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THE QUTB: DELHIL

CHAPTER L
Introductory.

,In approaching the subject in this preliminary chapter my aim will be
limited to sketching lightly a general outline of the: evolution of the Indo-
Saracenic architectural style, bringing into relief the salient features that charac-
terise its more prominent phases; and, in conjunction with this, to giving a
very brief résumé of the more important events of contemporary political
history attending this development. To deal fully with such a subject would require
several volumes, and is far beyond the scope of a preface to a memoir on
one particular example, albeit an extremely important one, of Muhammadan
architecture in India. '

It is primarily to the Ghorid occupation of the 12th Century that we
owe the Muhammadan architecture of India. Whatever traditions and influence
the Semitic Arab may have brought with him on his invasion of Sindh in the
beginning of the 8th Century A.D., they have left no trace on the subse-
quent architectural history of India; and are now only recorded in a few
Arabian place-names such as Mansura, and in titular designations such as
Mir.?

The descendants of the Ghaznavi invaders, again, who found in the P anjab
a precarious refuge on the final break-up of Mahmud Ghaznavi’s empire in the
12th Century, became Indianised and absgrbed in the native population, even
a8 did those of the Arab settlers along the Indus a few centuries before;
and, like the latter, they left no permanent mark on the civilisation and
arts of the country they occupied—none, at any rate, that is traceable in the
archwmological remains that are left to us to-day.

> In the case of the later Ghaznavides this is all the more to be regretted
since their buildings in Lahore might well have brought us a stage nearer to

% Vide also Lane Poole : Mediamval India, p. 13,

¥



2 THE QUTR : DFLHJ,

the architectural style of the Ghazni of ‘“Mahmud the Great,” obliterated for
ever in the destruction of that city in 1155 A.D.! For it is in the architec-
ture of Ghazni that we must seek the seed that was brought to India by
Muhammad Ghori, and germinated under the Turki Slave dynasty that suc-
ceeded to the Delhi Kingdom in the 13th Century A.D.

With the conquest of Sindh by the Arab, Muhammad ibn Qasim, in 712
A.D., and the later occupation of the northern Panjab that followed upon
Mahmud of Ghazni’s raids between the years 1000-26, we are thus not
immediately concerned. The architectural history proper of Muhammadan
India commences with Muhammad Ghori’s occupation in 1192 A.D., a date
that marks the beginning of some seven centuries of uninterrupted Muslim
rule in India.

It was characteristic of the Arabs in the earliest campaigns of invading
Islam that their architectural styles in embryo borrowed largely from the indi-
genous elements of the countries they had overrun. By the time that India
was brought under the permanent subjection of the Muslim, however, the
Saracenic architectural style had already ecrystallised into defined forms, and we
see at the Qutb how quickly the borrowed elements of the Indian temple
architecture were discarded, and how comparatively little was absorbed into
the maturing Indo-Saracenic style. A few bracket types of Hindu corbel
pursue their way right through to the Earlier Mughal period of the 16th
Century, and here and there, perhaps, a column or pier is reminiscent of
the plainer Hindu designs; but for the rest the character of the Muham-
madan architgctural style in India is noticeably distinct.?

Indigenous ornament: of flowing semi-naturalistic pattern is accepted faute
de mieuz for the decoration of the earliest portions of the Qutb, as, for instance,
in the embellishment of the great arcaded screen. But this is Qquickly dis-
carded in favour of the more orthodox patterns as soon as blfe immigration
of skilled Saracenic craftsmen permits of their adoption.

