvamin, He is referred
Mﬂhéndragiri-éiklzesz as /;tiraszddhﬂ -siddkﬂ-t@as-ﬁclhyasita-kandﬂr-(‘}dam-
naika-Sutradia ra-sekharah, and T'_”bhuv‘m”'”mhﬁprasada-nirmzz-
their former a;‘au(.latlc‘)::;n eﬁ:hizhgaTlfjmgs o oy Satisfiod with
Sphiirian.mis : i oLs. €y are, now, described as
aﬁila-.;;z-r;z;(lz-bhujﬂ-vrqja-bhv:a'nm-;akala-Kﬂlihgzz(lhirajyah, and mand-
-vei-akula-kallola-jal adhi-mekhal-aodnital -amala-yasah,

In the midst of iki v ‘
! uch striking develo s 1
bments in the formal pre-
amble, it counts for nothing even if the terminolog rmal pr

‘date i . .
| e in this grant is simple pravardhamdana
as-in the early charters,

Ganga grants havy
397 G. E., and 500 G, E.e

¥, expressive of
-vijaya-rijya-samoatsarih,

vet to come to light bearing dates between

Three m ' .

" bearing the chrz;%;::;rds ha\'le yet to be considered, besides the one
embodies in it the pmi"al_)a-sataka-sapm-msa.1 This record, though
jrahast sasit of the Early Ganga rulers, is in reality,
- it out here, a dsva of the LATER GANGAS.2 Hence, I leave

o T VUL bp. 15
o U3, XII 'p .9 '. .
Anantavarman, ’ P21 Ty Vide my urtiole, ' A nots on the Manday, plates of

M
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The dates of the three records are 500, 520 and 528 G. E., and
belong to Vajrahastal son of Kamarpava, Divendravarman ? son of
Anantavarman, and Madhukamaynava3 respectively. Of these three
grants the last two were issued from Kalinganagara and the first,
from Dantipura. This is the third grant so far known to have been
issued from Dantipura, the other two being the charters of Indra-
varmant of 39th year and of Indravarman? son of Danarpava of
137th year G.E. The name of the city in these grants is given
differently. While it was tarmed as Dantapura in the grants dated
39th and 137th years, the record of 500 G. E., calls it Dantipura.
In spite of these slight differences in name the city may be taken’

to be one and the same.

The qualifying phrases attached to the capital, whether it is
Kalihganagara or Dantipura, are the same.

By the time of these grants the capital city was a big metro-
polis. It was adorned with marble-white palaces gleaming - with
uninterrupted lovely dances of courtezans and with many families
of highly learned men. It was, therefore, described as Sudhadhavala-
prﬁsadamrzl?zd-auiratava/'a-viliisini-lalita~lﬁsyﬁd-uddanda—pandita—kula— .
lankria Sri Dantipura (Kalihganagara) vasakal.

Another point to be noted in the prasasti is this: the plain
“ holy summit of the Mah3ndra mountain ”—the residential seat of
God Gokarnasvamin is now covered with gold in confirmity with
the prosperity of the Ganga kingdom, and that deity is now vene-
rated as Mahandracal-amala-kanaka-sikhara-pratisthitah.

Neither of the names of the donor or of his father in the grant
dated 500 G. E., ends in varmin as in the previous records. Both
the names are found in the lists of Ganga _kings that preceeded

- Vajrahasta who was crowned in A.D, 1038, and in the same order

also as father and son. This affords the clue to understand that,
in reality, the donors of the Early Ganga charters and those of
the Later Ganga records were of the same family. -

~ TABLE OF EASTERN GANGA GRANTS,
V (Overleaf)

Ibid., 1X, pp. 28 ff.

Ibid,, 111,. pp. 171 ff.

JBORS., XVI1I, pp. 212 ff. JAIRS,, VI, pp. 168 ff.
Ibid., 111, pp. 49 ff.

Ep Ind,, X1V, pp. 860 ff,

N R



A LIST OF EARLY GANGA CHARTERS-ISSUAED FROM KALINGANAGARA AND DANTAPURA..

