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I
The Rise of the Kingdom of Mysore.
® By far the most important and at the same time the most com-
plicated topic in the history of Mysore is the downfall of the
Vijayanagara (Kanarese) Viceroyalty of Seringapatam and the rise
to prominence of the kingdom of Mysore under Raja Wadeyar.
There is a bewildering variety of conflicting versions regarding this.
It is high time to review them in detail in the light of the fresh

data now available.
-~ The prevailing version,! rejected by Wilks* and the succes-

" sive writers,® is that Tirumala Rajayya, the Vijayanagara Viceroy

ofs Seringapatam, was afflicted with Kd/pora (Royal boil), a
disaster most fatal to monarchs, that he sent for Rija Wadeyar of
Mysore and asked him to hold Seringapatam on his behalf, saying
that he (Tirumala) would go to Talakad, Tj ‘kidlu and

other sacred places on pilgrimage and that i pened to
breathe his last, Raja Wadeyar should han harge of
the city to the chief of Ummattar. Havin instructed
Raja Wadeyar, Tirumala went to Talakid \, .¢ he died

shortly afterwards. Raja Wadeyar assumed charge of the govern-
ment of Seringapatam (Saumya-Magha-ba. 10 corresponding to
8—2—1610 A.D.). Tirumala’s queen and children stayed in
Malingi near Talakad whére they died. Later Raja Wadeyar was
able to overawe all opposition from the surrounding pallegars and
consolidated his position. Thus began the kingdom of Mysore.

A slightly different version comes, however, from the Palace
manuscript.* Tirumala Rajayya (called by mistake Sri Ranga
Raya), afflicted with Rdjpora, deliberated with his councillors
thus: “Raja Wadeyar, our friend, who is the most powerful ruler,

Y Mysiiru dkoregala vamsa parampare kaifiyat (c. 1800 A.D.).

2 History of Mysore, Vol. I, pp. 41-2.

3 The latest among these is the Rev. Prof. H. Heras in 7 Aravigu

Dynasty of Vijayanagara, Vol, 1, p. 420,
* pp. 28-9. ‘
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Rangayya—all these having combined, sent Tirumala Rajayya to
Milingi on the strength of the authority of Rdya Ni ripa’ (Saumya-
Magha-ba. 10). Raja Wadeyar took Seringapatam.

All the versions, referred to above, are from later historical
manuscripts ; all are agreed regarding the date of acquisition of
Seringapatam by Raja Wadeyar ; they differ considerably only in
regard to the actual circumstances connected with it. The first one,
as can be seen, refers to the conditional transfer of the Viceroyalty
of Seringapatam by Tirumala to Rija Wadeyar; the second to
the acquisition of Seringapatam by Rija Wadeyar as an act of
gift, pure and simple; the third refers to the event as the result of
a deliberate plan on the part of Venkata consequent on the alleged
treason of Tirumala against him; while the last one refers to a
desire on the part of Venkata to depose Tirumala, though the
reason for the step is not clearly indicated by the author of the
manuscript. It thus becomes very difficult to base our judgment of
the event on any one of these versions alone t6 the detriment or
exclusion of another equally, interesting ; nor can we reject them all
in their entirety, for, though they are admittedly later versions, they
are invariably based on some earlier documents, or, as in some
cases, on genuine local traditions available at the time of the
composition of the manuscripts. Let us therefore turn our attention
to contemporary sources and see how far these conflicting versions
are reconcilable and how far do they enable us to form a fairly
correct view of the event.

In Chikkadéva Riya Vamsivaji® by Tirumalarya, we have the
following : Venkatapati Raya, incensed at the conduct of Virappa
Niyaka of Madura, proceeded on an expedition against and attacked
Madura, the capital of the Pandyan kingdom. Virappa, however,
taking recourse to indirect means, sent bribes (cash and jewels) to
the commanding officers of Venkatapati. Tirumala Rijayya® (one of
the gencrals) accepted the bribe. By acting thus he fell into disfavour

1 The reason for this course of action is not quite clear ‘in the MS. nor
has the  Réya Miréga,” referred to, as yet come to light. It is strange that
Wilks and some of the successive writers have relied solely on this imperfect
testimony of a later MS, to explain their view of the whole affair,. as will be
shown later !

2. Select Extracts : pp. 3,9, 12, 1520, 22 etc.

3 Inthe Palace MS. (Vol. I, p. 27) we have a faint echo of Tirumala’s
relations with Virappa Nayaka of Madura and of his attempts to keep off the
latter’s encroachments on his Viceroyaity. Fora full discussion see infra,
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with his uncle and taking his elephants, horses and foot 1di
wer}t to Srirangapattana. News of this having been commul-lio e,
Raja Wadeyar, he assembled his brothers, ministers and ‘f:a'ted 0
Qeliberated with them and decided to drive away the traitol:efn &
Srirangapattana. Accordingly he sent his representatives thithe:m~n
study the political situation. They, having stayed there for so .
time, returned to their master, reporting on what they had seen. e
On hearing about the advent of Tirumala from Madura with
his army to Srirangapattana, the chiefs of the various parts of the
country, princes and lords of the Vokkaligas, Bédas, Banajigas and
others proceeded to his court with tribute and pres-ents pxiostrated to
him anq became his subordinates by accepting the ins’ignia of office
fror‘n him, Favoured by him they ruled their territories in his name
while at the same time cultivating hostility with Raja Wadeyar.!

Once Tirumala while holding his court, addressed the chiefs

of different parts of his dominions, asking them to report on the

conditions of their principalities. Whereupon they all got

expressed their fear of the aggressive attitude of Izijal 5\0 dup and
Mysore. ‘The chicfs of Karugahulli, Kannsmbadi, Talakad o
Ar'nmachavédl represented their grievances againqt. ’R"a W %nd
Tirumala promised protection to them. st Rija Wadeyar.

On hearing the account abou i i
thinking that 'the presence of sucth ﬂ:\e é{;Ezeerstrz:im:{) S
source of anxiety to him, wanted to curb his power songl hOur Cother.
H.e thou.ght of inviting him to his court by . offerin }T' 2 ner
fnend.s}.np and then capture him, failing which he ot e o
expedition against him and take him prisoner Wit:otuhl?s (E)ll?nt a'n

. ect in

view, and in order to secure the su is s
. e pport of his subj ; .
he asked the chiefs® to brin all their forces tQstub]ects for his project,

text of the Mahanavami festival. he capital on the pre-

1

Rija Wadeyar’s polic i
. A y of systematic aggressi .
for this, as will be elucidated further. ggression was the main  reason

* The following are the name: i
with Tif’Umala against Rija Wade:::, T:CC::d\iﬁ;otsz f}:,i;e{::::ée Commqn canee
sanéglllnefs:ra?:ka}zauap\;lra Kélf‘lla, Punganiir, Magadi, Bangalore, M
andcu, 1 A elavandiir, Ammachavidi. . Terakan3 bi C
Kalale, Belur, Keladi, and other parts of Malnad ; Chintanakalan(l:}i:lkkax.ot'e'
. niya-

kanahalli, Banavara, Basavapattana, Sireya and other countri éda

the forces of Rina Jagadev, Kereyiir Timma Néyaka etc ries of the Bédas:
o T}ngse names are significant indicating as they do the ;zxtent f Ti '
jurisdiction as the Vijayanagara Viceroy in the Kanarese country0 rumela's

e
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Meanwhile, Rija Wadeyar had an interview with Tirumala
during which each exchanged friendly greetings with the other®,
However, at the close of the interview, one of the attendants of Raja
Wadeyar, recited the latter’s title ‘ Birudantembaraganda’ (Lord of
those who say they have such and such a titie), a title which
belongs as a matter of right to the Mysore kings. This gave offence
to Tirumala who consequently laid® a plot to kill Raja Wadeyar on
his return from a visit to the temple of Rangandtha. The plot hav-
fng been disclosed to Raja Wadeyar by an intimate friend, he
escaped with his brother Bettada Chama and returncd to Mysore.
Hearing of this, Tirumala, sorely disappointed, ordered his vast
army to march against Mysore. The fort of Kesare® was besieged
preparatory to an attack on Mysore. Tirumala’s forces were
thoroughly defeated by Bettada Chama, brother of Réaja.,Wadeyar,
and forced to retreat. Shortly afterwards the Mysore army under
Narasa Riaja proceeded against and besieged Srirangapattana.
Tirumala, very much disheartened, retreated from the capital towards
Malingi leaving his wives behind.* Narasa Raja sent news of this
incident to Rija Wadeyar who whereupon proceeded to Pattana
accompanied by his brother. He sent a messenger to Rangamma,
the queen of Tirumala, with instructions to tell her to proceed from
that place with her belongings... .Accordingly the queen left the

1 It must not be forgotten that Rija Wadeyar was as good a feudatory of
Tirumala as any other chieftain. His visit to the capital was in the natural
course of things as is evident from a study of the work.

2 Wilks (0.C., p. 39) refers to the futility of a plot by Tirumala on Réja
Wadeyar's life after the victory of the latter at the siege of Kesare. There is
nothing strange in the story of this second plot of Tirumala, since Rija
Wadeyar was always a thorn in his side.

3 Tt is held in the * Kaifiyat® and ‘ Puttiab’s MS." that this took place in
1596, though the reasons are not set forth. The Palace MS. (I, p. 27) does
not at all give the date, while the reason it advances for the siege is the failure
of Kija Wadeyar to help Tirumala on the occasion of the latter's war with
Virappa Nayaka of Madura.

The trend of evidence from contemporary sources is in favour of the view
that the siege took place hardly a year (1602) before Rdja Wadeyar's acqui-
sition of Seringapatam. :

4 The view that Tirumala, yielding to the advice of his courtiers and
secretly admonished by Venkata, quietly retired to 7alakdd and that thereup-
on Rija Wadeyar occupied Seringapatam (Prof. Heras: op. cit., p. 420),
is quite inconsistent with the evidence of contemporary sources which are
unanimoas in the statement that Tirumala was forced to retreat to Mdlingi as
a result of Rija Wadeyar’s conquest of Seringapatam assisted by his brothers
and sons. Both Milingi and Talakad have obtained historical celebrity in
this connection.
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prowess Rija Wadeyar was able to conquer Tirumala, take possession
of Srirangapattana and begin his rule from that place. ,

In the earliest contemporary historical poem' written in 164
i.e., 38 years after the event, we have the following:—The chiefs of
Kirugahalli having extended their boundaries as far as the Chamundi
hills, cultivated hostile relations with the princes of Mysore (Rija
Wadeyur and Bettada Chima Raja Wadeyar). The- latter, therefore
proceeding against them, killed them, razed the township to the
gmound and had the land sown with oil-seeds.? The hostile chiefs of
the surrounding territories, being much troubled with the progressive
tendencies of the brothers, sought the protection of Tirumala Raja of
Srirangapattana.’

Shortly afterwards, Tirumala, forgetting that the kings of
Mysore were his allies, became angry with them and decided to
carry on an aggressive war against them. Accordingly he had palm-
leaf letters addressed to the chiefs* of different localities asking them
to bring their forces to his help. Soon he gathered an army prepa-
ratory to the siege of Kesare which guarded the fringe of Mysore
and which was the first point of attack.

Hearing about the attempts of the enemy at the capture of the
interior parts of the country and fortresses, Bettada Chima, roused
to-a pitch of fury, addressed his eldest brother, Raja Wadeyar, thus:
‘ Without realizing that we are his friends and well-wishers, Tirumala
having lent his ears to the insinuations of wicked persons, has con-
tracted hostility with us. We put down his enemies, such as the lords

L Kanthirava Narasa Rija Vijayam, by Govinda Vaidya, ch. II.

2 This took place early in the reign of Raja Wadeyar, according to the
Palace MS. (I, p. 23). )

3 This corroborates the version in Ckikkadéva Raya Vamsdvafi, supra.

¢ According to this work, the following chieftains are said to have rallied .
round Tirumala on the occasion of the siege of Kesare: Rima Rijendra of
Padiniq (Hadinad), the lord of Rudragana (the chiet of Piriyapattana), Nan-
jendra of Talakid, Timmandyaka of Kereyiru, Bairéndra(son of Sdla Niyaka),
the lords of Narasimhapura (Hole-Narasipur) and Béliir, Disa Niyaka of
Nuggehalli, Kengéndra, the lords of Kdldla (Kolar), Balalipura (Ballipur),
Bangalore(Bengaldiru), Timmappa Rdja, Pradhdna AppiSetti, Jakka, Pummaini
Pimi Niyaka, Gundi Niyaka. The quota by the respective chieftains in
horses, elephants aud foot-soldiers is also detailed, while even the names of
some leading elsphants are mentioned, such as Rdyagajankusa, Ganganags|u,
Morasaraganda, Tiruvenkatanitha etc. A very vivid account of the siege
and the defeat of Tirumala is given. Cf. the uccount as given in C. Vamsivali

supra.
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details, nor the latest versions because they contain details not found
in the former. Moreover, the former is 2 historical poem in which
the author refers only 7ncéidentally, as an introduction to the story of
his patron which is his main theme, to the conquest of Seringapatam
by Raja Wadeyar to the exclusion of any other details relating thereto.
The latter, however, particularly the works of Tirumalarya, .are

guasi, though not regular, historical works wherein, to a great extent,

‘the genuine local tradition surrounding the event has found a fitting

place.

Now the points for consideration arising out of 2 combined study
of the versions (both later and contemporary) are : (1) The truth
or otherwise of the story of the Rajpora and ¢ conditional transfer’
and ‘gift’ theories of the acquisition of Seringapatam by Rija
Wadeyar. (2) The probability of Tirumala’s treachery against his
uncle Venkata 11, leading to the latter’s attempt at deposing him and
Rija Wadeyar’s acquisition of Seringapatam. (3) Rija Wadeyar’s

* acquisition of Seringapatam as an act of conquest.

As regards the first, a comparison of the later versions with
cz)ntemporary sources shows that it is purely a concoction. There is
nothing in the contemporary sources to indicate that Tirumala was
suffering from any disease at the time of Raja Wadeyar's occupation
of Seringapatam or that he made ‘any arrangement with Rija
Wadeyar for the administration of the viceroyalty. The only ele-
ments of truth available for us in these versions are, the aggressive-
ness of Raja Wadeyar, his services to the cause of the viceroyalty
and the apprehensiveness with which he was looked upon by the
Viceroy. It is highly improbable that a progressive prince of the
type of Raja Wadeyar would assent 10 the docile acceptance of the
viceroyalty either as an act of conditional transfer or as a gift
proceeding from the sweet will and pleasure of the Viceroy.
Obviously, the versions represent a distorted justification of the event
(s.c. Raja Wadeyar’s acquisition of Seringapatam) from the point
of view of the Viceroy, though the fact is otherwise, as we shall see
presently.

Coming to the second point, we notice a corroboration of the
story of Tirumala’s treachery against his uncle in the contemporary
sources also, though with slight differences regarding subsequent
details, especially in the later manuscripts. Thus one of these MSS.
refers to Tirumala’s treachery leading to his deposition by his uncle,
Venkata 11, and Raja Wadeyar’s occupation of Seringapatam; the



10

other,. ?vhile sile:nt as to the ground' for deposition, refers to the
deposition. While therefore Tirumala’s treachery, his attempt at
¥

reconciliation with Venkata, and the latter’s attemps at deposition
are probabl.e, it is impossible to accept the story that Venkata #Zimself
deposed him and that Raja Wadeyar stepped into his viceroy-

alty apparently with the consent of Venkata, as the expression goes
ta, ,

after curbing the obstructive elements. A critical study of these

versions in the light of contemporary sources only shows that the
former equally represent a garbled justification of the event from th

point of view of the Emperor, Venkata IT: it is but natural that he
(Venkata) would not stoop to accept Raja Wadeyar’s ac al that he
an act of conquest. Hence the versions. : quisition as

It is held® that Tirumala retired to his Viceroyalty i p

lious attitude, after accepting bribs from the Ne').ya.kay i; ;4 rebel-
A closer study of the contemporary sources, particularl Ti? la:dur"}'
works, shows that Tirumala’s treachery towards Veniata ‘Ilflna arya’s
more to his incompetency as a general in the action agaj t zfv? $ dgc.
Nayaka of Madura than to a spirit of rebellion® on lglisns 1frappa
the time of the expedition against Madura, the trendpa;t, .Zr, at
points out, he was young and inexperienced, a circumst::nceevl ;x}ce
explains why he followed the other commanding officers in acc;V ich

. . ) pting
the bribe from the Nayaka of Madura." * Further, there is nothing

in the contemporary sources (literary and epigraphical) to indicate

1 The view that it was Venkata's interest to disgrace Tiramala b i

subjects by showing him as incapable of defending Seri;l avat ala before h!s
opponent, Riaja Wadeyar (Prof. }leras, 0p. cit., Pp. 4 20), is ia‘:dlam against his
the combined testimony of contemporary sources and l;ter .y Support?d by
shown in due course.. versions, as will be

a

By Dr. S. K. Tyengar: Introduction j s
Madura (pp. 17 and 18). o History of the Niyakas of
2 In a note in the same work (p. 117) Dr. S. Kri i
further points out that * the disloyalty of Vira;p.z Na y.;k:‘;;a;v:;:f:all}:f; gta;
Tirumala, the Viceroy-nephew of Venkatapati himself, who played an e “G
treacherous part against his uncle and retired to his own Viceroyalty,' e J
is too far-fetched a view and unwarranted by the evidence on haid y{). This
shows that Tirumala returned to the Viceroyalty not as a rebelliow l\c,h °
but as a young and inexperienced general who incurred the d; ulS ice
~ his n:\cle by accepting bribe from a recalcitrant feudatory spleasure of
Prof. Heras (0p. cit., p. 343) point o :
an_d the testimony of Anq‘u;;til d: lI)’errognm:ltx:\)tn tl}}:: i;;:].:;“y of x.ns'criptions
Niyak of Madura took place before 1595 and accepts the’ : submission of the
rebeltion recorded in the Chikkadévariya Vamdtdvali r:' or){ of Virappa's
the story of Tirumala’s retreat as a concoction of the p;et f:;c;:xns%i’fy?:: ;,;;

nly
roy

i1

that he was throughout openly rebellious towards his uncle. Tiru-
mala’s cowardly retreat was looked upon by the Emperor as an act
of disobedience and naturally led him to plot his deposition, a

Wadeyar’s capture of Seringapatam and for extolling the real founder of the
Mysore dynasty (p. 419). [Klis grounds are:
(i) that the poet speaks of the capture of Seringapatam as immediately
following Tirumala’s supposed treason in Madura (p. 343);
(ii) that it is impossible that Venkata would bave waited for 14(or 16 ?)
. long years to expel Tirumala if he were really rebellious against
him (pp. 343 and 411);
(iii) that Tirumala was too young (before 1595) at the time of the
tebellion of Virappa Nayaka to be a general of the imperial army
(p. 343).

Prof. Heras’ view of the affair is based on a summary of one or two
extracts from the Chikkadévariya Vamsavali. A detailed study bf the text
shows that Raja Wadeyar’s conquest and occupation of Seringapatam took
place long after Tirumala's return to the Viceroyalty and that it followed the
unsuccessful attempt on his (Rija Wagdeyar’s) life and the siege of Kesare.
Rija Wadeyar was a staunch supporter of imperial interests as a cover for
hig aggression as we have already seen. His services to the cause of the
Viceroyalty were such as would naturally make him resent the conduct of
Tirumala during the siege of Madura. The pertinent passage referring to this
indicates nothing but Raja Wadeyar's sympathy for the Emperor. To regard
it as the stepping stone for Raja Wadeyar’s immediaie capture of Seringapatam
is too extreme a view to stand a critical examination of the evidence,

As regards the alleged rebellious attitude of Tirumala towards his uncle,
Venkata 1I, even here Prof, Heras follows a view which is quite unwarranted
by the trend of evidence available. Nowhere in the Kanarese work do we
find any reference to Tirumala's rebellious attitude against his uncle. As
pointed out elsewhere, his retirement to the Seringapatam viceroyalty was
due not to any disloyalty or disaffection on his part but to his own incapacity
as a general and his guilty conscience on account of his cowardly acceptance
of bribe from Virappa Niayaka of Madura. .

Again, Prof. Heras' reference to the foreible submission of the Nayaka of
Madura by Venkata before 1595, implies a previous attempt also in this direc-
tion, which tallies with the account of the affair given in the poem (i.e.,
Chikkadévardya Vamidypali).

He also points out that Venkata was unwilling to allow Tirumala to go to
his court {p. 414), that he had natural predilection for Ranga,. the latter's
younger brother (p. 411), that he was indifferent and had antipathy towards
Tirumala (pp. 413-414), and that he was interested in disgracing him before his

subjects (pp. 420 and 505) and the nobjes as incapable of defending Seringapatam
against Rija Wadeyar of Mysore. He does not explain the reasons for this
attitude of Venkata towards his nephew, nor does the Jesuit testimony, to
which he refers, in any way help one to discredit the Kanarese version of
Tirumala's retreat to Seringapatam. He does not, again, explain why
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to the years 1607 and 1610, do not also refer to Venkata, the
Vijayanagara Emperor. Thus, although there is no clear docu-
mentary evidence for proving that Tirumala was openly rebellious
against his uncle, yet enough data is to hand to hold that his con-
duct and loyaity towards him, from the beginning of his reign as a
Viceroy, were questionable, and that this attitude became more and
more pronounced, especially after the failure of his attempt at
reconciliation with the Emperor consequent on his (Tirumala’s)
cewardly retreat from Madura. It is therefore probable that
Venkata closely watched this attitude of mind of Tirumala, adopted
a policy of indifference towards him and even silently planned his
supercession to take its own course, so that he might not stand in the
way of his project, i.e. proclaiming, as heir to the Empire, Ranga,
the younger brother of Tirumala, for whom, according to Prof.
Heras,” he had natural predilection in preference to the Ilatter. No
wonder, then, that Rija Wadeyar also, a feudatory of Venkata,
watched keenly the proceedings of Tirumala at Seringapatam to
strike at the most opportune moment and win the approbation of the
Emperor, for his act of aggression on the plea of safeguarding
imperial interests. Hence no doubt the reference in the literary
works of the 17th century to Raja Wadeyar’s conquest of Seringa-
patam by diflomacy ard prowess.