The temple architecture of the Chohan Kingdom embracing belhi,. Sambhar
and Ajmir (circa 800-1192 A.D.) which succumbed to the Ghorid invaders
had thus little abiding influence upon the architecture of the succeeding Turkish
dynasty : the adaptation of Hindu constructional members, such as columns,
domes, etc., to meet the immediate needs of the mosque builders was purely
& temporary make-shift, to be discarded as soon as craft facilities should
permit. ' '

From the introduction of the Indo-Saracenic style at the Qutb its archi-
tecture goes forward through several distinct, though merging, phases. The
Slave dynasty (1208-90), terminating virtually with Balban, coincides with the
transitional stage of the new intruding style, as it is manifested in the Qutb
mosque and the Tomb of Altamish at Delhi, and agasin in'the Adhai-dingsa-

, it

v

1 Vide p. 23 infra, footnote 4, L ".-"

* The subtle influence of environment on the developing Indo-Saracenio style, ho%i’r, was undoubtedly a
potent factor in the oreation of 715 §j36¢{a1 shATAUTET ; And ths effect of these geographival imet racis} influences is at
once brought into reiet shrougn & vamparison with the Saracenio architesture of other coumtiies, such as Egypt.

rl
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jhompra mosque at Ajmir, where Hindu elements still persist, though in an
increasingly subordinate degree.! . .-

' With the architecture of the succeeding Afghan dynasty of the Khaljis
(1290-1321 A.D.), as revealed in the Gateway of Alau-d-din at the Qutb, and
the Jama’at Khana at Nizamu-d-din, Delhi, a marked change in style appears,
more consistently Saracenic in its general design and in the technique of its
decoration.2 The contrast with the preceding phase is heightened by the -use
of new materials, and now begins a vogue of red sandstone and decorative
marble reliefs, which holds sway through the earlier reigns of the following
Tughlaqi dynasty (as displayed in the tomb of Ghiyasu-d-din at Tughlaqabad,
and in the contemporary Rikabwali Gumbaz near Old Delhi), and is prominent
again in the architecture of the Mughals.

The sturdy vigour and impressive design of the earlier Tughlaqi archi-
tecture throw it into conspicuous relief with the staid, work-a-day structures’
of Firozshah Tughlag’s reign; though these again are markedly individualistic
in design, with their multi-domed roofing, their plain battered walls, and
attenuated minar-buttressing at the quoins.

It is at this period that the flame of genius burns most brightly in the
architecture of the several Provincial dynasties into which the kingdom of
Firozshah split up after his death and the ensuing irruption of the Tartar .
invader Timur in 1398 A.D. The architecture of Gujarat,® Jaunpur, Malwa,
Bengal and the Dekhan stands almost unrivalled in its refined beauty and
vigour of design; each phase distinct with its own individual character, a
local modification of the common paremt style of Delhi in which it had its
origin, A :
The salvage of some residue of central authority by the two succeeding
dynasties of thé Indian Sayyids and Afghan Lodis, which ruled over the greatly
circumscribed JDelhi kingdom between the years 1414 and 1526 A.D., is com-
memorated in ‘§te existence of the group of tombs at Khairpur, and the Moth-
ki-Masjid, neansDelhi. Here one finds features developed from the ~Firozshah
period—mihrab-panelled architraves enclosing an arched entrance doorway, as
well as an original treatment of coloured tile decoration sparingljr inset in
friezes and, as in the mosque at Khairpur, of intricately incised surfaces of
plaster arabesque. Octagonally planned tomb chambers enclosed within a
surrounding aisle, each external angle of the polygonal fagades emphasised by

11In this latter monument the only Hindu elements are the columns and other individual structural features
that were stripped from Hindu shrines and utilised unaltered in the construction of the mosque. Wheke the structure
had to be built from new materials, as in the great frontal screen, the whole of the work, with its arabesque decoration,

i.s exolusively Saracenio in style.
. % A curious cuspeq;tl%atment of arch soffits is a unique feature of this style, which only reappears some two

. Kof ! _< and the Begampur, Khirki, Nizampur, Kalan and Wazirabad rosques at Delhi,
anf] ‘the Palaogiat W8 It should be remarked that these buildings of Firozshah were all origtnally finished in
€ The extremely sgpfined architectural style of Gujarat is, norhaps, more directly influenced by the preceding

temple architecture of ¥ locality than. ia any other phase of Saracenic architecture in India.
! s Woy o8
PE v