= - ' " -
Kin : ' - . .
z g Ygars Undated ‘ A Writer of the grant v Engraver of the grant
= mE grants Issued from . : Pratibodha
‘S | Donor's fathe Q. E. ) o . raltbodhaka
2 Jather Donor Writer's father Writer Engraver’s father Engraver
1 — Indravarman 39 — Dantapura TR
. By . . Dévasingadava,
2 - Samantavarman 64 Saumyavana ) . _
y — aHa.stiva.rma-ﬂ 79 — Kalinganagara . Bhanucandra Vinayacandra | Bhanucandra Vinayacandra Aditya.
” » - ' — Buddhamaiici-
4 — ., 80 — . bhogika
b — Indravarman 87 — " " » -~ — )
6 -— " 87 — ” ” 0 - — Dgvabhogika
7 - ” 91 - 1] 4 ') - — .
8 -— " 128 — Dant \ Devacandra | Sapkarads Vi ;" N i — Kondavallaka
¢ D 137 — antapura e ankaradeva | Vinayacandra ityamarfici
9 BAnArpava Indravarman p Dharmacandra S’a.r‘nb_apura— Aditya-bhogika Khar,f:;cair(liila»
10 Indravarman 138 — Kalinganagara St ~ padhyiya R bhogika
) . 154 . . . ankaradcva Sarvadatal | _ — Khandicand
11 Danarpava Indravarman Dharmacandra | Sambapurs- | Aditya-bhogika Sarsétzc:rllld::
: 3 183 — " pidhyaya
}% Cuparpava  |Divindravarman 184 — . - Pallavacandra | Khandicandra "
14 " » 192 — . Matrcandra |Pallavacandra | - » .
15 . - 195 — " : » . )
” ”» Madanankura- Sankara Nagana boi
16 |Dsvendravarman | Anantavarman | 204 — ” - pallava A
17 Anantavarman Nandavarman 221 —_— . . : Natamancl () —
18 | Anantavarman (D3vindravarman | [*2]51 —_ " _ Naarss - —
19 " 254 — ” _ agaraja - Sarvadova
20 " o — | €. P. No. Durgadéva | Ugradova — Khandi
‘ 7/1918-19 " . 5 q .
21 jRajsndravarman | Anantavarman 304 — . ___ a;)vacan ra - Khandimalla
22 — Vajrahasta — Ep. Ig&l(-), uggapa - Naana ?
111, " o
- e 30 2 . — Dronacarya — Nankafic ?)3
%i Ra]mdrfvarman Devpndrivarman 313 - " ~ Sarvacandra _ Khandsi?x;{:}z,()
25 " . — Ep. Car. » - »
' IX, Bn. 140 " o R }'l" — Khandivili
26 | Anantavarman |Rajondravarman| 314 — " - aha (?) —_ Damacandra
27 ” . . 342 — ” -
28 |Davendravarman | Satyavarman 351 .- " - — — —
29 Davendraviirman | Anantavarman 358 — ” L - | Khapdyama Virapa
30 " " — C.P. No Viik — -
8/1918-19 » _ M‘J(;ka — —
g% Bhiipéndravarman|Dsvondravarman | 397 — ” ___ udapa — Savvadapa
19 PY] — - 2 ——
33 Kamarpava Vajrahasta 500 —_ Dantipura _ — — —
34 | Anantavarman |Divandravarman| 520 — Kalihganagara : - Ayyana — Rangamasju
t 3 AMA ; - 1 - - ha
35_| Anaptavarmen [Madhukimdrpava' 528 Madhava Madhustudana — Ranamat .

1. My restored reading.

2, Négana, 3. The engraver might be Niana (Naana - Kanoyamaoari) himself,

4. He might ba ‘Ra(n)gama’ and not 'Ranama -,
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The next two records bearing dates 520, and 5281 G E., 4
stated already, were issued from Kalinganagara, Madhukirr;irx'\’av ;
Fhe'donor of the latter grant is, in all probability, identicai Witil tl?’
1mm.ediate predecessor of Vajrahasta, alluded to above. ;
furnishes apother piece of evidence to prove that -the EARLY and
LATER GANGAS belong to the same dynasty and that the Ganga
of the Early grants are the predecessors of the Later Giangas. o

This again

» In the precamble of Madhukdmarnava’s record the phraseological
development reaches its culmination. It is unnecessary for us to
study this preamble any more since the rule of the so-called Earl
Gangas terminates with that of Madhukimarnava. Y

1. Tagree with Mr. R. Subbarao in taking the date of th

s n : ; : e Chi ¢
Madhukamarnava to be 528 and not 526, the usually quoted fgacolo plates of

one.
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REVIEWS

THE NUMBER OF RASAS By DR. V. RAGHAVAN M. A, PH.D.,
Departmeut of Sanskrit, University of Madras. Publishers: The
Adyar Library, Adyar, Pages 192 ]

In this work Dr. Raghavan mainly discusses the place of Santa
among the Rasas. ' '

Though the Sanskrit compound ‘ Navarasa’ is so very commoxn
today not only among the scholars, but even among the ordinary
people, time was when Indian Rhetoricians recognised only eight
Rasas. Bharata enumerates the Rasas thus :

" 3F STRT FE IR AT AT
ARMETE TR TERET: &l
3 .

So, the ninth Rasa which is not included in the earlier works
on Alankara is Santa, which might have found place in the list of
Rasas, after the advent of Naginanda of Sti Harsha, in the seventh
century. Dr. Raghavan upholds the theory that Santa was not
originally considered a Rasa at all, and opines that the reading of
Bharata’s Sloka quoted above was the composition of the later day
students of Alankara. '

The exclusion of Santa from the list of Rasas by the earlier
Alankarikas, is not due to their want of respect for Santa but it is
due to the fact that they considered Santa to be on a much higher
level than the other sentiments, the Sthayibhava of Santa being the
highest conceivable or inconceivable thing, Atman. Dr. Raghavan
says that the counting of Santa as a Rasa at a later period does"
not in any way bespeak the want of respect for Santa among our
ancients; for as Dr. Raghavan says the Rasa of the great Epic.
Mahabharata, is Santa, and the Santa atmosphere portrayed in the
Rshydvramas in Raghuvathva and Sakuntala is simply enchanting.