As regards the last point, we notice that particular emphasis
has been laid on the ingratitude of Tirumala towards the aggressive
princes (Rija Wadeyar and Bettuda Chama), a significant fact not
hitherto noticed. This was no doubt immediately responsible for
the action of the laiter against the former, culminating in the
acquisition of Seringapatam by them, purely an act of conquest.

From an examination of all the available sources, it is clear
that the acquisition of Seringapatam by Raja Wadeyar of Mysore
was primarily an act of conquest aggravated directly by the

1£.C. 1V, HS. 36, Gu. 13 and 40. Prof. Heras holds (Og. cit., p. 421) that
Tirumala must have lived as late as 1614, on the strength of a grant by him
of that year (£.C., 1V, Gu. 13). It is, however, found on verification that the
Saka date and the cyclic year mentioned in the record do not tally. Thus
§ 1529 corresponds to Plavanga and not Ananda, as is doubtfully interpreted
by the translator. Accordingly the grant belongs to the year 7607 4.D. 1t
is a clear instance of an error of the cyclic year. We have at present no clear
documentary evidence to show that Tirumala lived long after his retreat to
Talakad.

2 0p. cit., p. 411,
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matter of sheer necessity and expediency that he continued to be a
loyal feudatory of Venkata even after 1610.

After 1610 we have Raja Wadeyar’s inscriptions’ of the years
1612, 1614 and 1615. That of 1612 refers to him as ° Sriman
Mahadhiraja’ which indicates that he was only a prominent
feudatory or chieftain. An inscription of 1623® of the reign of
Chamaraja Wadeyar refers to a grant in 1612 by Venkata II, testi-
fying to the ratification of Seringapatam and Ummattur as an here-
ditary estate acquired by Rija Wadeyar. Another inscription of
1614 refers to Seringapatam as an Umbali (rent-free estate or
territory) assigned by Venkatapati Riya to Raja Wadeyar. A grant
of 1615 likewisc refers to Banniir also as an hereditary estate
granted by Venkata to Rija Wadeyar. In all these records Raja
Wadeyar refers to his overlord, a sure sign of his loyalty towards
him. It is therefore significant that by this attitude Raja Wadeyar
was able to obtain legal recognition of his® conquests (under cover
of free-grants) at the hands of the Emperor.

Under Chamaraja Wadeyar (1617—37), the grandson and
successor of Rija Wadeyar, the position of Mysore in relation to
the Vijayanagara Empire becomes more interesting. In his in-
scriptions of 1620,* 1622,° and 1623° he refers to the suzerainty of
Vira Ramadéva, the Vijayanagara Emperor. It is significant to
note in this connection that Chamarija’s policy towards the Emperor

1 £ C 1V, ch. 200; III, SR. 157, TN. 116° Aote: The first in-
scription specifically. mentioning Rija Wadeyar is that of 1612 [ch. 200).
Prof. Heras ascribes an inscription of 1604 to him (ch. 62) (op. cit., p. 422).
It is, however, found on examination that the record does not at all mention
Rija Wadeyar's name !

2 E. C,1II, TN, 62. : .

3 Ttis held that Raja Wadeyar’s occupation of Seringapatam (apparently
with the consent of the Emperor) is proved by his further grants (op. ot.,
p. 421), This is erroneous. The records more clearly prove Réja
Wadeyar’s conquests than mere occupation of Seringapatam, Ummattiir,
Seringapatam and Banniir referred to in the inscriptions were all conquests.

Prof. Heras refers on p: 421 (op. cit.), to Raja Wadeyar's ocupation of
Seringapatam apparently with the Emperor’s consent, and on p. 422 (0p. cit.),
to the ratification of the capture of Seringapatam, which is quite contradictory
Occupation followed capture of Seringapatam and it was for the conguest that
ratification was necessary, which he obtained by poli

4 E.C 11 (i) My, 17.

5 Md. 17.

8 TN. 62 ; M.4.R. 1907—0)

" ”
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sovereignty of the world by right of conquest), being very signifi-
cant, indicating as they do the adoption of Vijayanagara titles Dby
the Mysore king as an independent prince. Again, the  Immadi
Kemparayana Padagalu’ by Venkatayya (written c. 1635 AD.)
goes to show that during the last years of his reign, Chimaraja
openly defied the Vijayanagara Emperor (Venkata I1I) and
ultimately made reconciliation with him, due to the efforts of
Immadi Kempe Gowda of Bangalore.

. - A study of all these sources clearly indicates that Chamaraja
was the foremost Karnataka prince to take advantage of the pre-
carious position of the Emperor to adjust his relations with him
according as he prospered or declined. In this respect he continued
strenuously the policy set up by his predecessor, Raja Wadeyar. Itis
needless tp say that it was mainly as a result of this policy that
Mysore under Chamaraja became a powerful kingdom® capable of
holding her own against the southern and northern aggressive
neighbours in the continuous wars of the 17th century.

The short but ev:ntful reign of Immadi Rija Wadeyar,
(1637—8), the posthumous son of Raja Wadeyar, is likewise
famous for the continuation of the policy of conquests and annexa-
tions, as is evident from the literary and historical works® of the
17th century ; but Immadi Raja Wadeyar died in the very prime of
his life as a result of intrigue by Dalavay Vikrama Raya, according
to the Palace manuscript.*

Thus by 1638 the position of Mysore as a Kingdom was very
strong, mainly owing to the judicious policy started by Raja Wade-
yar and worked out systematically by his successors, Chima Raja
Wadeyar and Immadi Raja Wadeyar, during the critical period in
the history of the Karnataka country.

Vijayanagara Emperor was thus ouly partial. The definite adoption of the.
* Earth and Boar signet’ as the seal of the Mysore Royal House, was in the
reign of Dévardja Wadeyar who completely threw off the imperial yoke. (E. C. v
(ii) YD. 43 of 1667).

1 A MS. of the Madras Oriental MSS. Library—Select Extract.

2 Vide : Chikkadévardya Vamsdvafi and Chikkadéivariya Vijayam (Select
Extracts) ; also Palace MS. (Extracts).

3 Jhid. .

+ I, pp. 81—2. .
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KANTHIRAVA NARASA RAJA WADEYAR OF
" MYSORE (1638-1659): A STUDY.

. By N. Sussa Rau, M.A.

(Research Scholar, Department of History,
Maharaja’s College, Mysore.)

HE Seventeenth century was a turning-point in the
history of Karnitaka, nay, of India in general and
Mysore in particular. It was the period of great forces and
memorable events, bringing to the forefront prominent
personalities who, in various ways, moulded the destinies of
their countries or kingdoms. Among them Kanthirava
Narasa Raja Wadeyar of Mysore occupies an important
place in the panorama of history. An attempt is made, in
the following pages, to throw fresh light on some aspects of
- his reign from authentic sources.

Relations between Mysore and Bijapur.
(i)

The outstanding event of the early years (1638-1639)
of the reign of Kanthirava Narasa I was the advent of the
Muhammadans to the Karnitaka and the siege of Seringa-
patam. Our main authority on this topic is the historical
poem “‘ Kanthirava Narasa Rdja Vijyam* writen in 1648
by Gévinda Vaidya, a contemporary. The following is the
account of the transactions culled from this poem:*

! Chapters: xi to xv.
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‘“ Between Virabhadra Niyaka of Ikkéri' and Hanu-
mappa Nayaka of Kenge there arose differences regarding
the question of boundaries of their respective territories.
The latter, unable to fight with the former, sent his men to
the court of the lord® of Vijayapura (Bijapur), seeking his
help. They, having interviewed the Padshah, paid him
tribute;® and, holding out prospscts of booty, proceeded with
his army.® Re-inforced by the levies of Hanumappa
Nayaka, the entire army, headed by Ranadulla Khan,®
marched against Ikkéri and laid siege to it.® Virabhadra
1§, 1552-1568 (A.D. 1630-1645) : Vide * Keladi Nripa Vijayam ”’
Ch. vi.

2 Muhammad Adil Shah (1626-1656A.0.): Vide Sewell: ¢ For-
gotten Empire ’ Appendix C. p. 408.

3 According to the Palace Historical Ms. (Vol. L. p. 86), Hanu-
mappa Nayaka sent his minister *“ Venkatapati Deo” to the Padshah’s
court, together with 30,000 Varahas and cloths and jewels. In the
# Keladi Nripa Vijayam” (p. 97), the * mischicvous Venkatapati of
Bandvara” is s.ated io have intrigued with the Padshah on behalf of
Hanumappa. ‘* Venkatapati ” is thus identical with "* Venkatapati Deo.”

4 It is clear from the testimony of this writer that the petty differ-
ences and intrigues of the chieftains in the Karnataka, were the main rea-
sons or excuses for the intervention of the Bijapiar Muhammadans in their
affairs. Once they took advantage of these circumsta.nces, their greed or
love of conquest and plunder naturally followed suit, unsatiated.

5 In the Persian sources, referred to by Prof. Sir Jadunath Sarkar
(vide: * Shahji Bhonsle in Mysore ”: Modern Review July 1929, p.9),
Rustam-i-zaman is stated to have led Muslim arms to the Karnataka. The
“Keladi Nripa Vijayam” (p 98, 102-103) scems to distinguish Rana-
dulla Khan from Rustam-i-zaman, though, of course, the disﬁnctiOn' -
not clear. ‘The Bumiapir copper plate grant (1676 A.D.) of Ranadulla
Khan (vide MAR. 1922 p. 122-3) refers to him as “ Randulld' Khan
Khan-e-Azam.” 1t is evident, then, that “ Ranadulla is. a Kanarese
corruption of Randulla. The trend of Kanarese evidence is in favour

of the view that ‘ Rustam-i-zaman ” ang “Ranadulli Khan » were
one and the same. )

- ¢ In 'the “ Keladi Nripa Vijayam * referred to aboye (Ch. vi. p. 98),
this event is dated: S 1500 13vara Pusya-ba 10 (Ist January 1638 A.D.)
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Nayaka, confused at the approach of the Turks, sought
refuge in the hill' nearby. Meanwhile, the Turks took
possession of the fort, captured women, smote off the heads
of marble images of Gods, plundered the town, insulted the
honour of virtuous ladies and slaughtered cows. Having
joyfully taken possession of all the articles in the palace,
Ranadulla Khan posted guards over the town and returned,
‘shortly afterwards, to the court of the Padshah, presenting
the spoils to him.

Pleased with Ranadulla Khan, the Padshah appointed
him Commander-in-chief and sent him at the head of a vast
army, with instructions to attempt the immediate acquisi-
tion of the Karndtaka.?

' Bhuvanagiridurga (Ibid): According to the abovementioned poem,
this place of refuge was also besicged by the Khan; and, ultimately,
Virabhadra Nayaka, having decided to overthro# Hanumappa (his enemy)
by diplomacy in due course, entered into a truce with the Khan, after
which the Khan was sent back and Virabhadra returned to Ikkéri.

2 The systematic atlempts, on the part of the BijapGr Sultan, at the
annexation of territories in the central and southern Karnitaka, after the
hattle of Talikéta (1565), did not commence until the forties of the
century following that battle (as is evident from this poem); for Bijapar
was not quite free to pursue her policy in the South till then, involved,
as she was, in the wars with Ahmadnagar and Golkonda, her rivals.
There were, however, sporadic raids of the Bijapar army only on the
fringes of the Karnataka. Thus, in 1593 A.D., according to Firishtah,
“ Munjum Khan, the Bijapur general, besieged Mysore, belonging to
Venkatidri Navak accompanied by Arsappa Nayak and Ganga Nayak;
and the place was reduced in threec months and 20 fine elephants taken.

Munjum Khan was proceeding rapidly in his conquests, when the
rebellion of the king’s brother in Belgaum occasioned his recall and
left the affairs of Malabar once more in un unscltled state, . . .”
(Briggs: Firishtah. Vol. 111, p, 176.) (The italics are mine).
The sicge of Mysore, referred to in the above passage, is incorrect:

. Mysore, in 1593, was yet a principality under Raja Wadeyar, gradually

becoming prominent by his aggressive policy. Its fort was, then, being
strengthened by him. Moreover, Rija Waldeyar was, about this time, a
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e i s o
t0 be the siegzlr:f‘ §4P~ 31‘8-}9). The Rev. Prof. Her:sn 8:15;) t(zu'ia'.t
nagara: ysore tsedf (vide: Arvavid . aes T
gara: p. 418). vidu Dynasty of Vijaya-

A close readi i
ing of Firishtah's testj
L testimo o .
what he meant was a place near Ikké,-l']y, however, convinces me that
i u

Moreover, si s nder V adrs Nav
immediat:ﬂym:: 1;3 }‘srst':xted that Munjum Khan was :t:;l;a:;d: : l\a);kt
Malabar (Probabijydp;lralto'daltend to the Sultau’s agairs oarﬁ(l) si:ie
nag or t ?
meant here) i i part of the country t ing it, i
that the Khl ;,SSI::tr}tl.Ofxe.d as the scene of his op”at;}(’mb‘or'(tlex:mg 1:1' '
within whih 1t lvities were confined to that part of t[leI)(' ; ‘ls o
to Bijapir im ; _Phce, .re/erred to,lay. He could not h armdfaka o
(as interprete;n; lately, if he had really been as far so :Ze Bone back
Mahemmadans ty ttllle ej.bove authorites). The peuetratiuxl: f ‘llls M?iw:’e
until 1630 1 o the south (Seringapatam and Myso :1)- the Bljapl_lr
oo » s pointed out already. How are Mysore) did not begin
";en‘c elgfl tge word ©“ Mysore " in the above ‘ge, thcnP’ to explain the
n ‘ ela i Nripa, Vri.a am assage
following statcment: jayam ™ (Ch. V. p 173), however, we have the
“Venkatappa Na
. _ : yakam Rj = -
nitta Massira simeyam katti ko;:;rayar Palbenpe umbaligendu mun-

) dida Man;j 5
* Paraphrased, this means :— Manjula Khananam murida.

Masiaru sime, granted
. ) as an-umbalj at- i
for d : i (rent-fres vill it
belo’:;etslufflg; of milk and _butter, by Rama' Raya 20? g\"ai?; o
e oot :vr;ka_ttall)ﬁdtl\; af:aka (of Ikkeri: 1583-1630 ]Aylgua;gu: )é
. s attempted by Maniul a orrapatio
of Munam Kl o repulS:Z,]’t'" 2 Khan (Kanarese corrupation

Venkatappa Ni
) t Nayaka, referred to here, i
Nayuka mentioned by Firishtah. He warsc ’allZoT:Hes:m:I e enkatadri

Na _ e ",
adyaka. In his wscriptions (T1. 56, 38 and 58), he calls himself

afier i
- a slege of three months. He considers

iri’ Venkatappa
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with Puvala Hanuma' (its chieftain), and, reinforced by
_the army of Karnataka, proceeded further. On his way,
the forces of the® lords of Harapanahalli, Kundurupe,
Sonduru, Rayadurga, Doddéri, Turugere (Turuvekere),

“ Venkatddri” He cannot, therefore, be identified with Venkatapati
Raya (Loc. Cil.) Masaru sime is also referred to in SA.. 1, NR. 33
and SK. 324 (E.C. VII (i) and VIII (ii) )

¢ In the light of these sources, it isclear that what Firishtah meant
was Mastiru (near Ikkéri in Sagar Taluk of Shimoga District) and %ot
Mysore. 1t is quite possible that Mysore ’ was the corruption of
“ Masaru,” since Firishtah wrote in the 17th century; while it is pro-
bable that « Mysore”, referred to in the passage, was an error of transla-
tion or tiansliteration of the eriginal Persian text. Accordingly, we
have to correct the word as ‘‘ Mdasiru » and refute the theory that
“ Mysore " was the placc meant.

' Same as Hanumappa Nayaka of Kenge. According to “ Keladi
Nripa Vijayam,” Ranadulla Khan’s army was led by Virabhadra Nayaka
of Ikkéri against Hanumappa Nayaka of Basavapattana, in December
1638 (Bahudhanya: Margasira), to wreak his vengeance against him.
Basavapattana was besieged Dy the Turks and Hanumappa’s brothers
were taken prisoners. Later, thc entire army of Ranadulla Khan
proceeded towards the territory of the Mysoreans. (Ch. VL. p. 99).

In the Persian sources, referred to by Prof. Sir Jadunath Sarkar,
Hanumappa Nayaka is stated to have been humbled, along with Vira-
bhadra Nayaka of Ikkeéri, and heavily fined by Rustam-i-Zaman (vide,
Mod. Review, July 1929 P. 9).

That Hanumappa Niyaka was humbled (in 1638), is possible. It
is also true, in the light of the poem dealt with here, that Ranadulld
Khin soon made friends with him. This friendship was, however,
only a diplomatic one. The latter made the former only a tool in his
ambitious projects, The evidence of Kanarese sources entirely supports
this view. Hanumappa Nayaka rebelled and was thoroughly beaten in
1640, as we shall see later.

2 These details add considerably to our-knowledge of the Historical
Geography of the Karnataka of the period after the battle of Talikota.

The greed and pettiness of {hese chieftains were, no doubt, the
main reasons for the absorption of their forces in the Karnataka army

under Hanumappa Nayaka.
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f{‘::?‘,vh‘farasimh?pum (Hole-Narasipur), Pilupare, and of

Bai‘r‘:. \Il_rapﬁa Nfaglka’ Hiriyaru Tammanna Nayaka and
a Nayaka of Chikkanayak naan ,

Hanumappa Nayaka. . . .y akanahalli, joined the levies of

Equipped with all the i

quij necessaries, th -
dulld Khén entered the heart of the Karnalt3 Zrmy ey o
great enthusiasm. |

killed its lord.t

far, the army proceeded further, Disheartened by th
ra}x;vc'la?ges of t'he 1-{han, the lord of Tumakury (Tunri’kur)2e
’;} - ;letﬁi el'ils lzimgdom anc-l retreated to the hill-fortress.
R ges an tpwns which resisted, were stormed and
aken possession of. Great, indeed, was the consternati

the populaCfi at the march of the Khan’s army Frmation of

Marching on, the Khan entered the i3/ orc;sa3 kingd

E:aol::utzedt }fows anil terrified the populace,. promising paro(t)::rcl’
i he supplicants. Intendin i f
Kf;mpe Gowda® of Bengalaru (Bagm{t;(;lcf::)b ::" prlc'ledoé
thither and encamped near Sivaganga.“ ’ ’l‘heprlow'e )
Banaluru, on hearing of the success of the Khan ‘Olliq Oi
his forces and prepared himself for war. In the l,)Lt(zl ecltle
followed, the army of Kempe Gowda being panic?strfclt(eit

e hea . ika country with
D its way, it plundered Sirya and

!} Kastari Ranga, accordi
: a, 1g to Persian s :
he was killed by Afzal Khan, one of the o
army, during an interview. (Ibid).
? No mention is made, in th i
' ) e Persian sources
h N )
aving been ravaged by the Khan, on his way to the south According

to them, Tumkur was capt

, piured by the Khan lat
. s er. Thenarrati J
Kanarese source is more systemalic and vivid, and. ¢ e ’Of -
more accurate than that of the Persjan sources ’ " fopogrophically,

3 Correspondin,
g to modern Bangal istri
and Tumkur districts, which were migedorlf “iehier and parts of Kolar

the f:xmily of Kempe Gowda being promin)c,:r:)tetty Follegers, snuong, then
Immadi Kempe Gowda, .
*To the N.W. of Bangalore,

. It is stated that
generals in Ranadulla Khan'’s

(16id), of Tumkur as

Stimulated by the success achieved thus.
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fled in different directions, while the Khan proceeded to
to take the fort. The Gowda, having given his son as a
hostage to the Khan and being promised protection by the
latter, delivered charge of the fort to the Khan and retreated
to his place in dismay.’

‘L he Khan next took possession of Ramagiri Durga?
and proceeded to Kunigal sime.® ‘The chiefs ot Ballalapura
{Dodda Ballapura), Kolila (Kolar), Bijjavara, Chikka
Balalapura, (Chikka Ballapura), Holavanahalli, Hosakots,
Bavaluru, Hosuru, Masti, Dévandapura (Dévanahalli)
and Siddalghatta ( Sidlaghatta) *—all these joined his camp
in great panic. Shortly afterwards, in strict accordance
with the instructions of the Padshah, the Khan conferred
Bengaluru ( Bangalore) on Sahaji® and proceeded with his
further programme.