4 THE QUTB : DELHI.

sloping buttresses, bestow both originality and distinction upon this all but
final phase of Pathan architecture in India. - _

The - overthrow of the disintegrating Pathan kingdom by the Mughal adven-
turer Babar in 1526 A.D. put a period to the architecture of the Lodis, and
in his hurriedly constructed mosque at Panipat in the southern Panjab one
discerns already an incipient change in style, ill-defined as yet and marked
most in the indecisive dome contour, but none the less heralding the eventual
glories of the Mughal Capitals of the 16th and 17th Centuries A.D.

The usurpation of the Mughal throne by the Suri dynasty of Afghans
between the years 1539 and 1555 A.D. is responsible for the vigorous and quite
distinct architectural style exemplified in the Purana Qila at Delhi and its
Qila-i-Kuhna Mosque—a style characterised by the use of grey quartzite with
red sandstone dressings lavishly inset with black and white marble bands,
by a developed pendentive construction of dome support, and by the adoption
at the rear quoins of a mosque of engaged angular turrets divided by bal-
conies into fenestrated storeys; a feature that also distinguishes the earlier
Moth-ki-Masjid and the Jamali Mosque at Mehrauli, and that reappears in
a modified form in the later Mughal style.

With" the return of the Mughals the contemporary architecture of Persia
makes its influence increasingly felt, and culminates in the intricately wrought
and brightly coloured inlaid tile decoration and the high-drummed domes that
are an especial feature of the 17th Century architecture of Lahore, and in the
marble purity! of the contemporary monuments at Delhi and. Agra. A delicate
treatment of inlaid marble set” with semi-precious stones exquisitely blended
in colour and marking to represent the petals and curving tendrils of conven-
tional flowers is a conspicuous feature of the architecture of this period—to
be seen in the marble palaces of the three Mughal Capitals,® and par excellence
in the Mausoleum of the Taj. A concurrent phase is characterised by the
comprehensive use of red Agra sandstone sparingly relieved with a delicate
white marble inlay applied to a kangura-frieze or to the slender attached
shafts of lotus-capped minarets; a fagade lightly panelled in mihrab-shaped
squares, sometimes inset with a multiplicity of tiny crenellated niches—features
common to the subsidiary buildings of the Sikandarah of Jahangir and of th
Taj of Shahjahan.? ‘

In the preceding architecture of Akbar (1556-1605 A.D.) a predominating
Hindu influence (doubtless reflective of that emperor’s unorthodox catholicity
of outlook) is apparent in the general trabeate form of construction that fre-
quently characterises it, of which the Fathpur-Sikri palaces and the Akbari
~buildings in the Agra Fort may be cited as examples. '

! A quality I would specifically ascribe to the Pearl Mosque of the Agra Fort.

2 Agra, Delhi, and Lahore. .

3 Jahangir 1605-28 A.D., Shahjahan 1628-59 A.D. A curious decorative treatment of wine oupsand carafes
inset in mihrab-shaped panels in basso relievo is a significant characteristic of the architecture of ./Ilhsngir, and
incidentally a brazen reflection of that emperor’s attitude towerds*thd law of Islam that forbids the use of
tne fermented grape. ' ‘ .
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.With the period of Shahjahan the Mughal architectural style attains its
zenith, and the reign of the succeedingi' emperor Aurangzib coincides with a
tendency, as yet incipient but becoming increasingly marked, to emasculate
decaflence—over-‘elaboration of ornamental detail with a lack of restraint in its
applfcation—which descends through all the Rococo redundance of the Nawabi
architecture of Oudh to complete the cycle in the non-descript bastard style

of to-day ; a progress helped on its downward way by the influence of the quasi-
European architecture of the 19th Century,
enough in Lucknow. ‘