The last four sections of Dr. Raghavan’s work contain learned
‘discourses on the varieties among the various Rasas, the philosophy
of Rasa, the three Bhavas, Sthayin, Vyabhichirin and Sultvika and
the Rasa Synthesis.

For a student of Alaikary Sdastra there is much to gather in
Dr. Raghavan’s work, ‘
G. P.

ANCIENT INDIA. History of Ancient India for 1,000 years
in four Volumes. From 900 B. C. to 100 A.D. Volume III. By
Tribhuvandas L. Shah, Shashikant and Co., Baroda. Price Rs. 9/-

Vol. 1IT of the series, which is under review, covers the history
of Ancient India after the decline of the Mauryan Empire. The first
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four chapters are devoted to the consideration of the salient features
in the history of the Sunga dynasty. The preparation of what Dr.
Shah calls ‘a correct dynastic and chronological list of the' Sungas’
is attempted. Fresh light is thrown on Patanjali, Pushyamitra,
Agnimitra and Kalki. Sufficient emphasis is laid on the part played
by Dematrius and Menandar in bringing about the fall of the
Bungas. Eleven chapters follow in which the essential features, of
the complicated history of the wvarious foreign races who invaded
India, are brought together. The next three chapters give us a de-
failed account of the Gardabhila dynasty and the Saka rulers of
Avanti. The last two chapters contain details about the original
founder and duration of the different eras, a knowledge of which is
considered necessary for a proper elucidation of the facts of
Indian History.

Thus we are given a rich fare and much that attempt to shake
%o their foundations our preconceived notions on the subjects dealt
with in the book. The chronological sequence of the Sunga dynasty
presented by the author deserves careful investigation. The account
given about the history of Mathura and Taksasila (pages 201-224)
is extremely interesting. His discussion, of the various eras, espe-
cially the Vikrama and Saka eras, breaks new ground though we
must defer, for the present, final judgment on his conclusions. His
$heories may startle us but the scholarship which they reveal and
the zeal with which they are defended are extremely praiseworthy.
Dr. Shah has done immense service to the study of Ancient Indialn
History by throwing a new searchlight on many problems.

The numerous chronological and analytical tables and the large
aumber of maps enhance the value of the haok. :
recommend it as a good reference book to an
serious books on Ancient Indian History.

Ancient

We can safely
y library containing

G. N.

SOME ASPECTS OF ANCIENT INDIAN CULTURE (being
the Sir William' Meyer Lectures, 1938—39 of D. R. Bhandarkar
.., Ph.D, Published by the University of Madras, 1940, pp. 87)
Price Rs. 2/- ’ , ’

Dr. Bhandarkar, the famous scho]
fight, in fhis series of Lectures,
Cultures came to India and influ
people, and the way in which
surrounding circumstances,

T;) :ﬁj%gfg’ﬁ?' }ihandarkar puts in a strong plea for the
study ob Th of the Hinz;ld he historical point of view. The most
;acrled 0 US has been reaq from the philological

ar, throws a great deal of
on the manner in which Aryan
enced the older civilisation of the
in turn it was influenced by the

2%
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literary and religious points of view, but very few have approached
it as historical material, which tells us very much about the culture
of the Aryans, as well as the non-Aryans.

Discussing the three terms Arya, Dasa, and Studra, he comes
to the conclusion that Dasa or Dasyu was the name given by the
Aryans setting down in India “to signify foreigners or barbarians
of a dusky complexion ;” and that later on this was replaced by the
word Studra—Anybody who was not a Brahmana or a Kshatriya or
a Vaivya, be he of indigenous or foreign extraction was considered®
a Studra. The Essence of Aryan Culture was the recognition of the
four Varnas, (Brahmana, Kshatriya, Vairya and Sudra) and the four
dsramas (Brahmacharya, Grihastha, Vanaprastha and Sanydsa) or
stages in life; but we are told that in Vedic times, in fact up till
the Gupta period, the varpas were mere classes, 'so that an Aryan
could change one for the other, according to his character and

- occupation. Society was in a much more fluid condition than now.