The Khan’s attention was next directed towards the
acquisition of Srirangapattana. ‘After we have first
besieged and taken possession of the capital of the country
with all our forces, it will be very easy for us to annex
gradually the other territories,’—having thus deliberated,
he encamped with the entire army in Ramagiridurga.
Assembling the Khan Khans, he gave them instructions re-
garding the march of the army against the capital city of
Kanthirava Narasa. Then a review of the army was held,

t Probably Magadi (to the N.E. of Bangalore). According tothe
Persian sources referred to by Prof. Sir Sarkar (I bid), Kempe Gowda
yielded up Bangalore and entered Bijapuri service. According to
Kanarese sources, the family of Kempe Gowda was always noted for
sturdy independence and perseverance ; and Immadi Kempa, who was
defeated by overwhelming odds, naturally retreated to his place to
preserve his family traditions. The version of this peom seems to me to
be more reliable than that of the Persian sources.

2 and 3 In Tumkur district.

4 These are places in the modern Bangalore and Kolar districts.

5 Shahji, the father of Sivaji.

2
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;f:g:.whmh 1t marched on to the next place of encamp-
- O‘fo“i}:;itsl};fafltler:ards, t}}e news-carriers having informed
the off ?, 0l.1nda.r1es about the arrival of the Khin,
y at once sent their spies to Nanjarajéndra,' the Com-
mander-in-Chief of Kanthirava Narasa. Th’ereupon the
'Commander-in-Chief sent instructions to the officers reg,ard'
ing the’ careful guarding of the fortresses against thé
enemey’s attacks. Meanwhile, the king, who was informed
of tfle march of the Muslim army, addressing the Mandali-
kas fmd followers, said, ‘ Ranadulla Khan, intent '\ipon
secu1:1ng name and fame to his master, the, Padshah, is
f?usmg us, without realising the consequences. Let N,an-
jéndra see that the forts of Pattana® and other i)arts of the
country are strengthened and kept in proper order, and that
they ai:a well gl'larded.’ The latter did according,]y.
craCk(e rsr:;;zgaht;o?s for war). The arms, ammunitions,
o an var'g:' vifere a source of te}'ror to the spectators.
e ieties of crac.kers, slings and stones. On
astlons were placed terrible guns.. . There were pistols

1 ———
Also called Nanjarajayya or Nanjéndra. He was the eldest son

of K G .
empa Bhipa, lord of Hurapura. There were close and intimate

relations between the M
. ysore Royal Fami .
(vide : K.N. Vijayam, Ch. 4.) ¢ iy oo the family of Hom

/ : According to palace MS. (L. P, 82),
T;inamng;?’:zgka was th(? first Dalavdy (Com.-in-Chief) <(>f Kanthz'
o s ol v'vas t(iixsmlssed, in December 1640 (P. 97), on account
vay. Itis unsa.?e,t:tel’yﬂ;ireﬁ??::’ N'anj?‘rﬁtjl?yya D it
o : " ersion in the face of the facts, that
Coml::;:.erl-lilxsx-é;:;siol? {Can@hava appointed Nanjarajayya :IS his
o vory prom et ( 11:4 Yljayam, Cl.l. 4), and that the latter played
el pir miner t)o bmt e siege of Seringapatam by the Turks, and
sbout 1608 T.p a out‘{646 A.D. The truth seems to Le that, in or
e and,hi Slm;m!.ppa Niyaka, who must hgve--been an old man, was

) nd b Place €o§1ferred on Nanjarajayya. - .

. istrict or Divisional Officers.

§hortened form of Srirangapatfana.
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also which could be fired from the interior. Here and there
officers were placed, to guard the fort. The trenches, ram-
parts, bastions and the tiger-faced gates were placed in
charge of choice warriors. The array of chiefs and officers,
holding in their hands, swords, shields, bucklers and hal-
berds, was a picturesque scene indeed! The fort was well
guarded day and night by well-armed men.

. Meantime, Ranadulla Khan, accompanied by his
forces, marched on towards Srirangapattana amidst dins of
war and the uproar of elephants. The army encamped
near Chennapattana. The surrounding villages and towns
were plundered. Proceeding further, the entire army
reached  Srirangapattana and surrounded it. Puvala
Hanuma, at the head of the Karnataka forces, halted on
the southern bank of the Kavéri. The proud Morasas and
the lord of Béluru (Bélur), with their innumerable forces,
encamped on the northern bank of the river. In the other
directions, the Mléchchis (Turks) encamped.

Kanthirava Narasa reviewed the entire army from a
convenient position; while, addressing him, one of the
ministers said, ‘ Here is the heroic Rapadulla Khan. In-
deed, it is impossible for him and his men to oppose Kanthi-
rava.’ The Commander-in-chief, the lords of Hurapura,
Chennapattana, Satydgala, Kote (Heggaddévankote), Chen-
nardyapattana, Piriyapattona, Molavalli, Nagamangala
and Mysore— all these' espoused the cause of Kanthirava
Narasa and said they would destroy the enemies, plunder
their camp and offer the spoils as tribute to God Nrisimha.
Pleased with their loyalty, the king rewarded them, while
the Khan sent his men to him. Having done obeisance to
the king, they said: ‘Listen to us, 0! King, By the order
of our Padshah, we took possession of many a kingdom in

I These details throw a good deal of new light on the topography of
the rising kingdom of Mysore under Kanthirava Narasa 1.
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the Karna ;
arnataka country; and, hearing of your prowess, have

now fy
come here. 1If you, however, out of friendship, pay us

the trib i
1bute we demand, we will proceed with your army also

to the conquest of th . .
€ remainin Fritori
words sent to you by our lord.’ fg lerritories. These are the

! According to the Palace Histori ]
Chann b istorical MS. (Vol. I, . 1ké
([ hann. d?;, ahofofN;g;;nﬁngala. .who became a Mansabdalr) 3;3)2»0(3“‘:;1:;;
e e of se],- ir};.\u‘r, carried tales to the latter to the effect that)
R g of Se gapatalm (Kanthirava) put an end to Vik ;
, ged and able Dalavoy and conferred the office on ’;‘irf:m:;)"l:z

Niyaka, party feelin i
8 ran high in Seri
ost. opportune. mowent fob oh eringapatam, and hence, it was the

. _ .pddsha'h t o Aol
2:::;d1(12;31:;,5;k:1e:’adshah directed Ranadulla xthff'{';"’i, its acquisition.
of Ikk" X .-Y Channa)’ya)) afte‘. cUl‘bin th . GSl'ege Serlnga’_

éri. Ranadulla Khan did g the pride of Virabhadra

But, according ¢ accordingly.
of N igar,nangala egpsuifl Ct(;‘ntempol.ary poem under reference, the chief
siege of Seringapat: ¢ cause of Kanthirava Na .
gapatam. In chapter XXV, he is named Mraég (111urmg e
’ uddiah.

Though, in the 1j
¢ ght of contempora,
arnexation, and the exaction of tribﬁte f?; sources, love of conquest and

main reasons for the advance of Muys]; m the Mysore King), were the
robable tha i  Muslim arms against Seri iti
prbable thatthe defcion sod ntigu of Channapya of Npgamungl
treasonable conduct of Chan ,?r . There is reason to believe thatg the
ed and Muddiah made th ;'fl}'ya having been found out, he was dismiss-
The truth about Vik:afn wi{?f I‘figamanga]a by Kan,thirava Narasl;
cript (I, p. 81) is, Kanthi @ Raya’s affair, according to the same manus-
found out that, in consequ ove, I the beginning of his reign, havi
Raya (the Dalavsy) o his (Kanthusoney o0t BOiSOR by Vikrma
Wadeyar) the i irava’s) predecesso | Rais
inﬁithd c}rastic La;tlzh;i;ed, remz'wed Vikrame Raya ;;m(nl “:madx Ra)z
advantage of this affa ent on htS accomplices. Channayy: o
ir to intrj yya ook undue

, . gue with th 3 , .
rts-. (1:106- ;zt.) ‘?n mscription (E.C. ;[IP:.dSJ}:’a'h: ycording fo the
ting up of a pedestal to Dodda Basava (b" J- 9) records the
d i

Nanjund@svara tem bull) i
. ple at Nanianer g bull) in front of the
Riya, son of [Bet \anjangid, by Kuméra Dalavayi Vi
t0 the Pala({e[ Lfé‘.’d:}fhama Raja Wadeyar, in 122””&2"’3?"“
(Gandharvaputra) of ° (L p. 68), Vikrama Riya wi l?r on
a concubine of Bettada Chama Rii diNt,de son
’ rratd aja Wadeyar.
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On hearing these words of the Khan’s servants, the
King, with a smile on his lips, gave a spirited reply: ‘We
don’t pay tribute nor agree to make friends with you either.
1f, however, you want %0 know or see the stuff of which we
are made, ask your lord to go to war with us, together with
all his forces. He thought, perhaps, that he would accord
me the same treatment as he meted out to the poor kings of
the surrounding kingdoms. Now that he has besieged my
city, his prowess is dried up. So saying, he sent them back,
and returned to the palace, instructing his commander-in-
chief to keep watch and ward in the city.

Meanwhile, the Khan’s servants stood before him with
folded hands. °‘Tell us what the King's idea is—whether
he wants to make peace or war with us. What are the
commander-in-chief and the warriors of Kanthirava go-
ing to do? Are they one with us or not? Tell me all
this '—retorted he. They said in reply: ‘It is not possi-
ble for us to describe or praise the King’s prowess. Our
aitempts will be of no avail against him, and it is expedient
to make peace with him.’ As soon as he heard these words,
{he Khan was very much put out with his servanis. He,

The sons by concubines ( bhangdradavaru) Wwere usually designated
¢« Kumararu’], 1t is evident from this that Vikrama Raya was allowed
to live in some part of Nanjangad Taluk, after his removal from service
by Kanthirava in 1638. It is probable that he (Vikrama Raya) had
also a hand in the intrigues of Channayyx with the Padshah.

In Ikkéri and Basavapattana there were intrigues in the forties of
the Seventeenth Century A.D.,as we have already'seen. And Mysore was
no exception to this rule, judging from the contemporary standpoint.

[The tradition, usually current, that Vikrama Riya was assassi-
nated by or under the orders of Kanthirava in the year of the latter’s
accession (i.e, 1638, A.D.), hasto be rejected in the light of the document
referred to above, according to which Vikrama Raya lived as late as
1643. After this date, not much is known about him in the present state
of our literary or epigraphical knowledge.] '
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however '
» Soon assembled the intimate officers (Khans),

deliberat ;

sion ofatli(: K)‘::l;;lgﬂg. timd fdegided to storm and take posses-

dressi Ity of Srirangapattana . . . -

beinbgmgnz?'dl;{han’ he said: ‘The King' of Mysore tx\lgt
ned to peace, is preparing for war will; us.

We shall, ih
» lherefore, treat hi Sl s e
to besiege the fort.’ at him with indifference and proceed

The Khans and V#ziers hurried

armies i .
uproar, gr?ilar:he four directions. Amidst great noise and
hearing the wag: P;itta}na Was besieged from all sides: On
forces, proceeded ns, King Kanthirava, followed by his
of the King accomagal.nSt the Opponents. At the approach
was much amazed pagled by his heroic followers, the Khan
‘Here comes Kantha-n told by Hanumappa Nayaka thus:
followed by Nanj, ‘rava Narasa Rija Wadeyar of -Mysore,
and others.’ Thljall(d[ia’ the Commander-in-chief, Nayakas
of Kenge to givee i:,n vas ?‘lsol advised by Hanumappa
make peace with ‘;lp 1s project of besieging the City and
incensed. As he e King. At this the Khan was much
siege.  Operati was bent on war, he proceeded with the
dishoartonns inl?;lls commenced: The Khans, very much
dulla Khan aboutetkfou'rse of the siege, comnplained to Rana-
latter still persisted ¢ impregnability of the fortress. The
advancing arm ° t}lln hls. undertaking, while, beholding the
chief thus: ‘Byr,ing (l:lpKtllIlleg fa(‘)ddressefd bis Commander-in-
. A rces of our chi
e Bl B, T s
retreat.’ A el ) axen by surprise and
e A, Mt bl Tk i
_ an
open the guard, proceed imm)édiatel}? r:;:istthtelﬁ tte(r)leli:: :
5,

! This is correbo
. rated by ¢ Chi 3
Tirumalarya, written about fo ri the ¢ Chikkadéva Raya Vamsavali® of

. Y years aft i .
the Muhammadans of Bijpar (Select Ext:;cttl;e) siege of Seringapatam by

S 1 B L Faas

up to post their vast.:

Ty
R
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‘enter villages and towns, surround the army of the Turks
and put them to rout. They followed their master’s instruc-
tions to the very letter:* Marching, at night, upon the
Turks who had encamped at Arakere®, they fell on them,
cut off the noses of several of them and performed wonderful
exploits. | Another party proceeded against the Turks who
had halted near Holalu® and routed them, chopping off the

“+noses of many of them. The warriors from Channapattana

obstructed the passage of many of the Turks, pursued and
killed them, mutilating the noses of a great number of them.
Those from Madduru (Maddur) likewise routed the Turks.
The enemies, who had encamped near Yddavadri,* were
similarly obstructed on their way, and many of them lost
their noses. The men from Nagamangala pierced their
opponents, mutilating the noses of a good many of them.,
Those from Chennardyapaitand divided the mighty army of
the Turks, cutting off the noses of several men. The
warriors of Mysore fell upon the vast array of the forces
which had encamped near the SChamundi hills, and present-
ed to the King the heads of many men slain. ! In

1 The details given here bring forth a graphic picture of the situation.
The position of both the parties is vividly sketched.

2 N, E. of Seringapatam.

3 N. W. of Seringapatam.

4+ Maélkote: N. W. of Seringapatam.

5 S, E. of Mysore. Cf. also the Palace Manuscript Version. (I,p. 89).
“loss of noses in war’ is significant: Dr. 5.
Krishnaswami Iyengar writes, “ The war of the noses, obviously took
place in the last years of the reign of Kanthirave Narasa and of

Tirumala Nayaka of Madura. The feature of the cutling off of lhe
n with any other Mysore war either

7 - (Vide: ‘ History of
P. 136, Foot-note)

6 The reference to

noses is not mentioned in conneclio
with the Pindyds or with olher powers.
the Nayakas of Madura’ by Mr. Satyanatha Iyer.
i The italics are mine}

This view needs revision in
dealt with here.

the light of the contemporary source
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le)llttseeto f;gi:;}:ﬁliutlz vfhich attended his army at the very
in a f;'enz); as*uab han was bent upon taking the fort; and,
them to the,ir rbem l?d the I.\hans and Vaziers, and appointed
The si espective duties, . '
and other eigritv:\int Ofl'.apa.ce amidst dins of trumpets, bugles
and arrows Wf;re in ents. Many packets of. black powder
with great force x’icl? arged by the besiegers at the bastions
the fort-walls, s] e Kha,ns fnade holes and passages in”
Khan's warrion aughtering their opponents. . . . The
fion, and attgri Izilaced a I.mmber of ladders, in each direc-
from all sides ) ?['h and pierced the spikes of the fortress
to make a regﬁla e{' got P the bastions, whence they began
gun-shots. Tve ],?};e()f iron-balls, crackers, arrows and
men got u o amidst
‘f‘Pl’oar beggaring description. ot up the Of(:tleallsid:;n l?;e
ort was surrounded and stormed by the Khan’s army. ,

That many ; - :
in the cout:;n)ofm::e “: the Bijapir army lost their noses’ (in 1639)
poet, says, that, sub . Wlth‘Mysore, is a fact: Govinda Vaidya, the
Vijayapf;ra,- and’ a izqu;:r.xtly, they all proceeded, in great agony: t0
whereupon ’the I;ttsp aching the Padshah, reported what had happened,
bestowed u’mbah's ur, Stuieﬁed at theic tale, bowed down his head snd
‘noses”). He evefon them (probably as compensation for the loss of
Bijapiir got constructegoeS to the extent of saying that the Padshah of
noseless’ which was 3 Dew street in the city, called the ‘ Street of the
pilgrims _ s ac'cordu.ljg_ to him, ‘scen with astonishment by the
8 Thep:ssmg. by way of Bijapar* (K.N.V., Ch. XIII)

ar w 11apQ : P '

know from auth‘etnhtitcl.l:o\ilé::ur army is the first instance, so far as we

tion of the ‘noses’ (of th n Whi".h t_he barbarous method of mutila-
Narasa’s men. Such € enemies) was employed by Kanthirave
modern nofians of a.r; exemplar punishment, though repugnant t0
ring the enemies from arneres s (0 have had the good effect of deter-
the general approval a:)pearmg agajn on the field of battle; and won
ethics of the times T‘;] contemporaries in the military and political
that the custom o’f e‘ e\t'ldence of Kanarese sources tends to show
warfare only by th \:Inutllatmn of noses was freely made use of in
Y the Mysore army throughout the XVII century A.D,
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Meanwhile, King Kanthirava, taking out his sword,
ordered Nanjarijéndra, the Commander-in-chief, thus:
“ Assembling the chief officers of our kingdom, rout away
the army of the Turks, with their help.’ Accordingly,
Nanjarijéendra posted them to all the four directions and
fought out valiantly with the enemy. ‘The lords of
Chennapattina, Belluru and Madduru * were sent in one
«direction with vast numbers with the aid of which they held
their own against the Turks.  The chiefs of * Nagaman-
gala, Chennardyapaitana and Hosaholalu ® fought out
heroically in another direction. Those of Tippur, Kannam-
badi and Malalevadi * slaughtered incessantly - the wicked
miéchchas who had climbed the fort-walls. The fierce
lords of Pattana, Mysore and ® Terakanambi proceeded
straight and wrought havoc among the opponents on the
fort-walls. The mighty chiefs and nayakas of Haradane-
halli, Satyagils, ® Mabavalli and Talakdd " put the
enemies to rout. Several other chiefs also drove away the
besiegers. The groups of forces getting up the fort-walls
with the aid of the ladders, were severely dealt with
. . . The Khans were pierced through with sharp
knives, and felled down reeling. There was a terrible
onslaught in the ranks of the Turks: In all directions, the
heroic chiefs and the men maintained by king Kanthirava
knocked down the advancing Khans and their followers
.o The army of the enemy, which had enthusiastic-
ally got up the fort-walls with a view to take the city,

! To the north of Seringapatam.

2 Ibigd.

3 To the N.W. of Seringapatam.

4 Of these places, the first one is situated to the N.W. and the last
two to the S.W. of Seringapatam.

5 To the S.W. of Seringapatam.

6 These two places are situated to the S.E. of Seringapatam.

7 East of Seringapatam.

3
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ready for war. He made every possible effort to collect the

ultimately lost it '
$ . T

directions in confuls)?(};nce - be]g‘zn to run in different scattered forces and rouse the Vaziers and Mulukas. ‘ Our

were almost brought to an end in thei e Karnataka forc;s big army having fled at the approach of the small force

fortress.  The Khan's ar ™ their altempts to, take the Jast time, now is the time for us to capture the Goddess of

slaughter . HaVingm);ec‘tasd repulsed with grezt Victory ' *—so saying, the Khan-Khans stood ready for

enemy’s attacks, the good secured  the fort from the war. Amidst great uproar they fell upon the forces of the
warriors of Kanthirava proceeded lord of Mysore, causing confusion among them in the

toward :
S the city to guard it against further attacks.

The Khan-Khj edarkness.  The titular khans dischar ed : t th
. -Khans, who h . AT arkness. e titular charged arrows at the
fort, fled in different directionzdt;u?mpred the siege of the Mysoreans causing havoc on the field. The guards on
halted at a distance of three ;nﬂ:‘rfranks brolfen up; and horse-back arrested the march of the warriors (of Mysore),
A.S they were trying to recu erats tr}:mfl the city . - - roaring out ‘you are attacking us knowing that ours is
mg,ht’ Nanjéndra despatchedp oo el strength during the force which has sustained considerable loss at the siege
noitre their position. The d'csipleb o tbelr camp to recor of the city . . . Yyet Wwe are prepared to fight out
soon, telling the Commanger-lin-:ilc'czrqlngly-’ and_ returned desperately with you and take off your heads.’” Inthe
opportune moment for scaring t}lle that it was the most war that followed, the warriors in the king’s army attacked
The latter, thereupon, reported ° enemy away . - the Turks fiercely. Many were killed horribly. There
were ready for driving ,out fhe :n o t’he king that his forces was a regular river of blood of the enemies slain. The
The king, having directed hj emy’s army at day-break- Turks began to take to flight in utter confusion. The
procefaded to the field of battle m o commence the attack scene of the dead on the field of battle was a source of
He'd.lvided the forces into two" Sea.ted on the royal horse positive horror to the spectators . . - There were,
Na-n]ar.é’jéndra and Lihgéndf: rflf:s' ;lm der.the charge of besides, carcasses of horses and elephants with their
respectively. He was also followed b 18 r{ght and left accoutrements shattered to pieces. The remnant of the
tas and ndyakas. In hjs armi, ﬂfethe chiefs, mandali- Karnitaka army who constituted a portion of the Khan’s
orses and mighty elephants whose re were many ffne forces, retreated from the field. In that terrible onslaught
were a source of terror on the batt] neighing and roaring a good many Khans, vazirs and foot soldiers lost their
was enveloped by the lustre ofa e-.heki_ The atmosphere lives. In the Karnatika army also countless men were
-;?'ords_, shields, pick-axes, ec Val%;us weapons such as slain. Many were wounded, and lost their noses. The
P anthirava’s army Surro'm;ded .th e attack began: king Turks began to retreat in great panic . . - Kanthirava
l;l] :ln t}‘e opponents’ forces e,;l?emles’ The lancers was victorious over the enemies. Immense, indeed, were
anadulla Khan, amidst great shoc]:reupon, the heroic the spoils of war (elephants, horses, ornaments, Arrows,
N ' Also called Lingardjayys, I 8ot up his horse arches, powder, guns and other accoutrements) which were
Nanjardjayya. A : ya. e was the
der-in-chief of thcecoﬁmg to the poem, he was appz?::;ierasb?th” 0{ ' " his passage is significant from the standpoint of efficieucy of
¢ 1646). ysore army after the death of the 15???,, the Mysore armny and its knowledge of local conditivns which stood it

in good stead against the Muslim overwhelming odds,
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coll |
ected and heaped before the king by his warriors.