.This very brief introduction, while merely touching the fringe of the
gub]ect, may serve toillustrate the position occupied by the Qutb monuments
In the sequence of development of the "Baracenic architecture of India. The
salient political events affecting this development have also been briefly re-
vie\Yed ;' and for a tabulated list of the kings and dynasties of Muhammadan
India, as well as the Hindu dynasty o! Chohan Rajputs at Delhi which suc-

cumbed to them, a reference is invited to Appendix i at the end of this

volume. ;

of which, again, one sees examples

. 1 For a concise, authentfc, anq eminently readable acoount of the Mubammadan period in India a reference
is suggested to Lane Poole’s ““ Medimval Indis under Muhammadan Rule.” (Fisher Unwin, London.)
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CHAPTER II ' ’

Among the many historical remains at Delhi,! the most notable both
in point of antiquity and arresting design is the Qutb--a name given to the
group of monuments embracing the Quwwatu-l-Islam Mosque of Qutbu-d-din
Aibak and its great Minar, which stands out as a landmark for miles around.
Included  in the group are the Tomb of Altamish, the Madrassa (College),

and what is believed to be the Tomb of Alau-d-din Khalji. These three-
monarchs were, in turn, responsible for the construction of the original fabric

of this, the earliest mosque extant in India, and for its subsequent addi-
tions and extensions.
The Mosque, built, it is said,® upon the site of a demolished Hindu temple

and constructed piecemeal with materials taken from twenty-seven others,®

was erected as a monument to the ‘ Might of Islam” (Quwwatu-l-Islam) by

Qutbu-d-din  Aibak, slave, army commander, and Viceroy of Muizzu-d-din®

Muhammad Ghori ibn Sam, King of Ghazni, to celebrate his decisive victory
over the Rajput forces of the Chohan chief, Prithvi Raj, in A.D. 1192,% on

the field of Narain; and the Minar,® commenced by this same conqueror:

as an adjunct to the mosque, combined the purposes of a tower of victory

1 Delhi, as an historical city and as distinct from the legendary Indraprastha (Indrapat), it should be
remarked, dates only from the end of the 10th Century (893-94 A.D.), when it was founded by Anandpala of the
Tomara clan of Rajputs, who gave it the name of Lalkot (Red City). It was captured from the Tomaras by Vigraha
Raja, Chohan, about themiddleof the 12th Century, to whose kingdom of Sambhar and Ajmir it was merely an
appendage, governed at the time of Muhammad Ghori’s invasion by the Raja’s brother. (Vide Lane Poole’s
Medieval India, p. 51.) Delhi hasno imperial history prior to the advent of the 12th Century Turks.

* Ibn Batuta says: ‘* Before the taking of Delhi it had been a Hindu Temple, which the Hindus called Elbut-
khana, but after that event it was used as a mosque.” (A. S. R., IV, 46.)

? Vide Appendix ii (a) : Inscription on East Gateway.

4 More commenly known a8 Shihabu-d-din, vide Early Hist. of India (Smith), p. 359 note, and Eplg Indo-Mosl.,
1011-12, p. 12,

§ The date recorded in the Inscription on the East Gateway of the Mosque, it should be remarked, is 587 H.
(1191 A.D.), but there are cogent reasons for assuming that this record is not strictly contemporary with the
erection of the mosque : vide Epig. Indo-Mosl., 1911-12, p. 13 ; and Eorly Hisl. of India (Smith), p. 358,

¢ The question as to the origin of the Minar—whether erected by the Hindus or by their Muhammadan conquerors
—has been, I think, fully disposed of in favour of the latter assumption by the evidence preferred by Cunningham
(A. 8. R., IV, preface and foot-notes in text). In a pamphlet latterly produced by Mr. R. N. Munshi (The Quib
Minar : Fort Printing Press, Bombay, 1911), & number of references extracted from various early Muhammadan
writers, have been collected, which further support this view ; though this author's conclusion that the original
minar was wholly the work of Altamish ignores the inscribed dates in Nagari characters, Samvat 1256 (A.D. 1199)
appearing thrice in the lowest storey (A.'S. R., IV, pp. v and vi), which are still to be seen. The year here recorded
antedates by seven years the death of the Ghori Sultan Muizzu-d-din ibn Sam, whose name, as well as that of his