As regards the worship of the gods, though the Vedas mention
many deities, the religion advocated in them is henotheism or ‘the
exaltation of a single god at a time.’ The idea involved in the famous
verse ekam sad vipra bahudhG vadanti — sages name variously that
which is but one — has fused all the jarring faiths of India into
Hinduism, which is really therefore worship of one Universal God.
The Rig Veda may well be called a hymnology replete with emo-
tion and imagination of a high order; and its forceful appeal could
not be resisted by the Mongols, Greeks, Chaldeans and other
foreigners as well as the aborigines in the land who in course of
time embraced the new faith and became absorbed into the Hindu
Elements of society. This process of Aryanisation was possible,
because in the old days Hinduism was a proselytising religion; its
votaries were prepared to go to distant lands for the purpose of
colonisation ; and its missionaries were prepared to get converts
from other faiths to-their religion by prescribing various purifica-
tory rites. This vigour or virility was kept up, as shown by
archeeological and numismatic evidence, till at least the 11th century:
after which time it was gradually lost. In the ancient Hindu Social
structure, caste was an elastic feature and a person may be raised
or degraded according to his deeds. In his last lecture, the author
shows that just as Aryan culture influenced other people, it
was influenced by other cultures, notably those of Buddhism and
Jainism. The glorification of Ahimsa, as one of the cardinal virtues
and the deification of the cow as a sacred animal—these are buf
two instances of the way in which Hinduism absorbed some of the
best features of the religion of the Buddha and the Jina. This was
further recognised by regarding the Lord Buddha as an avalar of
Vishnu and thus giving him a place in the Hindu pantheon.
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As the outcome of the remarkable erudition and ripe experience
of Dr. Bhandarkar, the book is of absorbing interest, not only to the
historian but also to the layman.

N. R. K.
THE RAMAYANA POLITY by Miss P. C. Dharma, Women’s
College, Benares Hindu University Rs. 2/-

Miss Dharma deserves to be warmly congratulated for giving
+us a delightfully interesting little brochure entitled ‘The Ramayana
Polity.” Rightly does the Rt. Hon’ble V. S. Srinivasa Sastri remarks
in his foreword that ‘it shows great industry in gathering material
and sound judgment in interpreting the same.’ Chapter I is in the
nature of a general introduction discussing such questions as the
date of the Ramayana, the Aryans, the four varnas and asramas,
the conception of an Itihasa as history ete. The next six chapters
deal with the various parts of the central government, the king, the
_yuvaraja, the council of ministers, the sabha, judicial administratioi
ete. Details of local administration are touched in chapter 8 while

in a time of war like the present chapter 9, which concerns itself

with the organization of the army and the ethics of war will be found
most interesting.
The system of administration during the Ramayana period was
of an advaunced nature. It was ‘a development of the vedic polity’
. and it anticipated to a great extent the later and more elaborate
political system of the Arthasastra of Kautilya. It was far from
sentimentary and will even compare favourably with the adminis-
tration of modern times. We should not, however, carry the com-
parison too far. Political institutions like Rajakatri or the Sabha or
Amitya-gana in the Ramayana epoch should not make us forget
that they imply nothing more than a general correspondence
of conceptions, not a close parity in defails with their modern
counterparts, the king maker, the Assembly or the cabinet. Secondly,
we are afraid, that Miss Dharma has overstressed the constitutional
character of the monarchy during the Ramayana period. Valmiki
was a poet and he gave us an idealised picture of the monarchy
though the same may have been based to a large extent on concrete
facts known to him. The people’s voice in the choice of their king,
the limitations imposed on him by the coronation oath, the depen-
dence of the king on the ministry and the various representative
assemblies of the people were certainly checks but we know from
ever so many examples in the pages of Indian History that monarchy
- in the earlier times was not of the constitutional type but helonged
to the category offlbenevolent autocracies. Democratic institutions
there were—alive and kicking, but they had a limited sphere of
influence. ' . G. N.

THE XX ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ANDHRA HIST
RESEARCH SOCIETY, PRESENTED AT THE MEL
OF THE GENERAL BODY HELD ON TUESDAY
I5TH APRIL 1941.

[This meeting should have been held on the 6th instant; for
want of quorum it was adjourned to this day and hour.]

We are meeting here to-day under the shadow of the death
two gentlemen who were intimately connected with the Society fr:
the very inception. Sri Nyapathi Subba Rao Pantulu, B. A., B
Advocate and Landholder and the most respected citizen of Raj.. -
mundry, took a keen and sympathetic interest in the welfare and
progress of the Society. It was his donation of Rs. 50 at the verv
outset in 1922 that helped a good deal to make the celebration of
Ninth Centenary Day of Rajaraja Narendra’s Coronation a great suc
and the foundation of the Society an accomplished fact. His d
is no small loss to us. Sri Jayanti Ramayya Pantula, B. A., 3.
Retired Deputy Collector, was a great scholar. He was for six }.s
years the President of the Society. It was during the period of .
presidentship that the Society celebrated first the Kaolinga Day
Mukhalingam and the Kaoketiya Day at Warangal. Even after ro-
tirement from the Presidentship of the Society, Mr. Ramayya Pa~-
continned to evince interest in the Society. In 1938, the S--.
celebrated his 75th birthday under the presidentghip of Rao Byt
C. R. KRISHNAMACHARLU, Superintendent for Epigraphy, Sc -
Circle, Madras, and in commemoration of the event issued Vol
of the Journal of the Society in a consolidated form as
Ramayya Pantulu Birthday Commemoration Volumae.