King Kanthi :

-andgothe:nt?rava' having bestowed gifts of good jewels

returned to ﬂl,ngsi on ,the prominent chiefs and warriors,
e city with the laurels of vi ctory.

M .
.accountai?v:}llnle’ R?J.laduuakhan’ in great sorrow on
forces, fro ehca.lamny, retreated, with the remnant of his
» lrom the field of battle. The army, which had

besieged A
ged  the fort, having thus shared its miserable faté,*

the king performed expi .
The Brahminsnew:: piatory ceremonies (Samprokshana)-

R ¢ sumptuously fed and i ble
e _ y fed and innumera

ar{tﬁ; mtade, In commemoration of the Victory. "’ * '
utter defeat and repulse of the Turks so vividly

T The i —
Sarkar (Vid‘:frsll\znod:rfn ﬂllze Persian sources, referred to by Prof. 51t
submitied after one eview: July 1929. p. 9), that *“ Kanti Rai
paying 5 lakhs of hm‘m’fh of fighting and saved his kingdom by
contemporary sou 'un ﬁm?s‘a complete refutation in the Kanarese

' rces and traditions, all of which are unanimous in the

statement that Ranadull; !
nd heoos loos hadulld Khan's force was repulsed with great slaughier

Ranaﬁﬁc}:;);d;(nhgmtzv athe Palace Historical MSS. (Vol. I. p. 87-90),
o i oot ; u.nab.le to take possession of the fort of Seringa-
s e fe u(xltngues of Channayya of Nagamangala. He
Nk o feoetu:et and,. Aollowing the advice of Hanumappa
Bty arranged § ; C; n;Ice with the king of Mysore, through Kavéri
et o Mine u .ebbsrava (the king’s intimate councillors),
o aing o Na.a e terntory to the south of the Kavéri belonged
to K ,Pdds,wh rasa. _am_iAthe. territory to the morth of that river

of Bijapiir, and that, however, the king of Mysore

should pa isine

after deflu);lt'z s s drising out of the latter's territory to Bijapir,

having conseated to et‘i;’ssa’y expenses incidental therelo. The king

remnant of his army fo ;:e_ terms, Rapadulla Kban retreated with the

CQuRtry - (i.c. north of the JI?_’“?. placmg' some forces in this part of the

o e e S

] T . - O ms ot the truce.

The truce, referred to, is ;:!:h}:bl:agng:f uthisk P My Question.
: AOLE, e ing of Mysore does not
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described in the contemporary poem, find a definite corro-
boration from inscriptions also: A record of 1639, issued
shortly after the event, refers to Kanthirava Narasa ' Yas
a destroyer of the demons, the race of the Yavanis, ”’ and
to his prowess on the field of battle; and records the grant
of a village named Narasaratpura to the Brahmins together
with taxes and revenues pertaining thereto. Another
record refers to Kanthirava® ‘ as God Nrisimha incarnate,
born on the earth to destroy the Turushkas ”’; and records
that “ when he went forth to war, the mlénchchas fell down

(i)

““ Shortly after the event, Ranadulla Khan retraced his

in a swoon . .

seemto have abided by it, since he conquered a portion of territories to
the north of the Kavéri, after the event of 1639, as we shall see later.

As regards the period assigned for the sicge of Seringapatam, the
trend of transactions sketched in the contemporary poem goes to show
that it lasted only for a few days. This finds a definite corro-
boration in the Palace Ms. (Vol. T p. 86-90), according to which the
siege lasted for three days and on the fourth day the truce was con-
cluded by Ranadulla Khan, after which he retreated. {The dates
mentioned in the Ms are: \Bahudhdnya-Pusya-ba. 8. Friday —to ba.
10. Sunday: Siege of Seringapilam and Ranadulla Khan's defeat,
2 pusya-ba. 11 Monday: Truce = 18ih January 1639 to 21st
January 1639 A D.} In the light of these data, it i+ unsafe to rely on
the version of the Persian sources referrel to above, tinged, as they

. gencrally are, with bias against the Hindus. (Compare also, Firishtah’s

accounts of war between Bijapur and Vijayanagar. Vide : Sewell: For-
gotten Empire, also, Briggs: Firishiah.)

! E.C. III (i) Nj. 198: Atmodbhavér Naraharir Nara-
sakshitindra Sdkshddya ésa Y avandnvaya daitya bhédi, . . . The
grant is dated Pramdthi, Chailra, Su 15. Corresponding to 8th April
1639 i.e., about 2§ months after the event.

? E.C III (i) SR. 103 (1647 AD): ¢ . . . Mliénchchanim
hanandd ULhujaprabalato Kanthiravakshmapatih. :
mléchchisté, parimirchitassamgbhavan yasydjirangdnkené. . .

3 KN.V: Ch. XVI.

H
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fﬁ?ﬁiﬁﬁ \2,] Ayapura and met the Padshah. The latter,.d§s-
‘This Kh, see his face, sent for his minister and said,
object of adn’ YVho.. Was sent to Srirangapattana with the
now broy n}? ex.mg it to our territories in the Karnitaka, has
heavy 1os g,t tufamy upon us by sustaining defeat and a
who 05" The Padshah blamed the Khan for the defeat.
i =1 upon, he (Khan) narrated what had happened, lay-
18 stress upon the efficiency and prowess of Kanthirava’s
nen on the field of battle and feeling sorry for his own
Peculiar misfortupe, Ultimately, however, he was excused
and sent by the Padshah with instructions to proceed again
to‘the acquisition of the Karnataka by first curbing the
pride of Puvala Hanuma against' whom an army had al-
ready _been sent in aid of the chief of Ikkéri. . . . Com-
manding vast forces, Ranadulla Khan proceeded against
Bengéndra (Hanumappa Nayaka) and soon crossed the
river (Bhadra) at Hebbe, Meanwhile, the latter collected
his forces. Ranadulla Khan marched at once to Basava-
Pattana. He besieged and took possession of it, caplured
Ham'lmappa Nayaka and curbed his pride.
The Khan proceedéd further. While he stayed in
Bangalore, the king of Mysore, hearing about the advance
of the Turks, sent his Commander-in-chief Nanjéndra with

' Accorling to the Persian sources, the place wis taken after 4
hours’ fighting ; 3,700 of the enemy were slain, and Kenge N iyak sub
mitted, giving up the fort and 40 lakhs of hun (vide: Modern Review-.
July ;9;29 P- 9.) This event is dated 1640 (7 bid.)

e reason for the action ‘@gainst Hanumappa N3
Panana, according to Persian sources, (Ibid) is?iisitizf;o:sf a?ta 'sa:;a-
I'he Kanarese sources also agree with this, According to th I:tu i’
MS. (L p. 94-96), his failure to collet the amount (agreed u ;i e
truce) from the King of Mysore, and his consequent mii)g:m:;n:::

brought about his death in the war with Khan Khan in 16340 A D. This
. 1

must have been shortly after his bmissi
intod apoce, is submission to Rapadulla Khan, as
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his forces, to take possession of Ramagiri Durga' from the
Muhammadans. After hard fighting, the Mysore general
stormed and took the place.

The Khan was obliged to retreat from Ramagiridurga.
On his way he captured Bélur. He next took possession
of Chikkandyakanahalli with the help of the Vaziers.?

Meanwhile, Kanthirava drove away Abdullakhan® and
his forces from Huliyurudurga,® capturing a number of
horses and forcing him to retreat from his camp in great
confusion and dismay. ,

Later, intent upon striking terror to the Khan, Nanja-
rijéndra proceeded with his army to the occupation of
Bigur® from the Muhammadans under instructions from
the king. The fort of Bagur was taken by him after
strenuous fighting. The Muhammadans were forced to
retreat. Guards were stationed over the place.

The fort of Turugere® (Turuvekere) was next taken,
after hard fighting, by the Mysore general, from the
Muhammadans. Many horsemen were slain and a number
of men taken prisoners. The Turks were pursued for a
distance of about nine miles. Several horses and elephants
were also captured. ;.

Thus, in all the directions, the king was victorious
over the mléchchas.””

" The Persian sources maintain a discreet silence over this affair.
(Loc .Cit.)
2 ¢ Tumkur, Ballapur and Kulihal (Kunigal)® were also conquered
by the Khan in 1640 (fbid). These places were overrun by him in 1639,
as pointed out already (vide: K.N.V: Ch. XI.)
3 Probably a Kanarese corruption of Afzal Khan of the Persian
sources, (vide: Mod, Review: Loc. Cit.) :
4 %3 and ¢ Vide: Foot-note 1 supra.
7 According to the Palace Ms. (I. pp. 82, 96-99), these events are.
recorded to have taken place between 1640-2:
(a) 1640 : Khin-Khan sent to Mysore; killed Hanumappa-
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(iii)*

- ““Information having reached the Padshah of Vijaya-
pura that Kanthirava Narasa had gained possession of
Piriyapattanqg® by besieging it during day, he spoke to the
k.hans and vaziers about the king’s heroism, recounting his
victory over the Turks and the southern powers. At the
same time, he questioned them if there were any among
them who would again lead an army against Kanthirava
Thereupon, Mustafa Khan® stood up and offered his
services to the Padshah, Accordingly, he was sent with an

ctions to annex the territories

army by the latter, with instru
I the Karnitaka, The Khan proceeded ; and, within 8
short time, encamped near T'urugere.

The King of Mysore, on being informed of the advance
of thg Bijapur army, sent Nanjarajéndra to grapple with
t%le Sltuation. Meanwhile, Mustafakhan secured his posi-
tion to meet the Mysoreans, N anjéndra, dividing his army
Into nine convenient . portions, proceeded against the

A fierce fight ensued between the two forces:

Mleénchchas.
Mustafakhan, on seeing that his men were retre ating at the

P

?\Iiyaka ;.repulsed by Nanjarijayya; returned to Bijapur without effect-
Ing anything against the King of Mysore,

(b') 1641 . Llustafakhan sent ime;
to N first time;
repulsed by the Mysoreans, o Mysore for the fir

(c) 1641 : Vemaji Pangy sent i a
to th Abdulld
Khan, They, too, were repulsed. Mysore along Wi ‘
(d) 1642 : Bagir anq a ; Zanthirava,
from the Muhammadanps, Turuvekere occupied by Lanthlf
' KN.V.: Ch. XIX.

2 . .
1643 t:nl 22545 (Palace Ms. 1. P- 83) The interval of 3 years from
e ot kt‘nu:; have been',occupied by Kanthirava’s first raids oo
5 ingdoms, and the curbing of the recalcitrant local’ palle-
gars 3(oﬁex- than the chief of Piriyapattana.)

¢ must have beep ime i
fapso ot 5 en s@t to Mysore & second time in 1646, after 8
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approach of the warriors of Mysorfa, proceeded himse!f
against them, and attacked them with the help of his
followers. The Turks were, however, repulsed with great
slaughter and forced to retreat in all the directions. F?gh_t-
ing out, heroically, against innumerable odds, Nanjara-
jendra fell dead on the field of battle. .

News of these incidents having been communicated to
the king, he eulogised the virtues of N anjarija. On an
auspicious day, Lingaraja (N anjara]a:”s bf,olther) was
appointed Commander-in-chief by Kanthirava.

(iv)

The narrative of transactions connected with the rela-
tions between Mysore and Bijapur, is thus brought down
to the year 1646, in the contemporary poem. For the
account of subsequent relations (up to 1652)., we havej to
rely on other sources of information. According to Per‘smn
sources,® Kanthirava Narasaraja Wadeyar of Mysore ‘was
humbled into a tributary vassal by Khan Muhammad by
about 1650." The evidence of Kanarese inscriptions, h?ow-
ever, goes to show that, during the years 1646-1650, Is:an-
thirava Narasaraja Wadeyar was ruling a peaceful .kmg~
&om. Two of these records,® dealing with the erection of

! Evidently in 1646, a year after the acquisition of Piriyapattana
by Kanthirava Narasardja Wadeyar. ) .
¢ ?n:’i:;e: Prof. Sir Jadunath Sarkar’s article: ‘Shahji Bhonsle in
| i M . 12)
Mysore’. (Modern Review: July 1929 p
’ 3 E.C.V (i) Cn. 160 & 165 (dated 1648.) o .
(1) ¢ . . . Turukara raja karyadalii kalla koteya katti-

1 ’

“dam.(z') L '. . . Vijayapurada patsdravara rdja kéaryadalli
kalla koteya kattisidaru. g '

’ Mr. lgice translates these passages as, ‘ In the service of the Turu-
karaja,’ ‘In the royal business of the Padshah of Bijapir.’ He also
writes g The building of the fort in 1648 must have been in accordance

1] 4

4
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séme mmusmend:s;?r&iwf’x,tcidéntahyz?m#hewmﬁfﬁhé

fort ab Channardyapettana<in 1648chy tHeohickolthsplage

(who, : a5’ we-have seen-walready) ras’s hEY yulest
of K snthirava Nirasa) preliably in préparation for & war
st the Thirks ofi Bijhpur:. We are pot, however; In a
position to know what.-e'mwﬂyo'Were the results of that war or
the understanding, if>any, arrived at between the two parties,
nor is it safeto.assert, on the basis of the Persion sources only,
that the Rajah: of Mysore was reduced to a subordinate
position, for' the ttend of available evidence (both contem-
porary and traditions) goes to show that Kanthirava Narasa
was al.ways aiming at independence of all external control,
of ‘which the striking of toins in his own name was the first
proof, a8 will be shown later. It is, however, possible that
somewhere about 1650* he sustained a temporary. defeat at
the hands of the Muhanmadans in the vicinity of Chenna-
rdyapattana probably on:account of the inexperience of the
new c:om.mandec-in-chief\fwho'meeded Nanjarajéndra; and
mtef‘d‘,n.“f e?,atruce:or agreesaent with':the - Bijapur Sultan,
Wi ac.lunug-.lfhe uext twdy: years .again, he: recuperdted his
:;:t_mi‘l.,-v 4 z:videl# fvotn his* conquests, of Muhammadan
“some*-agretment ‘or treatyWith ‘Bijipar. . . . Some m
undeistatiding { shust ‘be" asstmed to tnmfwlxen enmmé br:;:::
Mymvﬂd~v~3ijimr' for- the greater security of- both- thedom:mon )
(B V(1 Titroduction, p, XXXV). . =
"The expressions ‘Turukara ov: Pitsahas & harvadalls
mesn “ia the ‘cousde vf&he&aawnébf“the'n;m "j"‘;{;f . aryadalls. also
the Turks or ) e om Ol the Mysore King i 't4e  pélitics of
or the Padshahl#f -er;{-: xCeh,side‘;dd n- this 13
- agreement or treaty, referted ¥;-must have been the > "ths !‘ght’ the
-siteted 116 somewhere if 1650 A.D, perenliol a'aer ad
1 Curiously enough, the Palace MS. is s 3
mxa;so) rdlithg%*‘Bij’ap\ﬁ;ﬁ e
Cf. Chikkadévariya V ity o
Palaie MS. ( LP; 83-4): ya Yamshvali- (SelostHattvucts)-; -alse the
© - <EYi) 16813 Acquisition of Yeldhauk
, e : o of Velahauka Na

is silent abolit the \aﬁa&ﬁ"(fif

Nadu, Soolekere durge,
nioadisng)

\l@)'&ﬂwra
NIO
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possessions, of those years. From 1652 and onwards up fo
the close of his reign, his position in contemporary politics
was unassailable, so far as his relations. with the Muham-.
madans. were concerned ; and he-was free to-devote his:
attention to internal administration and further aggrandise--
ment in the south.! . :

Relations with the later Yijg.yq.ng,ga.ra Emperors.

Kanthirava Narasa Raja Wadeyar was the contempor-
ary of Venkata 111 and Sri ‘Ranga 1II, the Vijayanagara
Emperors of . the “Aravidu dynasty. The policy of the

" Wadeyars of Mysore towards the later Vijayanagara Empire

was always fluctuating or varying according to the circum-
stances of the times.” Kanthirava’s policy, in particular, is
very interesting as a phase in the evolution of . independence
of the kingdom of Mysore during the critical period of the.
century following the battle ot Talikota (1565). -

In his® first inscription, issued -in 1639, Kanthirava
refers to himself as ruling his Kingdom under ‘ Rajadhiraja -
rija paramésvara, Sri Vira Venkatapatidéya Raya on the
throne of Ghanasaila (Penukonda].. It is also stated in it
that he .granted the village. Narasaritpura. together . with
vrittis to the  Brahmins;* after hoving secured the -Raya's

(i) 1652, ,  Dharmapuri, Ratnagiri, Pennigara,
Denkanikote, Kengere, Virabhadranadurga etc. (I bid) -

! This will form the subject of a separate article. . v

* Yide ;. N. Subba Rau: Déva Rija. Wadeyar. of Mysore, a:
Retrospet (Sec.2)y (Mysore University Journal, January, 1929).

3 E.C. I (i) Nj 198. - " [

4 (Ibid.)*. . VenkatapatirGyara anumatiyinda Narasa bhupalanu
Kotta tamra Sasana’ Mr. Rice translates this passage as ‘ King Narasa
bestowed the Village-an the Brahmius, kaving -informed: his lord, ‘the
heroic King.Venkata'of the same.’ - . . .= : e

The expression.’ anumatiyinda’ in -the above passage, however,

i

L 4
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consemt. This

repulsed 5 | 14 upport of Sri Ranga 111 in the South,’ which is

bad th;;":f:s Was 1ssued shortly after Kanthirava tvl:;y sll’ g“x;? f:,c:t.ppoKanthirava was, as we have seen alr:adtz;

Narasa naturally d l.'1'e:das v have seen already. Kanthirava radually consolidating his pomflon, asa feudatorg o i

the Emperor d y estred 4o have recognition of this fact by % anagara Emperor, by a series of conquests and annexa
uring the latter’s last years of rule, and to jjayanag

ever since the memorable defeat and repulse of the

t only saved his kingdom from
He thos 10 but also arrested :the

possessionssi!;pfl:t fon: has acquisitions of Muhammadan t,;.o:ﬁs (in 1639).