At the last annual meeting of the General body hel
April 1940, the following office-hearers were elected.

President Khan Bahadur Yanya ALI Saheb Bahadur, M.A., B
Vice- Pregident : Sri N. Kameswara Rao Pantulu B.A., B.L.
Secretary Sri B. V. Krishna Kao, M.A., B.L.

Treasuror: Sri K. J. Gopala Rao, B.4., B.L

Libraricn & Qurator: Sri A, Sarkara Rao, B.A. L.T.

ORDINARY MEMBERS OF THE MANAGING COUNCIL.

Sri Rajah K. 8. Jagannatha Rao Bahadur, Zamindar.
Sri Rallabandi Subba Rao, M.A., L.T.

Sri M., Sambasiva Rao,

Sri M. Anna Reddi, M.A., LL.B.
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CHANGES IN THE OFFICE-BEARERS

, During the year there were many changes in the office-bearers,
ThP: President who was District and Sessions Judge of East Godavari
Raj_ahmundry, was transferred to Anantapur, and consequently h(;
resigned. His resignation was accepted by the Couneil at its meeting
held on 22—8-—-1940; and at the same meeting Sri Rajah K. S. Jagan-
natha Rao Bahadur was elected President. But the Rajah S;heb
expressed his inability to be the President of the Society. The Council
then at its meeting held on 18—2—1941 eclected Mr. N. Kameswara
Rao, Viee-President as the President of the Society. Consequent on
the. elevation of the Vice-President to the Presidentship, the former
offize fell vacant; and the Council elected Mr. R. Subba ’Rao to that
office. Mr. Subba Rao’s place as an ordinary member of the Council
was. then filled by electing Mr. Vaddadi Apparao, B.A., B.L. to it.
During the early part of the year Mr. A. Sankara Rao resigned his
ofﬁce- of the Librarian & Curator of the Society. The Council at its
meeting held on 20—8—1940 elected Mr. Anna Reddi, a member of
the Council to that office; and in the vacancy of Mr. Anna Reddi
‘elected Mr. G. Narayanaswami Aiycr to the Council.

v

MEMBERS AND SUBSCRIBERS

Though there had been fresh admission of ordinary members to
the Society, the number on the rolls remains the same. ‘This is due to
the fact that while new members come in old ones drop out, some by
death and others by resignation. We have to-day 112 m:)mbers on
our rolls, As many as 150 names have been struck of the rolls, of
them 34 resigned and the rest either died or dropped their members’hip.

o There has been increase in the subscribers by the addition
one.

There has been no increase in the honorary membership of
the Society during the year. There are two Hono;ary Life members
of the Socicty and their names will be found at the end in the Appendix.
éélii I‘EOW we have not confe.rred the Hororary membership of the
e ;Y on any scholar outside Andhra. It is now proposed that
not li;n;mr may be conferret‘i upon two outstunding scholars whn are
Dr. D‘eg to be_comc or continue as ordinary members of the Society.
Dikshi't 1\-{ Bhax‘ldarkar M.A., Hon. PH.D, and Rao Bahadur ¥X. N.
and hi;tor'i-A', ¥. I.oaos. B Dr. .Bhandarkar is an eminent scholar
itsolf, Raod‘g‘ah.lg honouring  bim the Society will be honouring
of Archwology idrul “; 111< N:‘leb‘hlt, %VLA-, ¥.R.A.8.B., Director-General
watching with keen Ia(nl(; is another ,great scholar who has been
of the Society. Ang w ‘sympathetic interest the welfare and progress

: . ¢ owe to his watchful care and sympathy

2
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some of the very valuable and important publications of the Govern-
ment of India and the Bhopal Durbar as presents to our Library.
These two gentlemen are elected for a period of three years.

There is no increase in the number of life members of the
Society. There are only six life members and their names ave given

in the Appendix.

MEETINGS OF THE MANAGING COUNCIL

The year under report is a bad period for the Society. There
were only six meetings of the Council during the year at which the
business of the Society was transacted. The Maharajah of Jeypore,
Maharaja Dr. Sri Vikrama Deo Varma Maharajulumgaru, Hon. D. Litt.
(Andhra) is a patron of the Society. He was in this city in August
last year. The Council availed itself of the opportunity of the
Maharaja Saheb’s visit to this place and presented an address of
welcome to him. That took place on 96th August 1940. The Maha-
raja Saheb was so pleased with the Society and the working of the
Library that he announced a special donation of Rs. 200 to the
Society. The address which the Council presented to the Maharaja
Saheb is to be found at the end of this report. The Council elected
three delegates to the Fourth Session of the Indian History
Congress at Lahore, to represent the Society. They were Mr.
B. V. Krishna Rao, Mr. R. Subba Rao, and Mr. M. Anna Reddi.
It is to be regretted that though the delegates contributed papers
they could not attend the Session,

RULES COMMITTEE

The Council appointed a Committee consisting of Mr. B. V.
Krishna Rao, Mr. R. Subba Rao and Mr. G. Narayanaswami Aiyer,
the last mentioned as convener to revise and bring up-to-date the
Rules of the Society. 'T'he work is proceeding; and it is hoped that
it will he possible to print the revised RULES during the ensuing year.