Kavér, It was tl::’el:?:of the Karnataka north of the river the danger of Muhammadan invasion b He. therefore,
y . . . . e,

any genuine feeling of Sm a matter of policy—not with ards the sout

ir advance toWw
nation—that he acknowledged » progress of their & as a loyal feudatory of the new
e S‘Ilsr;;smseyc::dthe Al:”,id“‘ ]f"mperbr. 8 ;;:‘m:o? mxﬁfmﬁ bis support in maintam&ger:
 self “ the great rulel:‘:‘fmgm n -l,ssuefl in 1640, he cails him- sonp:,f ];ar.rier or balance of power between the sm:m ™
same time the suzeraing ;Sore, while acknowledging at the Kingdoms and the Muharamadans, but really t«:l catr;ymm his
acquired some places frim Venkata I1I. In that year he aggressive policy in the south as well, as 1s eVl ¢:nH o
25 pointed. owt apendy o0 i the central fist raids in that direction during 16421643 Zob o
Position against them, Sim:1 ready, and consolidated his adoption of the title and the acknowledgment ?f t e: thispe v
off the Emperor and S tanemsly., he wanted to play rainty Kanthirava seems to have continu po
the apparent aCkno:velcm his good-will. Hence, no doubt, s:luz;n to 1.645- ] 1 over the
Vijayanagara Empemredgmt of the supremacy of the ° By 1645, just after his memorable V}tcit::y w::e:l e
is? third record (of ~ . . hirava’s posi
the af:nceth;;dthe namiogfl:i‘:l) is, however, conspicuous by dt‘zi fn ; ;g;za:;ﬁ:;t I;;n:nemiu inpoall 'the directions,
rore tha, from the ginaing of :Z?;; Kf:tshidear’Nthere- zo mgch so that he found it 'foh]::ﬁmu’; ;:rn:‘?t:izz eoxp;:z
was aiming at gradual indgpendence gf fmperial conire, hrow off the imperial yoke. This spirt g expres
is atti noe 9f imperial . Varow o % ns? also name (Kanthirdyihap
mw:s.lfra:;u;d;kw.mg.f Sri Ranga III, the l!c:fn;rr(t’llmate sion in the issue of colt® 3 l:;;:d:‘,‘sfrom 1é4s and onw
inscription of 1643, e Loy 1% °2Ually interesting - In his ams). All his epigrap : " 5ri Rewge-
Paramé$vara,’ thmbs’ e refers to Sri Range as “Rajadhira; C(Toid) ©. - - Srimadrdjddirdjo poramEIne . LG s wads
under hi;m', o dicating his subordinate lmzaiti;tl rayara Sukhadim rajyam gayywtinatdgi teddakshin i
Mamopr;aely msc:aff.rz.:, ev?n cal Is himself a‘; uahixrzkxmwmﬁia bhatfl:‘:'x;;e;oi:n"taddchhi” bhuje danda’
; comlnno](.:" v ‘ii).“cu' . of’ or* havisg secured the as * Sri Ronga's right hand- deat with inthe couT® o

- . th conmw m . . .
Naresarija syyanavers. . . Sﬂm Makg Maisirg adkipa . I“:: g:": [ethinkthenm‘l meaning of the e:idmdahsh :;‘:;
?E.C.V (i) cn. 363. S this articl, ot of Sri Ranga TLI i the Sowth” (1asye b

SEC v (i) yd § «Chis Prop or supp Ctasye’ refersto* St Ronge 7), is more appropriate.
(Friday)’ (S. 1564): 1 rabhiny Somvatscra Phijeyng 3 bhuja danda where, * 100 pal. Ms. L. P. 83.
.2 Otk March 1643. (Dage guna 20 2 K.N.V. : Ch. xviii ; also
ﬂleongmﬁd‘um for this : . of the record Vol

record,is found . d). 1642, .y jon of this article.
a '“t‘ﬁ“ﬁm.tobems‘f 3 Vide : next section O

-
-
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up to 1653, mention him .as an - {ndependent ruler. Thisy
period is thus very important fram the standpoint of the
evalution of independence of the kipgdom of Mysore'wnd“
Kanthirava Narasa Rija Wadeyar. . :

A noteworthy feature of Kanthipava’s records after 164$:
is,  not merely the absence of the name of the Vijayanagasa
Emg ror, but also the avoidance of uge of any high-wﬂ,n‘%’ "
ing titles implying imperial ideas. This shows that Kanthi ‘
rava was keenly waiching the vicissitudes of Sri Ranga JIL
throughout {this psriod, and his policy towards him Wwas
directed by the needs of the times and, tempered: by shrewd~
ness and foresight. It was only a phase in the evolution
of indzpendence of his kingdom, not the consummation of-
it. In the absence of epigraphical records of Kanthirava
from 1653 up to 1659, we cannot say anything definite about:.
his policy towards Sri Ranga III during those years:'

(To be continued, )

' As regards the asylum offered by Kanthirava Narasa to Sri Ranga
111 (Vide : * History of the NZyakas of Mpdura’ by Mr. Satyanatha
Iyer. P.132-3: Dr. S. K. Iyengar's note gn the subject), we have, at
present, no contemporary evidence, on *he Mysore side, to throw light on
this topic. But, alone among the later Manygcript Versjons, a- Histarical .
MS. (‘Mysaru rdjarg charitre, by mGamrgmaﬁayya: Select extracts) .
written somewhere about 1800 A.D., and which scems, onltae whole, to be
faithful to the traditions of the country (wyittén, ¢s it is, by the local.
Shanbhog of Seringapatam, of the period), te'ls us that “ Kanthitava
Nara.a promised protection ta §.5 Rangq who appeared efors him..:
This must have been sbmewhere in. 1653, pince it is also stated. that. this::
took place after the restoration, by Kanthirgva, of Ratnagiri (dated 1652 :
Pal. MS. 1. P. 83-4). We are not, howgver, .in a. pesition to know wkat -
exactly was the nalure of the protecticn pfiered c nd how loxg it lasted,
for.all the authorities, on the Mysore side, are’silent om these points.
Anyway, it scems probable that, after a shorf.stay in some part of the.

kingdom of Mysare, Srl Ranga T11 left it, having found out that Kanghin
rava’s policy was directed towards enhancing his own prestige and -the
acquisition of independence of his kingdoa, . | _ _




DEVA RAJA WADEYAR OF MYSORE (1630-1673):
< A RETROSPECT.

- By N. Susea Rau, M.A.

f. '(Research ‘Scholar, Depariment of History, Maharoja’s College,
Mysore).

S a ruler of Modern Mysore, Déva Raja Wadeyar has

not been properly appreciated. ‘He is shrouded in a

veil of confusion and obscurity. He is misunderstood and

misinterpreted and meagre accounts based on an incomplete

study of the materials have been given of him. An attempt

is made here to present him in a clearer and newer light,
with special reference to some aspects of his reign. -

1

Who was the actual successor of Kanthirava Narasa
Raja Wadeyar I ? What was his relationship to the Mysore
Royal Family ? These questions confront the Historian of
Mysore ‘as soon as he has passed through the reign of
Kanthirava Narasa Raja Wadeyar ; for, the authorities
are conflicting and confused in dealing with these matters.

Nagara Puttiah Pundit upon whose Manuscript,1
among others, Col. Wilks has based his History of Mysore,
states that a certain Déva Réja Wadeyarayya * became
King of Mysore after Kanthirava Narasa I in 1659
(S..1581, Vikari. Bhadrapada. $u. 2.=3rd August.) He
does not give any details regarding the Pedigree of this

1 ¢ Mysiru Dheregala Parvabhyudaya Vivara”—A Kaditam(p.27.)

2 Wilks, however, “makes the successor of Kanthirava Narasa the
fourth son of Muppina Déva Raja and calls him “Dud Deo Rij”
(Mysore 1. p. 35-6). : . ‘




2

mlr, Jesoring o enoher Bistorial Manuseripy’
Vikari, Srivaga, B Rija Wadeyar died in 1659 (S. 1581
Dodis e, Ba. 8=25th July.) and was sacceeded by
Wadeyar and ja Wadeyar, grandson of Bsla Chamarasa

deyar and son of (Muppina) Déva Rija Wadeyar

D- .
(Déva Rija Wadeyar, the old) on the 3rd August 1659 7

and th: . :
Dg’aﬁl){a;jahfy was. 1n. turn succeeded by his brother Chikka
S s Wadeyar in 1675 (S. 1594, Paridhavi Phalgune:
to the death fe_lé'uary_). Again, another Manuscript® refers’
(Vikasi ooy of Kanthtrava Narasa I on 25th July 1659
year (Bhidr:n:ci st‘- 8) and to the coronation in the same
Raja Wade ag a du. 2'3_rd August 1659) of Dodda Déva
Muppina gév; s;r; of Devappa Rija Wadeyar (same as
Chimarasa W adey ja Wadeyar) and grandson of Bola
Chikkadéva Ra ar. The same Manuscript also refers to
without howeVeia as lhe successor of Dodda Déva Rija
them, '»’Lmtly.z ﬂ’mm‘;;‘l"mn&@e ej.iact relationship between
own version : ',"“K‘. '“ ace Historical Manuscript has its
indisposed, semt-for H: tava Na!:asa Raja Wadeyar feeling
chief -and other futin .'3"?’”‘ "Ri‘]ayya;‘ the Commander-in-
had 1o dssue ke would 4 “followers, and told them that as he
‘son of Muppina',: Diéva Ris D.!‘fa Rija Wadeyar, the third
fothar's halt-brother who mar i s uBcle, d.c. his
He ordered them alb gy anr Lon 10 the Village of Gundlu.
(D ReTa%) Gitrs, %’i‘:‘ him and act according to his
 biving bronght Ders ke rng thus fnstructed them and
S Rangapatidny and 5 Js*Wadeéyar withr foyal honours to

 Shivien e icas snd adopind b fu the cyeic year Vikiel
%;,?'5“" o  (folie 12).
;;;; w”&’ “ m.

ST
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however, seems t6. ignore this Déva Raja Wadeyar and
makes; on the contrary, Dodda Déva Réaja Wadeyar the
actual successor ‘of Kanthirava Narasa Rdéja Wadeyar.'
Tradition also is in favour of the -view that Dodda Déva
Rija Wadeyar was the successor of Kanthirava Narasa I

Thus far, all the Mss. agree in regard to the date of
death of Kanthirava Narasa Raja Wadeyar. They differ

«onsiderably only regarding his actual successor and the

“latter’s pedigree. ~The reconciliation of these conflicting

versions with the evidence of:the more reliable sources forms .
an impartant topic in historical reconstruction.-
" Let us now turn our attention to the ‘contemporary
sources of the History of Modern -Mysore and see how far
the Manuscript versions.and popular tradition are correct-
ed or corroborated by them: S
Chamayya writing about 1670 A.D.? clearly refers to:
Déva Raja Naréndra of Mysore, of Atrdya Gotra, ruling
from “ Srirangapattana protected by God Paichima Ranga-
dhima.” Vénugopala Varaprasada tells us in his work® in'a
significant’ passage that Déva Raja (alse called. Déva
Nripala) ruled the kingdom: magnificently - for fourteen
years devoting himself at the feet. of his eldest “brother-
! Ivid, - . S ol
. .2 “Dgya Raja Sangatya.” A very much injured and incomplete
palm Jeaf Ms. (select extract). = o -
3 « Cbikka Déva Rija Vaméavali” (quite distinct from anether

. work of the same name by Tirumalirya) (select extracts).

«_ . . . Rimana padukidvayamanarchisi yentadanitfukandu

" bhirimeys najpa neitu Bhaatam padinalkn ‘mshgbda ‘maate
sukshémade Dodda Déve Ntipananghriys bhaktiyeldlda nin-

" dra bhige mita bhogys Déva Nripa mouli Chaturdaie.Varsa-
murviyam . . . . ” Déva Rija’s devotion to his eldest brother

- Dodda Déva Rija is compared to that- of -Bharata~towards Sri

© Ranis - Déva Raje’s ‘nile for foarteet years is coftpared to
Bhetate's ule durkiy Rasbe's sbbence.  This is cortoborsied by

jsseripti msawuwewaem o
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D z - :
DZ‘V’SaR'Q?Z“t‘faJ? Wadeyar. Hegives the pedigree of this
Déva Ré']a) brot To Déva Raja (same as Muppina
namely, ]]) d rother of Raja Bhipala,” were born four sons,
and Mari Bésl:gf"e“d’a’ Chikka Déva Raja, Déva Raja
S.dns -ChikkadZv ai\r"--. To Dodda Déva were born two
quoen. Aurits a. Nripila and Kanthiravéndra, by his

mritamba . . . Of the four brothers, the third,

D- -
€va Raja succeeded Kanthirava Narasa Raja ... "

'Ilmm : 1 : T .
Nriﬁaa(fzvuvrlteé »* " ToRaja Wadeyar’s brother, Déva
namely, Dod dupgina’De\.r-a Rija), were born four sons,—
Rije 1 dda Déva Rajendra, Chikka Déva Raja, Déva
had by his l'l..-f Eva, -_'Ihe eldest of these, Dodda Déva,
Chikka Dévew xde_ Amritdmba two virtuous sons by name
brother of Dogdm 9:nd» K‘{"nthﬁ'aVa‘ . . .. Déva Rija the
.. . He was s da Déva Nripati ruled the Kingdom piously
same poet i succeeded by Chikka Dévéndra . . . 7 The
Dﬂdda D}‘vn aNnO?h?r work %-says: “ Of the four brothers,
policy, an:1 apl;.b v1;1;):@13. ruleQ- the earth . . . by his grace,
« Kanthira;v'a, N ess -, ., " Chikkupadhyaya writes :*
Malfipati,® the arasa was followed by the family of Déva
thatDéva’. Kéhih'ssglwng' bfother of Rija Wadeyar. To
Déva, Chikka Dév aé“’“’ Sons were born, namely, Dodda
Of these, fhefeldesf"n €va Kshitipila and Mari Déva . . .
Déva Rijé#d,ra br thOdda Déva Nripala lived inpeace . .
kmgdom magn’;ﬁ;nﬂer‘ lf’f Dodda Dava Raja, ruled the
the twice-barn.™ hy ike Indra, showering favours on
is,slated that Déva R“\Other work® by the same author it
— fra R8ja, the brother, of Dodda Déva Réja,

o Waderae Vi Appendix h.
Loy P n;m;mm Introduction,
} Yodovagir Mabtttya. _ tatroduction.
| Kamalichals Mibitmy:, pscoduction, ..
o Swune a8 Muppina Déva Rafa. Vide Appendis “ A"
astigiri Mihatmya: {atroduction, Appendjy A"
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uled the kingdom in happiness and peace. Again, the same
\uthor in another work® writes thus: “To Déva Rija
(Muppina Déva Réja), the half-brother of Rija Wadeyar,
vere born four soms, namely, Dodda Dévéndra, Chikka
Déva, Déva Raja and Mari Déava. Of these, the firsi son
Dodda Déva had two soms by name - Chikka Deéva
Rajéndra and Kanthiravéndra. His (Dodda Déva’s) own
brother, Déva Réja, ruled the kingdom piously and became
famous.” Chidananda Kavi writes:?  On the death of
Kanthirava Narasa Raja Wadeyar after his glorious rule,
Déva Raja Wadeyar (styled Vira Siromani—* Ornament {0
the galaxy of heroes *) brother of Dodda Déva Rija Wade-
yar, was crowned king amidst grandeur beggaring descrip-
lion.”” Another contemporary work® referring to Dodda
Déva Rija, brother-of .Déva Rija, says: ‘“Dodda ‘Dévav
Raja Wadeyar of Mysore was 2 royal sage. He was the
foremost among the kings of Mysore to attain that distinc-
ton, He performed pilgrimages and made gifts. Heruled
from Sri Rangapattana the Capital City, seated on the
jewelled throne and favoured by God N ariyana.”’

Again, of the two published contemporary literary
works, the Chikka Déva Raya Vamsivali of Tirumalirya
has the following: *‘of the four sons of [Muppina] Déva
Rija, the brother of Raja Wadeyar, Dodda Déva Réja, the
eldest, ruled his subjects justly and ip peace. He had two
sons by his virtuous queen Amritimba. Being old, however,
he crowned his brother Déva Rija king, made another
brother Mariya Déva Rajarasa, the latter’s bodyguard and
Chikka Déva (his own son) Yuvarija, and placing him
and Kanthiravayya (his another son) under Déva Raja’s
charge and admonishing him (Déva Raja) as to his kingly’

1 Divya Siri Charitre: Introduction.
2 Munivamsabhyudaya: Ibid.
3 Raja Charitre by Tirumalarya. (Select Extract).
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duties, proceet .
uties, proceeded on a -pilgrimage to the-banks of the

Ka . [ - ’
mmgn?dthu‘i -south where he stayed for sometime in
it: nd ultimately attained beatitude. - Déva Rajs;

thus anointed by his eldest brother, ruled the Kingdom.”* I .

Chikka Dava Rava Vit
thelgl:icDeeV: I;?ya Vijayam,! the author says: “Following
anointed ln: b 8 friend Alasingarya, Dodda Déva Rijs
Dévayya, th rﬂtmherlngeKmpa Dévayya® king, making Mari -
appointed éhiykka st brother, his bodyguard. He alsoc
KanthirgVa i Déva Rija (his son) Yuvarija with
m‘angmnfs’?(, 1s younger son) his body-guard, making
Kempa Diva or'the succession of Chikka Dava Raja after
the capital por o Tegards himself, he decided to leave
ona Pﬂsi‘imagem by his first brother Chikkadévarasa,
capital he-admonish edy plages. While proceeding from the
well. Th omishy Déva. Rijarasa to rule the kingdom
All tl::;mer’ did rule accordingly,” |
t&;umezztfl':f’“ rary htetaf_y sources referred to, with
in.the statement th :’Igrksw'.'.’ruumﬂir)'a, are unanimous
Kmhm Haraa:, t“%a Ra‘}a, was the actual successor of
vm% Aswe ha"v:"““*mrectmg the later Manuscript.
Tirumalérya, ‘houghtheym already,-the literary works of
magke:hint. succeed onl ‘vafer to Déva Raja as the ruler;
~ ,m&gw&mmm"bm Raja. Wadeyar, who,
“irmedistely. “‘“’mdwh &'wel‘ﬂswereignty of Mysore

A:Dy:The quetion to be, nosi¢ rava Narasa in 1659
W6 question to be,considered now i

va. Rija Wadeyar succestad s yw is, whether Dodda

Dg m,W; yar "c;-.w - Wf_“’*’hn to the throne of gi-

~? Deva Ril*mako cﬂmx m”"f" A s

1

- The historical poem  Kanthirava Narasa Rija
Vijayam” by Govinda Vaidya, ! goes to show that after the ac-:
quisition of Srirangapattana by Raja Wadeyar- (1610 A.D.)
the members of the main line of kings of the Mysore ‘Royal’
Family always ruled from $rirangapattana - with ‘con-
trol over Mysore which was administered by a member  of
the Royal Family as Yuvaraja, subordinate to the mainline
of princes. Thus, Bettada Chamarasa, the younger brother*
of Raja Wadeyar, ruled Mysore as a: Prince of "the blood-
royal, while Raja Wadeyar ruled from Srirangapatiana.”
Whenever there was failure of issue in the main line of -
kings, attention was turned towards : the junior' branch of
the line of Princes ruling in. Mysore and the best available-
member selected or adopted. Thus; ‘Kanthirava Narasa, son
of Bettada Chamarasa, was selected as the ruler ‘when there
were no heirs in Rija Wadeyar’s line, especially “after the
death of Tmmadi Raja Wadeyar. Thereapos, the patrimotiy of
Mysore feli to the share of Muppina Dévx Raja Watleyar, the:
half-brother of Raja Wadeyar andBettada Chamatasa. There:
is clear epigraphical evidence® to prove that this Muppina "
Déva Rija Wadeyar, the father of Dodda Déva Raja and
other three sons, was ruling Mysore from Gundlu Teraka-
nambi, after the death of Bettada Qhimarasa, in-subordina-
tion to the main line-of Kings in Srirangapattans, that he

‘lived up to & very ripe old age dying somewhere during the

reign of Kanthirava Narasa I and that, thereupon, his eldest
son Dodda Déva Rija, who helped him in his old age,
succeeded® te the patrimony of Mysore. - S

L

. % Chapter ITE: Select Extracts.  ~ ©
1 E. C. HIiNj. 56. E.C XIL Kg.4.
3] 7Y Nj' 81-
» » SR13. _
Sy e SRR
3 E.C. IV ii Hg. 57; GD. 105. My

Y .

Se Dist. g suppl"vdv" )
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. - Kanthirava Narasa Raja. Wagdeyar whohad no issue,
naturally turned to the family of Muppina Déva Raja for a
heir 10 succeed him. . The possible claimants to the throne
were: Dodda Déva Rija and his three. brothers. as also
Dodda Déva’s own son Chikkadéva (a..boy of 141). The
shrewd Kanthirava Narasa, however, selacted and: adopted

Dévaraja (a young man of 32*) in preference to Dodd“
Déva Rija, who was too old, and in preference to Chikka~

déva, the latter’s son, who was too young. = Moreover, Déva
Raja was a promising young man, as is evident from the
descriptions given of him in Tirumalarya’s works and inscrip-
tions.® 'The adoption referred 1o in the Palace Manuscript
is also corroborated by an inscription recording
some lands to Brahmins by Déva Raja,
Narasa Raja, his adoptive father.
Raja, as we naturally expect,

Mysore after the death of Kanthirava Narasa, though, of
course, the works of ‘Tirumalarya in particular, do not
explicitly say so. . This Déva. Ra
at the time of Kanthirava’s death

¥ Chikka Déva Raya 'V

The adopted son, Déva
was the actual ruler of

and there is no reason why

amé&vali and ‘Chikka Dévariya Vijayam-..
(Select Bxtracts). . . ...

Alsq, Palace Manuacript %-: cit.) corroborates the above.
.. According to these sources

. ing to these & hikkadévarija was born in the cyclic
year Parthiva (A.D..1643).

Wilks’ theory that Chikk
Narasa’s adoption
(1. P. 36). : :

* Palace Manuscript (Extracts), - Devyq Raja was bo ' c
year Prabhava, (S. 1549) 1627 A.D., and this aglees‘l with'\rvnutls t(l;.epfy;g)
who, however, out of confusion, makes both the uacle and the nephew 32
years of age in 16591 The trend of thought of Tirumalaryy's works to
show that Déva Raja was ay adult, (aged 32) anq that hi Chi
Déva Raja) was only a 1ad of foyrieeq in1659,

S EC XIL Kg. 37. 111 (i)-SR. 13,

(]
adéva wag 32 at the

1at time of Kanthirava
in 1659, has to be revised in the 1 y

fn. 1 aboye).

I e . \ s
* MAAR. 1920, P, 49 | Y(tl).YD. 54,

a grant' of
for the merit of,

ja was of a proper age -

assistance in the administration 0

ight of these Sources, -

8 nephew (Chikka °

9..
he should net be the actual ruler. How is'it, themt

Dodda Déva Rije is made to sucoed Keafiravs Naruen
for a short time only, according to Tiruma ?;y. ) S
roblem to be solved with reference to eplgfrat[?e eign of Déva
’ There is no epigraphical ;-ecord‘ 1 Rija actually
R&ja to support-the view that Dodda ch‘lr:st son of Mup-
ruled in Srirangapattana. He was the e survived Bettada
ina Déva Raja, who, as wo have 8, BV ot e
léhi sa and lived up toa very old age.. Wadeyar al-
son ':l;“' ;elieve that this Dodqa ll?iiv;;t?i?lzn}' fo i{ysore
i is father m 9 >
el oy pat o th conty vith besdquartrs
;;lann:;la in Terakanambi ‘and that after ths frh:’t'rend of
thought of Tirumaldyys ® ‘nglg:;raja is-to show that’
in‘scripﬂftms‘ 'regardilgﬁl _D;gg? t:ontemplati\'re'. and .i‘eh‘gri:g:
i Dt King hardly suited to preside T
&n?x:is aoftyafe ri(;ing kingdém, surrounded,- ~ fﬁy s
hostile neighbours -fellowing an aggrf:::ptgd’ by Kanthi-
probable that Déva Raja who, thougha toly, Igoked upot
fava Narasa, was not crowned immediately, experience of
his eldest brother (who ‘hadg h°“’°"°§h ff?eat cinmriy;) for
administration, as & ruler of Mysore, his pa; dom. h.ac
count of his inexperience, . He h“;‘. é’r::; m and in-
ard for him, as is evident from litera ? carticular, * re-
feripttons » " .An opigraphical recerd in per e under’
fers to']ﬁm as a‘cttlaﬂy_ rulb;?;fhtis };‘: vg:l Riia“tliué;fé?}w e‘i
Q'm?eﬁ gﬁ. ,?:vgx?:;t and taught the art of GOV“"““"“ :

z ;;.océcitl.l i SR.'14. M: A; R..191-12 P'; 567 ST
3 M. A. R. 191112, P, 567 2



Kanuﬁ‘.ava N T e Bhl)ﬁ time after thedeathd
i ‘qra.sa. | l’zrun:a I'YQ'S testimony thereford
Dodda -R&i N Gctyg raler weg Déva Rajs,*
O,Stenq:ibl;?,_é o‘: the acted for g while g5 jis aregz::! ‘
in that capggit . grl Wﬁ of the fommey's inexperience, and
jewelled & y :szoie . ) ana seated on the
well, The--corcnaﬁ D o0 -bis hold on Mysore ap

o on of Dava Ry; o
referred Ti Ja by Dogd )

to by Pl,mmality Was only &?g:ns?xmﬁfx :

mer but did not live Jong, ¥a Narass, Who adopted the for- -

Dodda Dev, Rija, accord; utgh fo see this happy ceremony..
osom: in favour of pye 0 Lirumaldtys, renounced the

oung. of old age ang e o5 (Déva’ Raja) on the

f.“e” " ﬂ;gﬁl his eldes son;%nh:f:; ‘E‘;’:’“&manged with the
M. - This ) & Raja should succeed
- 28 tendg gy ‘
claims a.long Wlththmm 08l the  rejection of his.
resolved that _hig m?ﬁ"_‘% »agind

m@ Devs gﬁ‘;ﬁ:“mfdx:g; B o
P.295) hag 4 oo pame (. o BADE of hie o1i s
- - . L T »i Eﬂsiw " y n.e¢ M ‘ i
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Yecords of Déva Raja also earlier than 1662 A. D, de.,
for three years after the death of Kanthirava Narasa,
tends to prove that, till then, there was a sort of regency
and that the ¢oronation of Déva Rija, referred to .b}"
Tirumalarya, took place in that year. The first two'in-
scriptions' of Déva Raja, of 1662 A. D., inaugurating his
independent rule, refer to him as Mahimandalésvara
Déva Raja, Wadeyar, ruling in Sri-Rangapattana. I‘,"'
therefore standsto reason that Déva Rija succeeded Kaf"
thirava Narasa in- 1659, though his actual »comnatif) n did
Dot take place till three years afterwards,’.- u.1‘1der ' cn:cum-
stances discussed above. o o
Al the inscriptions of Déva Raja’s reign '?efef t_o bim as
king of Mysore, seated on the jewelled throne of Sri Ranga-.
Patana. Two records’ of 1663 tell us that Muppina
Déva Raja, brother of Raja Wadeyar, had four sons, ell
Named Déva Raja and the third of whom' succeeded as
king Déva Raja. Another record® of the same year ;gféri
to him as Dévabhipala. According to another 1.n8cr1p1t)n-m |
Dévy Raja Mahipila was the son of [Mul_)pma] d oe
Rija Wadeyar and grandson of Chama Réja Wa.;}tgr
(i.e. Bola Chama). An inscription® of 1664 refe{s to -1 "
in similar terms. The Bhérya Copper P lates“"of 'vaa R?J.?'
(1666) tell us that he was the son of M“.ppma Deja Rl;g;
by his wife Kempamiambid, whence he was als? ?;a-
Kempa’ Dévayya. The first two records of Deva i ]é

' E.C. IIL i. Nj. 56 and 81. .

? E.C. XII. Kg. 37 and 38 4 .
S M.A.R. 19653-0 - My. 114, Mys. Dist. Suppl. V°1‘, ‘F“C').
¢ E.C. XII Kg. 33. - -

% E.C. XII Kg. 46.

S EC. IV i YD. §4. o
7 Vide Appendix A, also Tirumalarya’s Works. Wilks, who,

by cenfusion, makes Kempa Dévayya the fourth son of Mupp;n;i?riz
Rija (ip, 36), writes that Kempa Déva was so.called because o
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awyﬂfﬁudm }
some.. villages). MW

but al abli
also tepd to establish that it was somewhere about 16&

: - e arrangement .

works, was eff nt, referred to in Tirumalirve’s
time Q;IWM d D:t:?{ :}’ Dodda Déva Raja, and thl;:1 from tlf M

as he was, fro Ja was a full blown inistr at

; , from all ¢ administrator, free
ain, an inscripti ok - !

the grant of a v Ption of 1670" of. g ai

Pura) by K:::g‘g:.mmﬁ Bilugiir (also n?;el;?{a :}elcords
be: brothef. of vat a-’A‘. rasu ',(}’O‘mger Son' anthirava
| of Dévarjs Wadeyar), on the snmrace iy
‘ ‘ ary day

:dually : hl:ﬂﬂl from.

ejected in:the Hght of thee 4

aecordingly.. Ehtaf Miﬂiﬂﬁe records ap,
ijmeumin ° ¢ "_’ S .

ke -:,t,hg‘tﬁmf"mﬁwﬁmar»wu the

v successor

Y ;. . = h“ s ) " T
VRC. IViL ST ST ST he ,'m”d in the "
CEC. Wik 19, L R of s

Vi ’

- to it ruled for thirteen years, when he 1088 SU

~ whose attitude towards his nephew,

ti Rangapattana (c
"'17 contem - )amw
; porary records of D&va Rija), siromgsy STF
y cochilic voishef |

Our,ces, 'it is' .

Successively. (Vide: cont, sources; also Appendixz 4 ). ie Dew
.-+ wnd Chikka Deva Rija. . e mee
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of Kanthirava Narasa, and that he was guite distinet - £y
Dodda Déva Rajo Wadeyar. In:some Istet ‘historical
manuscripts, however, Déva Rija has beon called Doddi
Déva Réja possibly to distinguish him from his' suctessor,
Chikka Déva Raja (his nephew). @ This is also. due to'she
confusion arising from the mames of the sons of - Muppini
Déve Rija, all of whom were called Déva Baja. - Th8
Palace Manuscript, in particular, as We have seéen, appears
to ignore Déva Raja the ocpmal ruler, though it states:that
he was adopled by Kanthirava Narasa, 4 point corrobor d
by epigraphy. On the contrary, it seams to substitute Deodda.

Déva Raja (the father of Chikhadéve Rja) who, according
coeeded by ik

son.® There seems to be some purpose inexpunging a fisb‘f‘ﬁ
claimant and shifting on the credit of whatever he did, 40 his
eldest brother who, as we have see, lived only upe 16691
Perhaps, the court chroniclers shortly after-Déva Rija’s death
wanted to magnify the father of the illustrious Chiklka Déva
Raja, rather than his uncle Déva Raja, the actual ruler,

as will be pointed out
and discussed later, must have been the main’ reason for it
An inscription of Chikka Déva Raja’ which is the solitary

~record, in which Dodda Déva 8 d"
the jewelled theone of

ceeded. Kanthirava Narasa and sat on | thanome '
ontrary to the evidmmf all th'wﬂcP

T eolour to this view. Unless; therefore, we €orree hie VPSR

" of the Palace Manuscipt with reference totheonsw SoMrees

. examined above, it is very unsafe wrﬂ?m‘iﬁmm@“
tion ot belief thut:Dodds -

"ﬁons__& truction. - The populas seadi walwonset

! ln \fact, bowever, the.

3 MAR 1918, p- 58,

-
-
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Déva Raja was the predecessor of Chikka Dava Réjais also
to.be rejected on the ground that it is only a ¢oncection of later
times, totally at variance with the hard facts of contemporary
records, , e

- In the light of all the sources considered :thus' far, we
have to conclude that Davy . Réja, alsq-called - Kempa
Dévayya, the third. son of Muppina Déva .}Kiiav: ‘Wadeyae.
by:his second wife Kempamamba, was the actual successot'c
of Kanthirava Narasa ‘Réja. ‘Wadeyar, that he ruled the
kingdom for fourteen years (1659-1673 A.D.)three years
under the control of his eldest brother as a regent and
thelrest‘independently, and..that his coronation took place
three years after his accession.® '

!v'-f . v e ' c | z

.« DEva Raja. Wadeyar's political position at ¢
the inauguration of his independent rule is ip
first two? inscriptions which refer to him as “ Mahiamanda-
e&vara.” - This expression signifies that he was a subordi-
nate . Prince under the Vijayanagara Emperor ($ri Rangy -
151} of the Aravidu dynasty, This was, however only in
theory.and not in practice. Deva Rija’s predecess(;rs from
the time of Raja Wadeyar up to K ,

he time of
dicated by his

study. of -their epigra

Mssore, like their contemporaries, the N
L¥307 | 1o
‘watched k,eenly;the {rend of imPer’i yakis of Mady

their velations with the later Vijay

dys ra,
al politics and . adjusted

v aaagara Emperors goeord-
(" Stkrde of this article, cangyige 1, L 2L e 30Urces referred 1o 1

al'YOfresultg’ to Which ref s. o, ‘ i and a
CAEL I Nj, 56 ang sl.el'enc 18 invited, o

phical - recdrds.' The Wadeyars of} /
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: o and the cifcumstances io
. i+ (Emperors?) character an e of
mlfi tl(: :ll:elr vsg't:g?aced; Needless to say, th;* 3“:::?; ;’n
Kue cM s:);e Princes : (in- their C%pamtydas :tus aiti parti-
gelieral)-’ ‘of the Vijayanagara Empire, a;:fl t?lie En’lpire—for,
cular, to the Karmétake Vieeroyslty of e o
that ;vas their exact positit:Nn. fii;;rzlnf:wards the decaying
3 apa by Raja Wacgeyar) © itical impor--
i}::;?g?:?oze of the factors in the rise to POl“"‘ mpor .
tance of the kingdom of MY?‘.’“," rants. $ri Ranga I
In the period of Déva Raja’s ﬁ;Stlg;:s s %ugit‘ive " driven.
s 0 r, was a elp . Y . .
ot Vl]zyanvff: r;ynrl?ize:;emies from his' succes;}ve S(ia:l}t)ll:::;
_ ¢ “his
2::1 3}1 n:tturally turned Dis attention ;ox::?ianls to regain
feudatories for help against the Mu a uth in this
]e.u at‘fifen $ri Ranga’s activities in thclal sotme e
his position. -4 Déva Raja who, true ;
i sl e D e 0+

D e thid.record! af Dera Rije which refers o o
grant olfesome dues to the God Mahadei‘ﬁ:;: - In it Déva
is about 8 months later than the frs “This shows that by
Raja styles himself as “ Rajadhiraja.” - Rija’s’ - anciety
ab;:t that time in the same year 1:) ev:: ‘been cie&recg he’
ding $ri Ranga in the Southg f’i‘“‘ ﬁtrol AU
::f: ;r:cgtically independentrgfolfml%‘:iﬁ i::ued ;hoﬂly after’
'Again; in another record ok | ' oaimst TRk
A ,{\ga:}l, 'moanrationsv of the M}’sort_’:.'arfnY 35"':5&1“”“;_;
%w vater'mus mp;ns the-name of the Vl’””‘??lgi; gl
a,:;:; sg;fiiﬁ. The prescnce 'o,f Sri Ranvglg&e&d Shelter b g
from 1663 and onward ever since he was 0 d'Déva Raja who
Slzompﬁ&j'aka of Ikkeéri, no dqubt al'armeveht; rmg btt ake
was &  litle apprehensive 4s (0 the course e¥ —
. “ E.C; IX KN94 nod® ;
2 ,, XIIKG. 46.

”
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::lc‘iie’ gfknowledged Vijayanagara as a matter of policy in.
oK r'to be on the safe side.”* Hencs, the appearance of
1662ame of Sri'Ranga'III in Dava Rajas’s inscription of
e« ption o

) An inscription of 1665°
Df,va Rija to a certain gy
rdja Vira Pralipa Vir
mention of this Vj

1665 after the failure of his (Sr1 Ranga’s) atlempts to

regain his power, Sry Ranga IIT had ceased to be a force

in South Indian polit
nominal charge'ffo th;cgi and that he was succeeded to the

.reco.rds 8 grant of a village by
ami during the reign of Rajadhi-
& Venkatapali Rayarayya. The

* than .the substance of j
thus a land mark i the evalution of the i
ja.

T TEC XM Ri: Tt 7 cocords ! be
s f:"‘-, “n. o Y4, 54,
ceent S C. L,

- h“o vl .
‘ l:’tm—?ratdfo—.?dli thabibva‘m';' L
a Srirangapatyanakhe Kertarada,» -~

jayandgara Emperor indicates that by-

mperial power. The year 1665 is /

[T S S R S SR
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' i ‘master | ¥
master, of the city of ‘Mysore,,
¢ the South, . Another 8- {
the throne of:

calls himself ‘ Emperor,

of Srirangapattana, ghe throne 0 .
cord” refers. to him as ** the worthy occupier ‘of

Paschima Rangadhani.” : o

‘A study of all these vecords ’gfa.es to shew Ehat'_r?;:gx
this-period (1666-1673) the Vijayanagara . mpl h e
being itself in the throes

letely lost its hold on Mysere, b 'A
;Cf@ dI;ssoh};xion,- . The attainment of ,mdependenc; I‘;;:?;I};:g:: i
under these circumstances was indeed alegac;;{ gj; Wa.ciejar |
is 1 " Chikkadeva Raja Wadeyar.
to his nephew and succé:?;is predecessors, ,_Dévara.}a-ﬁ_
y he times and

. . the polic . 3
Apﬂrt from e po y litica]- Aconditlons of t

masterly grasp of the -po A .-
his conzisient;;ttitude in securing his Count?yyi;dn?fﬁ-Mdﬁ:f
entitle him to the position of -az.fnakerof, N v oo
Like Kanthirava Narasas Raja Wadeyar, oct Kingdom
Wadeyar left to his successor & 01050"311(! '°°‘)‘?Pi ude adent,
(extended by . conquests - and aunmtmn; vever pehrndeéwing«
internally and externally. Troubles were, IOW=H :;hié direce:
in the South. as usual, and the final attempils' uzle‘:pbegv' a.ud
tion were left by Déva Rija-to the care of his nEph= o

SUCCessor. 3 o
, "I‘rué.to thearr@ngements effected. by l.xis,‘ eldis;béﬁm
Déva Réja ruled the kingdom along with his aephew. 77
i " sxactly the position of the Mysore Kings i'{l,“‘fei_; s”}“?‘“‘"
véiﬁﬁ:::wwijgymgam Empire, ever sice @::{cqu:sntmn (;;m riﬁﬂ!ﬂ"( p
: . Riin Wadeyar in 1610, as'vpdn o s, il
e i ‘g!iqm.« bowgver, consisient ;‘2@%‘:’“‘” v |
“Tirpraggpo 3o Chabrovas” (8ol Bl B T ol e |
of the term under referencs, 8 CL o context: . .
’ of Srizangapstfand

0 .7 i i close keeping With The =5
of the South” is h’ ;.em; that the older title ‘ Karta

the imperal titles b} 16698 V- ¥l -
1 %'573;929'1"4,0‘ .. R

\un;eru;’i?? e was also still ;'tuined R Dévar';ja hod sepued
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Déva A R‘j 8, the‘ crown

. evidence: of epigraphy "% the East and the South, * * The
of Diva Rija s orY establishes that by 1667 th The
the narrative of.(rn({ver' - Tt is - éxactly at this the wars

fumallirya' stops abruptly lslpolnt that

OTuPLy.  Insctiptides

are the only authoriti
ears ‘ orities for the histgpy |
ea th B¢ SCtipue
years of DEVa Rija’s reign, e»_hllstq:}’ o(:.a tl:ie next iy
s during thik- -

) : r to any‘ €O
peaceful: administration - conquest but consolidati
- the same tim;nz,t:ﬁ% of the kingdom nslerlg?‘h?n and
¢ clue regarding the at'titudels:;ng‘ .
éva

°’,‘°7"‘D§ -ﬁn;"; | his eldest nephew, the
kS va a' , ' . . 5 E _» B . ’ .
1669 he wis rjt:lii ;n;?rxpfiqnss bear out that from 1662 1,
and- ‘Mysore. - The 1s kidgdom from both Srir °02 up to
we may naturally ex €rown prince Chikka 1)ii "gapaffana
was engaged in : ‘PCCt', Was not set over M 'eva Rija, as
therefore, fotnd i:m ; ;cf“'.e“fﬁilitary' career ysore, since he
role: (king and ssg;::ﬁny ‘eipédient to a..ssum
the fflrml'ly traditions 10ate prince) himself ;the dual
he epi . Preserve
and onwardl: il:il:l::: ;'eCOrds of Déva Raja f '
close of his refgn por . 1069

new line. Th : ‘
ey mention him a5 ruling ,t h;_m:iever,» strike a
>t Xingdom alon
g

{ SRR U ‘ 'a '
mﬂma the ‘authg 'Afds-g' ruled - Mysore .(th,
; . rom Sﬁranga,pa\;m e amd’ ~(the

EERER | .
2 IM"M va Riys Vijam’

*E.C.IViiHg 119
11 IIIi Ml_ 63

Wadeyar, is significant.

~ explained by the circumstance

was’ of  considerable assisa
assistance “to'hit in the course of his'

" Dodda Déva Rija Wadeyar.

.latter. Moreover,

19

The reason  for this is to be
that there was some domestic

trouble to Déva Réja in 1669, shortly after the death of
It seems quite _reasonable to

gva Raja, the crown prince;. was
ts during his uncle’s wars a

gh-sounding titles ! by the
us as he was, he must

have been waiting for an oppartunity o averthrow the rule
He could not-do so, so long as his

of his imperious uncle.

father was alive, for, in that casé, he would only be correct-
ed by him and put again under his uncle.  So, immediately
after the death of his father, Chikka Déva Rija must have
rebelled against his uncle Déva Raja who must have promptly
kept him under restraint. Consequently, Déva Rija pre-
ferred the mild and submissive younger nephew, Kanthirava
' ad accordingly

Arasu, to the overbearing Chikka Déva a
him over Mysore. Hence, the

made him Yuva Réja, setting : ¢
appearance of the name of Kanthirava Arasu as a joint ruler
in the later records of Déva Raju’s reign. There is reason

1 M. A. R. 1908-09. My. 114;
E C. 11l (i) T-N. 23;
SRQ 130

suppose that Chikka D
elated with his achievemen

resented the assumption of hi
young and ambitio

, V. (ii) YD. 53.
. XI1 Kg 33.
M. A. R 1911-12..P, 56 " S
three chiefs), parardya

Ex.: Mirumanneyara Ganda (champion over ; ‘
by enemy kings), Hindurdya Suratrapa - (Sultan of

bhayankara (dreaded
Hindu Kings); “ Chamsapnudxﬁdhi_gx_ara,”_ (Lard of the world as fanss .
the four occans.); Rajadhirdja; pina varpa makuta, mandalikara ganda
(chimpion over chiefs of many ' sloured crowns), 8¢ .
tution of Ma.nneyara.' » qnd ¢ Mapdalikara ' ( PTWincial»Chieft_gins) for
* Rayara’ (Kings) is significant.—S. V. V- B

ZIM' o L T
3 M, 4, R. 1920. P. 40...
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to believé@th
younger nephew 8ja, who had no i
-t - . 1Ssues e
. The evidence gfsl:;ceed him under these ci;'c‘zxtted hx‘s
Rfa]a (1673).tends to she' ﬁl';t inscription® of ' Chikkigges'
of his uncle’s rej ow that during the AL
had some troi:ll:;fl}’ he Was virtually a PriSOf:: af:; l;hy:ai::
dence® also poi n gaining the throne, Epi a
. . E hieal ol
sort of civil I:vo;:ts to the view that there m é’s’tg‘;;l)hl?ele evi-
va-Arasu and Chiil felid be'tween the two brothers ;'{e ht_} a
deposed and Chikka:r} €va, in which the mild Kau;hyra;;t ita-
claimant as originally arranges by unopposed-a the Iawful
Kanthirava ally arranged by his father. A _ ul
: -arasu of 1676 indi . A grant of
tion ‘he was : ‘ indicates that af . .
kingdo,:fs,‘:}m%d lo live in peace in sf:n::r lus deposi-
(Kan‘thii_gw)_t?j‘ th‘x.s d‘dte we know nothing P:;t of t‘he
knowi ) the ‘present state of bout him
T et oheeena our- epigraphical
miént fﬁ; fgg;:?if;ﬁmstances connected wih " R
obscurity. * Lit:rar :Va' Rija, are, however in: lczzﬁne,
the evidence.of éui -sources are silent ", Involv in
. 'nw")f epigraphy only tends to O:hct)l::rs tgomt But
i : at Chikka

:2311“?:;«(::%’!{?5? !Ku;} enubled hi.x;«saila bresented by the Swarni
R
lest h’e Mﬁai?u,;a;e:v;nd ket there in strict disci
: it ways (it e mmmﬁg’f‘g}m;c@ml;
e =18 a

sent td Hangala § ) that in' 1662 Chikka

' regarding patronage O

. renunciation of Dodda Déva

y his father  Podda Dava J\\

21

4
Déva Rija continued the policy of his predecessors
£ literary men: Chamayya was his
Coust: Poet and wrote the Déva Raja Sangatya.” In this
work the poet- gives us some account of his patron and
describes the Karnataka country ‘and Mysore as an eyeé-.
witness. His poem is, however, incomplete. Apart from
this, we do ot - at- present: know any other works written
during Déva Raja’s reign under his patronage. ‘Déva Raja
was the cuntemporary of the galaxy of brilliant poets, ‘who,
under his successor, enriched Kannada literaturetoa remark-
able extent. ~Tirumaldrya Chikkupadhyaya, Timma Kavi,
Vénugopala Varaprasada and Chidananda refer to. his. Tule.
as already pointed out. From -the tenor of some’ of the
numerous grants’ of Déva Raja it is evident that some of
these authors were encouraged by him. From this stand-
point it is reasonable 0 regard him as. having prepared
the way for the literary Renascence under his illustrious

successor.
variance with the evidence
to which he stayed in the ca

till 1669. Hence, it is unsa 4 o
<(2) The “ Kaifiyat 7’ clearly says that Chikka Déva was kept in

confinement during Déva Raja’s reign. It is, however, silent regarding
the date and the actual circumstances connected with it. S

(3) The view that Chikka Déva Raja was, with his father,
placed in confinement at Hangala (Wilks. 1.,P. 36; Race I.,P, 365), is
erroneous: - A legend must have grown up in. later times after the
Raja and. his departure towards the south
pan ~brother ~Chikka

and epigraphy, according
his uncle as Yuvardja

of literary SOUrces
pital and ruled with
fe to rely upon it.