JOURNAL

It is to be greatly regretted that Vol. XIII of the JAHRS
could not be issued during the year as was expected. The non-
publication of the Journal was due to variety of causes buft the main
canse was the trouble the Council had with the printer who did
not get new types of printing material as originally promised.
Hence negotiations with the S, P. Press and S. R, P. Works were
started and in the end, the Council decided to entrust the printing
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of the J ournaly‘ﬁto the S. R. P. Works as its rates were sﬁitable and
agreeable. The new printer had to recast his type in order to obtain

the necessary type with all diacritical letters and it was December -

by the time the new type was ready in the S, R, P. Works. Another
~en2e for the non-publication of the Journal is that the Council
secided in February not to issue Vol. XIII as a consolidated Volume
of all the four parts put together but to issue the four parts sepa-

rately as far as possible. The Journal is now in print; it will be
issued shortly. :

REDDI SANCHIKA

It is unfortunate that the progress of printing of the Redds
Sanchika has been slow during the year. A variety of causes over
vhich the Council had no control contributed to the slow execution
'f the work. The council hopes that the new year will create an
=*mosphere for expediting the work in a satisfactory manner.

THE LIBRARY, FREE READING ROOM AND MUSEUM

The Library, Free Reading Room and the Museum have been

as usual attracting a number of visitors every day. And it is grati-
fying to observe that the average attendance per day is fifteen
vizitors. A catalogue, rather a revised catalogne, and proper
-rangement of the books are the most important needs for the
worary. It is hoped that the new Library Committee and the
Librarian will exert themselves to remove the long standing want
during this year.

FINANCES OF THE SOCIETY

The finances of the Saciety have not improved. More members
and more public sympathy have to be enlisted. It is hoped that the
~=y Couneil will find ways and means to enlist more public sympathy

wdequate financial support from several places in Andhra that

. not been so far visited. During the year the Society received

. donation of Rs. 200 from the District Board, Kast Godavari. The
Society’s thanks are due to the President and Members of the District
The Council requested the District Board to make an annual

© tion to the Society of a sum of Rs. 200 but the Board

1

¢ its inability to do so.
~n¢ Council appeals to all members local and mufussil to

ring in as many members as possible into the Society so that the

Society, may do more and more useful work in future,

B, Vi KRISHNA RAO,
Secrptarth

THE XX ANNUAL REPORT
OF THE HON. LIBRARIAN
FOR THE YEAR 1940—41,

I took charge of the Library only on 27—8—'40. As no separate
report is being submitted by Mr. A. Sankara Rao, the previous
librarian, I propose to deal with the working of the Library for the
whole year i.e. from 7—4—40 to 6—4—41.

Our Library is situated in an ideally convenient and central
locality. Hence it is attracting a good number of visitors and
readers. The number of visitors and readers during 1940—41 is 3449.
The number of visitors and readers during 1937—38 was only 896.
So it is obvious that there is a marked improvement in the number of
visitors. The average number of daily visitors is nearly 15.

During the year there are about 400 additions including
periodicals and Books for review; the number of books being about
two dozens. Among books and journals received mention may be
made of the following :—History of Medieval Vaishnavism in Orissa,
Records of Fort. 8t. George, Ephigraphia Indica ; Indian Information,
Annuals of the Sri Venkateswara Oriental Institute, Tirupati: Journal
of Indian History, The Modern Review, Viswa Bharati, Bharati,
Grihalakshmi, Triveni. Thus we are getting many good journals both
in English and in Telugu. There are a good number of periodicals on
our exchange list,

In conclusion I wish to add a word. A resolution was passed
sometime back to check the whole Library. But nothing is done in
that respect. It is necessary to check the Library. A list of
missing books and volumes, if any, should be prepared and a fresh
catalogue is absolutely necessary.

Rajahmundry M. A. REDDI,
6—4—1941 } Hon. Librarian.



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF INCOME & EXPENDITURE OF

Statement of Income and Expenditure

" Details of Expenditure:
AAdva)nce to Secretary
Postage
Miscellaneous
BEstablishment .
Journal Printing including advances . .
Rent and lighting )
ionery (Paper ete.)
:izt;o;el;;ék ];)eposit {on page G of cash book)
Travelling Allowances
Reddi Sanchika Pamphlets
Purchase of Books
To Balance:
Rs. 172-4-6. Total Expenditure

Rs. A. P.
8 ¢ O
36 8 ¢
1 11 o
8 8 0
307 3 O
162 0 0
125 15 O
*3 10 11
2 0 0
28 0 O
10 6 0
783 13 11

From the statements drawn above, it will be .observe((ilui?r?; zﬁ:
financial condition of the society is not so good' as it was ‘ 15 e
. ears: it is due to the absence of the issue of the journ t ‘
Dot pases adv;;nces have been received already from the institutions
v o fou 1 to be issued. In spite of all these attempts to keep up
i;fa tf‘;l:a]:l);:ﬁacondition, we fail ; but for the efforts of the Honorary

Rajahmundry, }
D, 6—4~1941

% This item of expenditure Rs. 3-10-11 scems to be a mistake and

hence it has to be deleted. So the actual expenditure ought to be

Rs. 783-13-11 - Rs. 3-10-11 = 780-3-0.

c
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-There was sutficient evidencs to show, as was clearly revealed
in the official proceedings befors the House of Commons, that
Reduead had been completely estranged from his chief and that
the latter had dismissed him on 11th Aagust.(2)

Redhead died towards the end of September or early in Octobur
and, immediately after, his executors brought an action in the
Major’s Court for the settlement of this debt(2). The Court found for
bis execntors, but when the decision came to the notjce of Rumbold,
he with the advice of his Council which constituted the appellate
authority over the Mayor’s Court, quashed the order and thus
liberated Sitarama Razu from any such obligation. The argument
of the prosecntion against Rumbold on this charge was mainly based
upon a ruale of three and tried to prove his interest in the matter from
tue reversal of the judgrment of the Major's Court. But it will be
remembered that William Petrie, one of the executors of Redhead’s
Will, stated in evidence that the feelings between Rumbold and big
Secretary were strained to such an extent at the time of the alleged
agreement that no collusion between them was conceivable,(2)

Thus, there ig strong circumstantial evidence to the effect that
Sir Thomas had opportunities of accepting bribes.(4) But there jg
nothing to prove that he did 80, nor was the settlement go lenient ag
to suggest corruption. The voluminous evidence offered on these
points is at once conflicting and sarcharged with personal animus,

(1) Evidence of William Petrie, one of the executors of Redhead before the
House of Commons. Ogeiar Lroceedings, pp. 44-46 and 48-49.

For the dismissal of Redhead by Rumbold, see Rumsold ¢, Redhead, 11th
August 1778, See Briefs, 1. f, 162, .

(2} Proceedings of the Major's Court at Madras of 24th November 1778,
when Sitarama Razua was let out on a bail of M. Ps. 22, 108.
ceedings of 1, 5 and 15th December when amende
him. Sec. Rep., App. No. 65,

Also, further pro-
d bills were presented against

() Opgicial Proceedings, Pp. 44-46 and 48-49,
See also Third Repore of the Committee of Secrecy 1781, pp. 13-14.

(4)  Bala Krishna's allegations on this point, see Report of Franeis Russell
Lo the Committe of Control for th, afairs of India, 15t December 1783, Home
Miscellaneous Series, Vol. 397, pp. 263-72,
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On the other hand, Bala Krishna’s petition (*) to the Madrag
' : government, the investigations of Charles
'Bﬂi’egﬂﬂ‘f;‘f’s Newman specially appointed by the Bengal
government at the instructions of the Court
of Directors to investigate the corrupt practices of the Madras
government during Rumbold’® regime (2), the proceedings of
the Councils of Lord Macartney and Davidson, clearly show
that Rumbold and certain members of his Council had received
presents of a considerable value from the petitioner.(3) I cannol
here’enter into a minute examination of the sources of the fortune
which Rumbold has amassed, but several irregularities were brought
to light by investigations in England as regards his suspicious modes
of remittance and the deliberate precautions taken by him to aveid
detection.(*) On the whole it may be stated with justice that there
is sufficient evidence, circumstantial and direct, to establish the fact
that Rumbdold, Whitehill and Perring as members of government,
received presentd of a more or less costly nature, not only from the
zamindars but alse from renters and other lesser revenue officials,
during their stay at Madras. Thus ihe setiiement seems to have

been just in principle but accompanied by corrnpt methods.

{1) Representation of Bala Krishna regarding nagars ete. given to Rumboid
and his Council, delivered through Lis son-in-law and attorney Arunachalam.
Rev. Cons., 7th February 1783, Vol. 22, pp- 35-72, idem. 25,

(2} Without quoting the Madras Revenus Consultations at various dates, I
tefer the reader to Vol. 397 of the Home Miscellaneons Series, whers these
records are faithfolly copied in compliance With the orders of the Court of
Directors prior to the institution of proceedings against Rumbold and Perring.
Nearly eight hundred pages are devoted to this. Vol, 397-A of this seriss also
coutaing documents of interest which were supplied to Rumbold to enable him
to prepare bis delence,

(3) A fair portion of the above volumes is devoted to Newman’s investi-
gations. )

(4)  On this point see the evidence of Cap. Foxall and Mr. Pigou before the
Committes of Secrecy. App. Nos. 63 and 64 to the Ses., Rep,