This must bave led to the
prison. Since, out: of confusion, no
ames of sons of Muppina Déva
d son were in prison crept into

,(Gundlu-Terakanimbi region) acc
Déva Rija (according to Tirumal
notion that both of them were in

distinction was made. regarding the B
Raja, the tradition that both father an

later Manuscripts. - - - S o
. (.ﬁ. ;Ay',‘E‘ C. llr’:i’T,N,‘Z&;; lv’ii _YD- 43 wd 54'

a).
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 Tiis held by 5.
by confusion y all ﬂ}e authorities th : o
lon and mistake as Dod;: %é;’:aR;]; (‘knowQ
) a Raja) ruled

Mysore for thi

A thirtee

Venugopila, & e (1659 ¢

pala, a contemporary, Déva? ligj? )l:m:dccording to
the king-

villages b o m?‘,cnptim“ recordin -
> y Rajadhirija Riiaparamésgv:;agr;‘;? of three
' : va - -Rija-

bhupala Maha
aharﬁ,ya f
offerings to hi lor ‘the decorations, i . %
o his family Goddess Cha mn:’ngg::l:at(i;{mh %)
ahisa-

- sura Mardini);
Su. 15 .."Thegl'antisd' 3 Do«

* . This . : ated? Pramadi 5 »
‘grant of Ctliéklz::;f??mnd; to 19-7-1 69:7 3 ‘X?Il;a, Srdvana,
1673. (Pramadi fa Réja Wadeyar is dateé - The first
these dates. Ina‘ th:“al.“:ladeyar died s°mewh:f tll;erefore

' ight of these re te between
cords

accepted date (16 :
rejected. (1672) for the death of Dava, Rijtheh suatly
: a, has to be

- .
E. C. X11, TP. 106,

Also ¢f. =
B e Verprsiay
S. st
(S. 1594, Paridhavi M;g h;lsg regers to Déva Raja’s rule
w rule in 1673 -

about 7 month
ths later, that Déva Raja d\ivez.d n&:déy-ls-‘l.mu)
, C, '

XII, TP, 106), . °

s ac i
count of his reign (Extracts).”

It was .

’l'f‘immal Raja
( 1552-71.)
Bettada Wade-
ar.
( 15;6-7 8.)

)

Raja Wadeyar

(1578-1517.) carasa (Ruled

the Patrimony
of Mysore).

Chama by his
firat wife Vira-
jamma.

Chama Raja Imm;a&i Raja

Wadeyar Wadeyar’
(1617-37.) (163-7-38. )
(Grand son (Sonof1)
of 1) ’
Kanthirava Na-
rase L.
(1638-59.)
1.(1) ()]
Dodda Deva Chikka Devo

(Accompam-
ed bis eldest
brother on 2

Raja Wadeyar
(Ruled the
Patrinfony  of

Mysore along pilgrimmge.

with his father;

for a short time

regent to his

brother Deva

Raja. 1659-62). ‘
ey et

M. Amd (Sons of Mup-

ritamba, | pina Deva by
his first wife
Devajamma.

1 ()
Ch!:(l:% Deva . Kanthiravayy®
Raja Wadeyar. (Yuvaraja_un-
(1673-1204.) - der Deva Rsja.

(B, 1646,) - - 160973
( Yuvaraja un- . .
der Devd Rajs.

, 1662 to 1669.)
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APPENDIX A. ',

Krishna Raja.

Bettada Cha- ~

o Betia;da Cha.mal. Raja 1513-52.

(1571

(3)
Muppine
Devea Raja.

seeond

e ——

Bettada
marasa.

1 (3)
Kempa Deviah
(Deva Raja)
(Adopted by
Kanthirava Na-
rasa, Ru ed:
1659-73. Three

. years under the

control of his
eldest brotker
and eleven
years indepen-

dently.)
@ 16d)__,

Succeeded to
the Patrimony
. of Mysore after

Bola Cg\ama
a
.76.)

)

|
Channa Raja.

(Sons of Bola
Chama by bis
wife
Dyapajamma.)

@ |
Mari Deviah
(Referred to
in a grant O
the reign ©
Deva Raja.)

VOrHEd
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i“f is knowwn to readers from Wilks’ History and other works.
_Yet’ for a proper appreciation of the history of this period, it

CHIKKADEVARAJA WADEYAR OF MYSORE AND '
HIS SUCCESSORS (1673-1761)

By N. SuBBa Rau, M.A,
- Tug political history of Mysore during the period 1673-1761

18 Necessary to treat the subject afresh with special reference

¥
}hf t,o the original data available.

I. ‘The Background of Chikkadevaraja’s Reign

It has been shown! that Chikkadevaraja Wadeyar
(1673-1704), son of Dodda Devaraja Wadeyar by Amritamba,
Was the nephew and successor of Devardja Wadeyar (younger
brother of Dodda Devaréja), the actual ruler of Mysore after
Kanthimva Narasardja Wadeyar I. It has also been pointed
out that there was some difficulty connected with Chikka-
de\'arija’s accession to the throne consequent on the intricate
Succession question which arose during the last year of
Kanthirava’s reign. Chikkadevaraja not only over-awed
Opposition but also established himself as the foremost
independent prince in the Karndtaka country [cf. his
inscript_ions2]. This position was the outcome of two
Causes: firstly, "the extinction of the imperial sway of the
Aravidy dynasty of Vijayanagara; secondly, the gradual-
IOOSening of the hold of the Mubhammadans on South India
in general and Mysore in particular, owing to the rise of the
Marithas on the one hand and the pressure of the Moghuls
on the other. Although much of the ground for the political
advancement of Mysore had been prepared by Devarija
Wﬂdéyar, it is certain that Chikkadevaraja took full advant-
'5‘ge» of the favourable atmosphere in the country at the time
of his acc'ession, not only to deal effectively .with the turbulent

1 Vide Devardja Wadeyar of Mysore ,(1659:73), in the Half Vearly

Sournal of the Mysore Untversity, Vol. II1 (i).
2 M.A.R., 1920, p. 40; 1911-12, pp. 56-7; £.C., X1I, Kg, 7 etc.
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~and is aathenticated by the Ki

2

elements in all directions but also to
out sysftematically the reorganiz
surgs of adminj i i
ministration which has made him famous in hist
s in history.

Judged from this
s standpoint i .
rija’s rule is very signi{li)cant, the inauguration of Chikkadeva-

' plan earnestly and work
ation and adoption of mea-

II. Chi araj
Chxkkadevaraja and his Contemporaries

Chikkadevara;

Ja was a ¢

the Deccani ontemporary of the Matd

o labaradan, the Mgl Emper (ruane

(o} a i )

lilallegafs of the Karn ura and numerous chieftains or

these powers, we h

. . 4 ave some- acco . . .-

E;i}:?‘;:i:;b;mdh other records. In hl;:tscoi:luhtterarhy" e

. e

rayya andyD::il}:Ied by his Commanders.in?Chsiesf ;o:;;f

4yya who, according to a ma,nvuscript1

[ .
were sincere suppo

rte; .
House . ‘pp ers and establishers of the Royal

A . .
has theccf)gl}l)s\rypil:t? Inscription? dated November 22, 1674
Wing: “When the herojc Ghikkadevarﬁ}a wenl;

1 Mysiru Rijara Charitre, b
2 M.A.R., 1911 ,
R, -12, X
Suppl. Vol. Pp- 567
In view of the im 2
in some detail :— Portance
(#). Date, Lan
- &cake, Language, Author, ete. inscripti
Ananda-Margasxra ba. 3, correspo;(;i.n.g o N tion, fn 9 platoe Jo dated

Sanskrit, only the
. ’ con i :
Nigari and Kanau'esu-..cmdmg portion

y Venkataramagayya.
B ¢ ‘
or the text, see X£p, Car., Mysore Dt.,

of th- . . - . .t
18 tnscription historically, it is noticed here

being Kann :
Nagari Rama X Kannada. The charact
inscription which records yanam Tiramalirya was the author ::sg::

N he gr .

Vrittis in the M3 _‘ gant to Brahmins of 16 vij} ivi

relating to the co;::‘lanadu In the Karntaka °°“mi; agei;l‘hd l\'l'ded into 80

king’s qualities achieporuy event is incidentally given. hi oo pormation

B s Quaiites evements, titles, etc, The ! while describing the
re of a Boar (Vardha mudra), record is impressed with- the

dpcnment is beyond doubt
(#) Relevant Passages !
fa) PlateMNo..t:'; (A): (Sanskrit) ’
PPN aratha wvarshm 2dofi fai)
“deva mirtik | Samb oty Taiei mukham i '

. 3 m f 4 '
basavopi dl:iékrtirrm”‘:(:"-uéfta Vikramah Rutupsiho § .m’m:a"h J‘Ma’?“ﬁ‘h’:
i ertimag&déAs veksioni | dadsji hids i v hatalo hatidithers

ira Cﬁzkadmariﬁmz Palo yud‘{u;"“:zi;‘-"w“"’””"”“-'i!".
. a hddare |)

o

th
ng,: c:es;:tf the Mysore Wadeyar dynasty ;
. ¥natare. The genuineness of the

ataks i
faka country. Of his relations with™

to November 22,-1674. It is mainly

4

‘Sambuji, Sahaji, Ekoji and Sivaji’,

"(Basava
“the house of Sivaji.

JDasappa ‘ was pu

Alagiri (vide History of
{also called. Ddddji Kd

3

forth for war, Sambu lost his valour, Kutub Shah ‘was
disappointed, Ikkeri Basava was put to scorn, Ekoji was left
alone, the Maratha warriors with Dédoji and Jaitaji were
slain, and Jagavant sustained Joss of nose and ljmbs. Chikka-
devaraja. had the following among other titles: ‘ Emperor .
of Karnataka’, ¢ Champion over the enemies, the prominent
aratha leaders such as Jaitaji, Dadoji, Haraji,

+ 1

and mighty M
“Unpatallelled hero’.

() The impormné'titles, including the names of the Marftha leaders,
occur in a passage, in plate 9 (A), not hitherto noticed :
Karmi;akzz'clmb'avarti ... jaystafi dtida'/'iﬁam/'i Sfambuji sékaji
Ekoji Sivdji pramukha prabala makdrishira bhizpdla jéla rigu vijaya kalila
durddnta samanta haku{a mant .. .apratimavira narapats, chikkadevardja

wadeyaravare .. .-
(4is) “Note: Mysoré, un
agaiost Ikkeri in 1674, and it is
the first time with a portion o
territotial borders of their ally—Ikkeri.

der Chikkadevarija; began her aggressions
possible while doing so came into contact for
f the Maritha and Golkonda forces on the
It may be doabted whether all the
se passages were present on the occasion, bat it
devardja had a knowledge of them all as early as
is to Sambaji, son of $ivaji. The promi-
«) would indicate that he led a portion
74, Sivaji being otberwise engaged in
The ruler of Golkonda.

persons mentioned ia the
would be clear that Chikka
1674, Sambu: The reference here
nence given to Sambadji in passage (
of the Maritha forces in Canara in 16
the Deccan (duriag July-October 1674), KutubShah:
The mention of this name would suggest that already in 1674 he was allied
with Sivaji. According to Wilks (I. p. 80) $ivaji exacted @ contribution of
three lakhs of pagodds from Golkonda concluding an alliance between him
and Bijépfir and Golkonda against the Moghuls-in 1672 Golkonda was an ally
of Ikkerialso, a buffer State in those days. A new alliance between Siviji and
Golkonda and Bijapiir for the conquest of the Karndtaka was forxt.xed in 1677.
It was probably when the old alliwnce still continued that in 1674 the
Marithas, Golkonda and Ikkeri came into contact with the Mysczre army on
the borders of Ikkeri. Jkkeri Basava: The circumstance.of Ikkeri or B.ednur
forming the starting point of divaji's contemplated new kingdom (Kincaid and
Parasnis : Mardthasi 1. p- 253) would indicate that its 'ruler Basappa Niyaka

), countenanced such an idea, being the hered{tary enemy of M?vso:e,
According to K ¢jadi Nripa Vifayam, there was friends.hlp Petween Ikkeri and
‘ By Chikkadevardja’s opposition it was x}aft.l'ral that
t to scorn'; E&ifi (Venkoji) ! Half-brother of Sivaji. The
prevented from joining Ekbji who retired'to Bangalore.
¢ was left alone’. In 1675 Ekdji took Tanjore from
the Ndyaks of Madura, P- 167).  Dddiji, Jaitdji
bada and Jaitérighdt in literary works), Jafavan!
tha generals ; cutting off noses was & featnre of warfare
here, it is somewhat exaggerated, We have

allies seem to have been
Hence the expression’

(Yasvant Rao), Mar
in the Mysors army, though,
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This information is neithe

r
elsewhere., corroborated nor contradicted

Details 4

the Mysore army l fso'l;sglti) t’?ge .date when, and the place where,

dans and the Nj against the Marathas

in thic inscfi It\l'ayaka of Ikkeri in 1674 are rllo’t i\/[“bhf”;mm(;

Mysore am ption.  However, we know! that (o be toun

can thus ing;rlmiert Da}avoy Komim}’ya was ;n ;Zkigﬂ \t;;Z

at as earl Y ’

knowledge of Mara ¥y as 1674 Chikkadevaraj:

and thatgthce) I\t/Ihe Maritha leaders of the time ilc?::;?:]d”g?dj
ysore army on the borders of Ikkeri fpp(l)\;?c;

a pOlthll Of the fOXCBS Of the { lab o A

causi
sing some loss of life amon
seems to have been very 5

of Mysore since Chikkade

i he enemies.

v:gqtant from the point of view

K,anarese country, Thoug;n i J;; o the foremost raler in the
victory over Sivaii it ; n his title Chik a; :

into C};ntact S'_"HJ’, l't is clear that he djd nkadevaraJa claims

with him since the latter \v'(:t acmafily Sime

as at that time

in the Deccan
i, engaged .
the Moghul G as he was aeains
2 (gdll]st B( 7 U 74 T
eneral® Vet as a possible riv:lh: dus’l' ol
al to Siviji in

respect of his desion3
] gnd ‘to win ; .
stretch right a . N a new kingdom i
Chikkadevgarij'lcr:ssssu b‘om}l India from Bgednorewt};lc';‘ W'OUId’
" C . an
med the titles, Karnataka chakrlajflj)arft,i

and Apratimavir,
ra, and .
shortly after 1674, began his aggressions in all directions

—

ysore his P

» and noIOIZ.SI A?a{"a”: The reference here is

y 1664, Har .,-’.a‘%?"- the father of Sivaji and

Sivdji : In t;" * Sivaji’s lieutenant ; afterwards
e monsoon season of 1674 Siviji

tr Kha
n, the Moghul General, in the Deaccan

One of the conditi

itions of the .

1

and Golkonda, namely, that éiavl‘:?‘nc‘e of 1677 between siv’lji and Bidpur
S i DIVE ijap

Hindu chiefs of w
th R as to hav .
e South’ (Kincaid and P'tra:niz 'fr]i; hand against e
¢ ¢ Mardthas, 1.p. 254),

k
nowledge of the South, the Marathas

many such instances

to :S.héhji 11, son ofg I;Jr::(')h'/'l
Ekbji, who died in Januai]
bgca.me Governor of Ginji
was engaged against Baha.du

near Ikkeri).
1 ar

; JKtéad: Nripa Vijayam, p. 133

. - arkar : Aurangzebe, 4 209'

Kincaid ang Parasnis ; ;

been concei . Marath
nceived by Sivaji short thas, 1, 253 : the design is said‘ to have

1 .
y after his coronation {6th June 1674)

ns
oon  season—July to October)
The event -

L“_Lif!}‘eeting Sivaji immediately af
. { Impossible in th

b

Droceeded as far as Tanjore,

5

It is accepted that Sivaji was in the Karnatak during
1677 when he not only took his ancestral possessions!

\ ;
“there, but also conquered the eastern, central and northern

plateau in Mysore.2 We are told that by November 1677 the
whole of the Karnatak was °peeled to the bones’ by Siviji's
system of organized plunder and exaction, and the turbulent

d3 In August 1677 shortly after his

Pallegars were represse
famous interview with his brother, Venkoji {Ekoji), at Tanjore

and the acquisition of Ginji in the Upper Carnatic, we learn

‘It is believed, he robbed Seringapatam and carried away
The available evidence on the

great riches from there R
mention Sivaji's advance

Maratha side does not specifically
to Seringapatam in August 1677, nor do the Jesuit letters.
. On the other hand, though there isa paucity of more reliable
sources of evidence on the Mysore side, we have the following in
Kanarese contemporary literary sources®: ¢ The rulers of the
countries around Agra, Delhi and Bhaganagar (Hyderabad) had

Hoskote, Balapur and Sira {Kincaid and Parasnis @

afi, 394 ).
marched from ira to Kopal, then to Gadag
nd from there retraced his steps north«

1678 (Sarkar : Auxr., 1V, 218 ; 231-32;

1 Arnpi, Bangalore,
Maréthas, 1, 258 ; J. Sarkar : S

2 $jvaji, after these conquests,
and Laksme§var, then Bankapur 2
wards arriving at Belgaum in March
Sivdyi, 394).