Also the evidence given at the bar of the House of Commons by Thomas
Maitland and Joseph White. Official Proceedings, pp. 167-74, and, again, of
Wiliam Sharp, George Nairn, William Terrington, Francis [oroures, and
Robert Mackreth, M. P. and of Messrs. Wright, Casamajor, Graham, Taswell and
Raikes, as well as the statements of accounts submitted by Rumbold himself,
1bid, pp. 519-32,

2%
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The extent of the misappropriation of the public funds and
the general corruption prevailing in the
snbordinate settlements will be plain from
a curgory survey of the Bala Krishna -
Turing episode. Sadleir's indictment of the general corruptness
of the Masulipatam Council haa already been summarily reviewed.
But the revenus and judicial proceedings instituted by Lord
Macartney in compliance with the orders of the Court of Directors
and 3p a result of the unfinished inquiry of Newman, parﬁally lifted
the question from the acrimonions atmosphere created by the pro-
ceedings in the House of Commous, even though they still indicate
the crudeness of the administration of justice at Madras. The evi-
dence relating to the conflicting nature of the issue is 8o vast that I
can only hope to give a resume of the same. '

Bala Hrishna.
Turing Episode.

Rumbold and bis Council granted Bala Krishna the rent of the
Ichchapuram Zawveli for a period of ten years. Baut in 1783 Bala
Krisbna was deprived of it by ths orders of the Court of
Directors (). John Turing was the Chief of the Ganjam Council
and his son-in-law Robert Maunnsell was a member thereof
at and a little subsequent to the time when Bala Krishna wag dispos-
sessed of hig farm. Both these servants happened to occupy 4deats
on the Madrag Council when Lord Macariney conducted the revenue-
judicial proceedings connected with this affair,

At the time when Bala Krishna was deprived of his lease, after
the expiry of a period of less than three years out of the original
ten, ke stood indebted to the Company to the extent of Rs, 2,27,256,
without any ostensible meaus of paying it (3). When he was so
suddenly pressed for its discharge, he urged that he should be
allowed for the bribes he had given to Rumbold and his Couneil
before he bad procured hia lease (3). Meanwhile, Mr. Cooper, a

(1) Ganfam to Madras, 16th October 1781, Kev. Cau;. “I'ZE November,
Vol. 26, pp. 359-62 ; same to same, 15th October, idem pp. 362-63. Sawuie to same
21st October, édem. Tth December, jdem. pp. 407-15 ; and the resolution of zh;
government on the above, édem. pp. $23-25,

(&} Ganfam to Madras, Rev, Cons. 9 February 1783, Vol, 28, p. 83.

(3) Bala Krishna was first impvrisone\d and then released by Macartney's
Government who wrote home:(}f:?f‘iﬁéf“'"ﬁa(f*re;lly no reason to be dissatisfied
with Bala Krishaa's persmffx‘&;cmmﬂﬁﬁkiﬁlﬁsez;ﬂ[‘qdm: Letters Received, 31st
August 1782 (Macartney) Paga. 73. VEI R Ima %:ﬁ;
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member of the Ganjam Council prior to ils reduction to u resi-
dency, petitioned the Madras Government apparently on behalf of
Bala Kpishna. He alloged that Turing had extorted M. Ps. 20,000
on a private bond from Baja Krishna carrying on ngarioug interast
of twenty-four per cent per annam, snd had prevented bim from
regularly paying his reats to the Company which onght to have
constituted the first charge on his resources, He farther averred
that Turing had appropriated to himself the money paid in by Bala
Krishoa as part of his kists, and had axtorted moneys from renters
and sub-renters to the extent of Rs, 1,48,133. Finally Cooper
asserted that Turing had ruined the credit of Bala Krighna with his
sahukars and degraded him in the eyes of the people in

general (1)

Lord Macartney took notice of Cooper's petition, even though

it had come before the Government in a guestionable manber. But
being in a minority fu the Counsil, Turilig, Maunsell and their party

always obstructing his lordship's just measures, Macariney was
compelled to sllow the proceedings to be conducted irregularly,

In compliance with the peremptory orders of the Government, -
Bala Krishua arrived at Madras on 18th January 1785, Bul owing
to his unwillingness to stir ont of bis house for fear of arrest by the
Shaeriff who bad a warrant for the seizure of his person in conse~
quence of the proved demands of his other creditors, Mannsell
swore Bala Krishua’s statewent concerning his allegations ngainst
Taring at his {Maunsell’s) own house—quite a strange proceeding !
After thig, Turing firmly repudisted the charges and- forthwith
declared his intention of institning a criminal prosecution against
Bala Krishna beforo tho Quarter Sessions (2).

(1) The whole case was sdmirably summed up by Russell, See Home Mis-
cellaneous Series, Vol, 391, pp. 203-94

TRyl
Witnesses on behalf of Bala Krishina Were examined in Rev. Cons. 19th Feb-
ruary 1783, Vol. 28, pp. 99-113 ;2 21-32 ; 12 April, pp. 322.30
24 May, pp- 43339, See also 4nute in Jdem, 14th Jung,

idem, pp. 419-82,
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