8 Sarkar : Loc. ¢it.
& Orme: Historical Fragments, ¢- 233 (Quoted in Ndyaks of Madura

p. 175). Letter dated 24-8-1677 {Bombay Factory Records).
& Chikkadevardja Binnapa ; Gita Gopila; commentary on the Mabhi-

bhirata ; Colophons.
(0ld Kannada) :
jayaiaya yendidiritta kappa:to
Sivdfiya sorkam muridikki apra
Note—SGivaji's depredatory act

bhaganagara prantangaloinidugar

Rhayadindigara dilji
Kannada nédam pokka

davim pemperi banda,
timavirdbhikyeyam taldidam.

jvities in Agra, Dethi, Bijapur, Golkogd;‘\
and Bhaganagar went on for a decade (1667—1677). He was at

Bhiganagar in February 1677, after which he entered the Karnatak

{Sarkar, IV, 216). The passage speaks of Chikkadevardja as though
’ ; ter he entered the Karndtak, which is

Sivaji first entered the Madras plains,
orth of the. Coleroon, and
central and northern Mysore
1678. He could have
nisition

e light of known facts ;
acquired provinces 1!
d the eastern,

in March
st 1677 shortly after his acq

by November 1677 had congquere
platean, finally reaching Belgaum
approached Seringapatam only in Augu
of Tanjore and Ginji.
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with fear by ;
“Victory, L?)l;ih’t tngute, and placed it before Sivaji saying
| adZIVOIClen with Pomp, the famous Sivaji
Ountry, Chikkadevaréja " humbled .
ratimavira.! The Apra-

as 1722, Of these the

ar , '
other sources, As regarq oY Statement unconfirmed by
Bards the. iterary version on the Mysore

side, it ig not ¢
de, i ear when ang what place Chikkadevaraja

e title (4 pratimavira) was
: » that the tit}e Apratimavira
: kad;v- ut ’onl_;.z assumed by Chikka-

araja’s direct contact with Sivaji

in 1677 was theref,
i ore, possj .
by the court bards of thé ti;l:ly clothed in literary flourishes -

Sivaji in A
. ugust 1677 op p;
far as Serin 'n 1S way from Ginii
8apatam with , view to plundermojxi proc:eiei ::
N exac ribu

from the Rgi .
8Ja, sin
latter’s sta ce he hag alread

te and regoy,, . ¥ a knowledge? of the

ces durmg his march to Tanjore. It

¥ submitted4 oy 4 to Sivaji

In him g very formiq who myst have found

abl
€ Opponent. [ is possible that

Sivaji, equall
. a '
1 y Powerfy] Protagonist with a record of
! SE. 94.W—
€. 2 dateq 8th A, 77 1o o M- 45

Chikkadevarzi, 9V 21677 I8 & nipg ,
ja fon g %ga .,
mdlcatmg that he was :zfer;n:oqA’:“"malza, as a title o‘f

talled or unparallelled -

e

; 0

8 g :
Sarkar ; ¢/, 5 i s E
5 ¢ Sivdjiy . 399, shnardja I of Mysore, - < 3
7::.‘

‘:d‘fanc-ed to 'Serlng.apatam and”
Yor: Niyoks of Madura, p. 177),

ign ; an S ¢
d the vergjon is found repeated in

actory Records quoted above j

lowin aviilable sources thus far -
g view. [ is probable that

evaraja, alrend.y a powerful' ‘

7

uninterrupted success in South India, might have been
ultimately bought off by the. Rdja who,1 while remaining
unsubdued, obliged him to turn towards other places in the
Karnatak. The ircuption of Sivaji could only have been
a passing incident in the history of Mysore. for during
167780 Chikkadevarija became more and more prominent,
since Sivaji, the two Muhammadan Kingdoms of the Deccan
and the Moghul lieutenants found'in one another ‘opponents
too powerful to admit of their attending in the manner required
to the gradual and skilful-encroachments of the Raja .2

| N
Chikkadevardja viewed with alarm the predatory activi-

ties of the Marathas undér the successors of Sivaji and dealt
tactfully with them in the consolidation of his position in
Mysore. -In 1680 Sambaji, son of Sivaji, shortly after the
latter’s death, advanced on the Karnataka country on his way
to the South to claim his father’s inheritance in Ginji and
Tanjore. Chikkadevaraja at first arrested® his progress on
Mysore. But Simbdji marched on the South at a time when
the Mysore army under the celebrated general Komérayya:
was engaged in the siege of Trichinopoly. In 1682, a combi-
nation of Venkoji (Ekéji), Sa&mbaji and Chokkanatha of
Madura was formed against Komérayya. When the latter
was negotiating with Chokkanétha to drive out Venkoji 'fmd
Sambdji and revive Nayaka rule in Ginji and Tanjore, the
Mysore General's letters to-the Raja for additional help were
intercepted, and Komérayya was defeated and cgp't‘ured by
Haraji (called also Arasumalai)t, the Governor of Ginjiand the
Commander-in-Chief of Sambaji, along with 2,000 horse.

i a he country of the Radja of

1 The omissian of Southern {{.g.rna‘gak (t e R f
Mysore) ;mong the conquests of Sivaji (Sarkar: dur, 4, 218523;._3?) li signi
ficant indicating probably that that part was not subdued, the Raja having

proved a formidable rival to Sivaji.
¢ 2 Wilks: L 91, '
8 Chi o Binnapa, etc. '
Cﬁféﬁ%ﬂﬁzg g‘:i’::ba!;; yelgeya nurbukorbumam tefjanegaida nadbhuta
pardkramadinm. : 51.83
& History of the Ndyaks of Madura, by Satyanatba Iyer, pp.' -83.
5 Sarkar: Aun, V, p. 53: The eventis dated March 1683 in this wotl;,
but we have a ]esuit.letter of 1682 referring to it (Bertrand : Letter No. 7,
* Appendix : Niyaks of Madura, p. 288).

9



complete success over the Mysore
“the provinces and citadels’ they had taken from the Nayaka .
baji, assisted by the Nayaks -

8

The ruler of Trichinopoly was forced to submit to the Ginji
government, and Sambaji established himself there. It was a

armies who were driven from

of Madura. Between 1682-86 Sam
of Ikkeri, Canara and the Sh

ah of Golkonda, is said to have
‘mercilessly conducted war

against Mysore,” desolating the

country and forcing the Raja to apply for help to the Moghul, -

and exact money from the provinces to provide money for the

expenses of war. This, we are told, brought about a revolt
of the subjects against the Réja in 1686.1

put down with an iron hand, and law and order restored in
the land.2  In 1686 Chikkadevaraja retrieved the honour of
Mysore by paying off? Sambiji and obtaining the release of
the General, thus bringing to an end ‘the atrocious wars
between Mysore and Sambaji’. Not only this. The diplomacy
of Chikkadevardja succeeded m detaching Sambaji from
Golkonda and Bijapur and enabling Aurangzebe to capture
them* (1686-87). Chikkadevaraja also subdued the Morasa,
Tigula, Kodaga and the Maleyala chieftains who had pro-
ceeded against him relying on the Maratha alliance.

! Bertrand : Letter No. 7 (ibid). T,
2 Niyaks of Madura, p. 194.,
3 Vide No. 17 £. n,

Mattama sambhojige bappavittum kiztamam kalupi,

NVote :—This passage is significant. The object in paying off Sambaji was
evidently to ransom Komirayya, the Mysore General, 1In the light of what

we know from other sources, Xappam in this bassage cannot be literally taken
as tribute.

Kitta refers 1o the large crowd of th
ransom, preparatory to the releage of the General.

* Dillivélva maka pddushihanenisuya awvaranga Sihanam barisi | Avanin-
divara (Gal/ém_uje Bijapuradavara) desn kosagalum kaiséregongyu |
ardthas on Mysore, Chikkadevardja
Aurangzebe to crush Bijapur a“C}

It was, however,

e Mardthas, assembled to receive the

» enabling
Golkonda, equally enemijes of Mysore.
Aurangzebe to deal with Sambiji,
S Mattama mardtaratopamam nami
morasa tigula kodaga maleyila nada man
This passage is interesting,

throwing as it does light on the heterogenous
elements of the Maritha army in the seventeenth century,

L mumbaridu edq baladojinisum pianarda
neyaram bannam bagdisi.

It was subsequently easy fO‘:“ﬁ
-

tion of the Muhammad

-

9

: hikkadevaraja’s connection
; An intereztrllri]gl\llfir;]r;em:cfiancs was the exten§ion of tht;
wih thef‘l')ef(;Zence of Mysore in the North. His <‘ie.fc'=,at of
sphere N lrIl{hanl in 1675, accompanied by the acquisition Od
Ra!;adullad Kandikere, Handalakere, Galar, Tu.mkur an
Ketasamlll].rf" the modern Tumkur district, was an lmpo;tant
Honm}vat:i;ismconnection pointing to the dwi—ndlm_g of Mu a:g-z
event in er in the Karnitaka-Bijapur-Balaghat. A 're’cira_
madan powe {han dated 1676 indicates thaF the a'ldmlms '
of Ramadulla Khan & an possessions in this reglonhWaS ;n
i n the same
the hands of Hindu and Muhammadan ofﬁc:iaﬂ:- f‘rcl,m Moot
Chikkadevaraja acquired Bommasamudra Mughals and
yoar S (ch General. The wars between the ug 1 the
K.hfn,?» another lkonda duting 1674-75 naturally diverte e
BlJaplfr e Gho l(')tt.t.er from their Karndfaka posseSSlOﬂSyible
ﬂtt?n“O" ?f( tdeeva;z'Lja was the first to tak.e‘the fullest poss
,Wdhmh ol (inathe consolidation of his 1‘)osmor.1. —
advantage ikkadevaraja’s relations with the arnsus
To turn to Chi athai already in 1674 he put‘ I.kkerl
kn’oW In 1675 he smote the Ke!zd; ilendg?;
qusava 0 SCOfnS- took Sakledpur and Arakalgud, .de gcb e
with the Ya‘{ana(i\larasappa Wadeyar) who was al he g’d o
battle M“Sh(;?‘k;{‘irdtas seized Jadakanadurga and chang
4 ’ —_—
%ow nothing of Rapadulld Khan from
L M.AR., It iR

invasion of Seringapatam in
. is first invasion O
ecially after his ive in his fief in the Tumkur
other available souxt;t;:.t;ipt he was allowed to live in his fief i
1638-39. It is possi

century.
district, till late in the seventeenth

2 7bid., 1922, pp- 122-23. .
8 Palace History : Extrac6...
4 M.A.R., 1908-09, p- 26

Pallegars, we

It has been assumed that Chikka;ievazré‘;a
t i - vide
1646-1661
svaka 1 of Ikkeri ( i
[ Sivappe e er, a contemporary
was a contemporary © 172). Sivappa Wwas$ how&\:ikkadevméja.s o
Néyaks of Madura, Pr' of Mysore (16§9-73). Chiksdevardie®s ey
of Devarija }:Ntad;)ghannammﬁji of Ikkeri (1672-] e 11 (e
cpincided with that o

by e agpa \]ayaka [ dest son of Sivappa
Jtaay ﬂﬁa Vi an Hence the l’efellelltce to Kt[adi K "ﬂgl. Mysoxe was
kY her adopted Sf)ﬂ, B;S : ]

kk’ld ¢ N, d /ay .

d the
. i) and Madura, an

tion between Ikkeri (or Kelac:;()j D vatying degrees
the bone of cont®n een these powers were w;{g ore armies were termed
aggressive wars hbet:;venteenth century. The Mys

of success in the

ayaks of Ikkeri.
Miydvigal (enchanters OF deluders) by the Nayaks,
ayaviga,
2
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name to 'Chikkadevariyadurga.
gaganagiri from Chikkappa Gaug
same year. In 1679 Chikkadeva
of the modern Tumkur district

Bijjavara and Channariyadurga, having conquered Tim-
‘mappa Gauda and Rémappa Gauda.! Ip 1686 he was again
victorious over the army of the Keladi
elephant, Gangadhara, and took the impr
ed fortresses of Hassan

Banavar, Kadur, Chickmagaliar and Belar f
Néyaka.® His activities in th
1694 resulting in the exten
the modern Tumkar,

and Sakkarepatna,?

rom Vénkatadr i,

sion of territorial jurisdiction in
Hassan and Kadur districts.

- - d
e Karnétaka continued down to- s

He also took Doddadeva-
2, another Pallegar, in the
rdja penetrated the interio'r
taking Maddagiri, Midigesi, -

kings capturipg the '
egnable and celebrat-
In 1690 he took

r
In the country to the

Chikkadevarija’s activities be

ing off and on down to 1698 ; but his ag
directions began definitely after 1674,

the Nayaka of Madura (1659-82), seizin
poly), Mutténjatti and Anantagiri,
was ‘victorious over the lord of Madura i
slew D&marlaiyapendm, his gener
captured the elephant, Kuladekh
Samballi, Omaliry’ ang Dhardpur.
- tion” we note that Chikkadevaréj

Krishna in conquering the lord of

¥

am.'® ) In 4 later inscrip-

a ‘emulated the sports of

2SR. 14: This coup d'é
got rid of the attacks of Simbi

3 Venugopalavara
Extracts.

4 Nayaks of Madurag, p. 171;
part in his uncle Devarija Wadey
[vide : Devaria Wageyar of

S M.A.R., 1908-09, p. 26.

¢ SR., 14.

7 SR., 64 of 1722,

tat followed probabl
ji, with whom Ikkeri

had been allied, '
prasada : Chikkadevarija Vg

miGvali,  Palace History ..

Chikkad evarija,
ar's cam

Mysore in the Mys. Uni. Jour., 111 (1).]

g Tripura (Trichino- |
We are also told that he *x

Madura’. Erode was taken :
1 SR. 151

east and south of hig kingdom’
gan as early as 1673 4 continu-, -
gressjons in these

ara, and took by assault

y after Chikkadevarajs -

a8 Yuvardja, also took:-
Paigns in the South (1662-1669) .4
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proceeding, Haraji
’ ajt, th
the Moghul General e
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asim Khan sustained

Santajis death in June gy g cCC 0 the South unti
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the Mysore a e Deccan. About this ti
the rer)llewed'lsrir:geunfdle‘r-Da.!avoy Komarayya t\}:: :z‘lnme V:ihé:
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aggressions. of Chikkanoy Tl Ghat, p'rovoked]erssthz
country in support adevar.aje.l.’ passed towards the wyt m
Seringapatam Wi:)h y of Ginji and Dravida, and at:\sclfed
and successfully re ﬂlmtha auxiliaries. They were k"lf ity
under Dalvoy Doddpu sed by a portion of the Mys ski um)
Generals killed th;:zilyi:a (son of Komérayya), and ti}leoli'/le a'rthz
The Maritha rr;enacr eads being paraded in Serin ,atm. 3
devatija was at | ¢ to Mysore during the rei .
ast over. gn of Chikka-
It was two years later th
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e
Aurangzebe, hoassy of

at i
C:\l'nklmportant event took place
ikkadevardja to the court of

We have
a
t present no details on the Mardtha

sid i
¢, and our main sources of

1 Wilks, 1, 91-92

2
: iarkar: Adur., vV, 110, 126 -27
alace History : Extracts ; :

Wilks, 1, 95-96,

The ki
e kingdom of Mysore, though not con-’

inf i
ormation are the manuscripts -
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relied upon by Col. Wilks and the Palace History. The
details narrated in these sources indicate the rise of the Raja
of Mysore in the estimation of the Emperor on account of his
services to the cause of the Moghul Empire, particularly in
making the path clearer to the Emperor by arresting the
progress of the Marathas. While it is possible that Chikka-
devaraja’s ulterior aim was to secure or win the goodwill of
. ¢the Emperor, it is certain that fthe Réja’s main object in
repulsing the Mardthas was to keep his own kingdom free
from their encroachments, as Wwe have already seen. The
object with which the embassy (under Karnik Lingannayya, °
the Vakil of Chikkadevardja) was sent was, according to
DPalace History, ‘to strike terror to the mischievous Pallegars
(who, out of jealousy of the Réja’s position, were plotting
by cultivating friendship with the Emperor.’
was justitied from a local point of view. A
general knowledge of the conditions of the time would, how-
show that Chikkadevardja appears to have had other
o. He had watched keenly the trend of
Moghul affairs from the fall of Bijapur and_Golkonda (1686-87)
down to the death of his ¢ friend and protector,’ Kasim Khan,
the Moghul General, in 1698. The latter event was a great
blow to the Raja and he anticipated trouble to his kingdom
from Kasim Khan's successors, the Moghul Emperor, once
friendly, being now probably jealous of the Raja's position,
and the Moghul arms also being powerful in the Deccan
between 1698-1701. To save Mysore from’a possible, and
perhaps long-deferred, Moghul invasion, Chikkadevaraja
appears to have found it politically expedient also to despatcfh
a timely embassy and offer of friendship to the Emperor i
1699 to the latter’s court at Ahmadnagar.l  The embassy
~oreturned to Mysore in 1700 with the title, Réj{{ Jagadev
{engraved on the signet ring), and permission to sit on the
said to have been conferred by the Emperor on
Although the embassy does not seem to

against- him)
Such a policy

ever,
considerations als

» ivory throne,
Chikkadevarija.

1 ¢f. Dr. S. Krishnasw
p. 198, fin.

[
ami Iyengar's statement in 74e Nayaks of Madura,
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. :ltzvz ﬂirc(:fo;ndly impressed Aurangzebe, as stated by Wilks,!
ceotion nor asd Zpectacular,.Judging from the Splendid re-
- of.orMe to the Khillats from the Moghul Court. The
independent ru)izoreb v hhanced_ locally: the Raja, an
Empire and sec‘;’r efcame e po.vvér friendly with the Moghul
and introduced ine Mrom any internal or external troubles
based on M ysore new administrative institutions
B Og*?“l practice and procedure. ©

timaﬁi’:ss“mmg the titles Karnatakachakravarti and Apra-
as a possible rival of Siviji and a representative of

Hindu i i o .
Indu imperial traditions, Chikkadevarija established himself

asani :
e t;gﬁtl);;::n;;ﬁler in the Kz.lrnﬁtaka country—especially over
country he bec.a;egarfs ; by his varied activities in the southern
South): and b :}e amous as.Teﬁka_nar(Zya? (Lord of the
Marithas and Ythelsl\;elatlons wnt.h the Deccan kingdoms, the
Mysore during th <‘>g.hul Er_np"e’ he raised the status of
Ho was thue s te cr;ltlcal period of the seventeenth century.
poraries on hi Iy ec.k the encroachments of his contem-
Is growing kingdom and builg it on a sound basis.

He also es i i
established.an effective centralization over the con-

quered chiefs and reorganized the
f)ccupied by him. At his death i
in the east as far as Salem
as the modern Hassan and
Coimbatore and Dhardpura

administration of the places
n 1704 his kingdom extended
and Baramahal, in the west as far
Kadur districts, in the south up to

mode m and in the north
rn Bangalore and Tumkyr districts, Lookaefi :Etlrfr:rsnt:ﬁ

these standpoi i
points Chikkadevaraja’s relations with his contem-

poraries have an abiding sjgn; .
Mysore, ng significance in the making of modern

L The DalanJY Regime

The period ¢
Wadeyar deWn O:Orull;f:;f the successors of Chikkadevarsja
: may be conveniently termed as the-

X:

.

. =Palavoys of the period, whatever t
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secondary element in the politics of the kingdom and, with a .
few exceptions, his services to the cause of the country were
‘laudable. v

With the accession of Kanthirava II (1704-14), son of
Chikkadevaraja, however, a'chaqge set in. The Dalavoys of
his reign seem to have taken advantage of his limitations and
for the fiist time paved the way for their ascendency.

Of Krishnaradja Wadeyar I (1714-32), son of Kanthirava
11, we have accounts in inscriptions and literary works ; but
like his predecessor, essentially a pious and peaceful
The administration of Mysore was carried on by
Dalavoy Devardjayya assisted by Sarvidhikari Nanjaréjayya
—both of them the king's close relatives. Thus the king
gradually played himself into the hands of the Dalavoy and
paved the way for retrogression in royal authority.

The short reign of Chamardja Wadeyar (1732-34), the
adopted son of Krishparaja I, was characterized by an extreme
preponderance of the Dalavoy and the officials over the admi-
nistration of the kingdom. The deposition of Chamaraja was °
followed by the rule of Krishnarija Wadeyar II (1734-66),
another adopted son of Krishnardja L. During his period of
office the actual administration was conducted by the Dalavoys,
Devarajayya .and Karachuri Nanjardjayya, Sarvadhikari
Nanjardjayya, Venkatapathiah, Dewan Khande Rao :u.\d
Hyder Ali Khan, while the king was occupied mqstly in
religious piety. This feature of his rule couPled with the
constant bickerings among the officers was ultimately taken
advantage of by Hyder Ali. '

Although it might be held @ priori that the Dalavoys
were responsible for the historic interregnum of 1761, an

examination of the evidence proves the contrary. The
heir motives in the assump-

he was,
ruler:

nistration, had the political °

“wi tion of predominance over the admi
heart. The Dalavoys of

sadvancement of the kingdom at . .
. Kanthirava II's reign extended the Mysore frontier by their

brilliant achievements. Dalavoy Devardjayya was instru-
mental in the acquisition of Kolar to Mysore during the reign

Dalavoy Régi .
Y fegime or the régime of the Commanders-in-Chief of

Mysore. Asl
the affairs of t;:gsztl:t;hihzt‘gng hand of the king controlled -
’ ommander-in-Chief was onl |
y a

tWilks, I, 99-100.
. © Mysiiru Rijara Charitys : Extracts
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- of Krishnaréja Wadeyar 1I. A letter! of his, dated 1751,
details the transactions in this connection: * Ummaji
Pandit of Kolar has sent word to Dalavoy Devarg,jayy'a of
Mysore through Sabaji Nayaka that in Case assurance was
given with regard to the maintenance of rights and privileges
of the Deshmukh, Deshpande, Nadugauda and others as hereto- :
fore, as also with regard to the expenses of the establishment, |
the salary of 400 Olekars of Somaiya and the .villageso to Bepg
granted to himself, he would arrange for the transfer of .
Kolar to Mysore Government and
brother to Seringapatam.

send his own youhge‘r_,ﬁ
Devardjayya wrote to him in -
reply that he need not feel the least anxiety about any of
the matters mentioned above in case the place was transfer-
red to Mysore Government, and asked him to effect the
transfer, looking upon the assurance given by Gopilarajayya
and Sabaji Nayaka as assurance given by himself.” This
letter is sufficiently illusteative of the sincerity of Deva-
rajayya’s intentions in regard to the extension of the sphei’e
of influence of Mysore over the territories occupied. by the
Marathas. Devarijayya also tonquered and annexed Magadi
from Mummadi Kempe Gowda 2 His brother Karéchhri
Nanjardjayya (of Kalale) acquired Dharanagarg and Ballapar
for Mysore.3 The brothers also consolidated the positig).n of
Mysore in various parts of the countr
data testifying to the energy and wh
the Dalavoys to the cause of the Kin
The Bhashapatra (deed of pro
Niripa (Order of Assurance), the tw
mentst exécuted in 1758 by Kri
favour of Kalale Nanjaré.jayya by
the latter prove clearly the evi] of

ole-hearted: devotion of
gdom of Mysore,

mise) and the Nambuge
o important political docu-
shnaraja Wadeyar I in
way of reconciliation with
excessive_ devolution of

power on the Commander-in-chief, of which advantage was
p —— T e i
! M.A4.R., 190910, p. 42, o

2 Kakudgiri Mikritmya by Nanjarija : Introductiou, also M. 4.R., 1922, \ .
‘ p.16.

8 Ibid. §
¢ £.C, IV (ii), N]J. 267 and 268, ‘ : !

g

“the'

Jprevalence of endless court intrigues,
critical appreciation of the forces of th

entire blame on the Dalavoys. The* abgence of “strong ':
JRersopal rule of the King followed by

as-also the Iécka{@f' ‘

e time, contributed, '

-to a great extent, to the rise of Hydéf Ali to bdwpr in 1761";1,

N

its_ corollary, the .-~ o
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