brother, Ghiyasu-d-din, with whom he shared the sovereignty at Ghazni (Lane Poole’s Medizval India, p. 48) prior

to the latter’s death in 1201 A.D., is recorded in the inscriptions encircling the lowest storey of the Minar [vide Appx.
- ii(a), Inscriptions]. These tacts are, in my opinion, conclusive evidence of the founding of the Minar during Qutbu.
d-din’s viceroyalty at Delhi. (See also footnote 2, p. 19 infra, re the record of Aibak’s titles on the lowest band of
the Minar, and again in the Mosque.) Another pamphlet dated 1913, produced by Mr. Kunwar Sain (Union Steam
Press, Lahore), claims to establish the Hindu origin of the Minar. Its arguments are largely a repetition of those
eatlier advanced by Beglar (A. 8. R., IV). The single positive factor put forward to support the case is the existence
of & date in Nagari characters inscribed on the first storey of the minar, whioh the wrifer reads (dubiously, as he
admits) as Samvas 1204 (1146-47 A.D.), but which other authorities I have consulted agree in reading as Samvat
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and a mazinah,! from which to sound the azdam call to prayer—a monument
‘to overawe the spirit of the vanquished °infidel”” peoples, and sustain the

«courage of the ‘‘ faithful ”’ exiled from their distant Afghan hills.
With regard to the founding of the original mosque, the internal evidence? mmuqu..
-existing appears to indicate that, besides being located on the site of a de-

molished Hindu temple, the mosque embodied in itself a definite portion of that

structure, up to the plinth level. The extent of this problematical temple

1704. It is characteristic of the arguments advanced that the writer dismisses Beglar's volte face (in regard to
his subsequently revised opinion as to the Hindu origin of the structure, A. 8. R., IV, and preface) with the remark

‘that he * was subsequently almost made to recant his conclusions (it seems to me) in deference to his Chief.’

The principal contentions put forward in this pamphlet have already been adequately met in a note by Rai
Bahadur Daya Ram Sahni, Supdt., Hindu and Buddhist Monuments, Northern Cirele, in his Progress Report for
-the year ending March 31st, 1919.

1 Very strong presumptive evidence as to the intended use of the Minar as a mazinah lies in the existence, on
'the second storey, of the inscription containing verses 9-10 of Surah LXII (The Assembly) of the Quran :—“ O ! True
believers, when ye are called to prayer on the Day of the Assembly, hasten to the commemoration of God, and leave

merchandising.......... The reward which is with God is better than any sport or merchandise, and God is the best
:provider.” (Vide Epigraphia Indo- Moalemwa, 1011.12, p. 26 ; Sale’s Quran, Surah LXTI, p. 114 ; Gilman's Saracens,
p. 444.) \

2 The items of evidence that seem to lead to this conclusion may be set out as below :—

(@) The absence of the usual exterior projection about the central mikrab in the west wall (cf. the later addi-’
tions by Altamish where such projections do occur). (Pl 5a, 5b.)

(b) The existence in the plinth of the north front of the mosque, below the interior pavement level, of three
broken parnalas or water drains arranged more or less symmetrically between the north-west corner
and the north entrance gateway, which bave not been used by the Muhammadans in the drainage
of the mosque court. '

(¢) The difference (amounting to over 1 foot) in the relative heights of the dado between the upper and lower
plinth mouldings on the east and west sides respectively of the north entrance. This dado continues
uniformly around the north, west, and south sides of the mosque between the north gate and the
south gate. (Pl 7a.)

{d) The presence of typically carved stones from a Hindu temple built promiscuously into the lowest courses
of the plinth on the north front, east of the entrance gateway. (Pl Ta, 9a.)

(¢} The existence on the west jamb of the ruined south gateway of the return moulding of the lower plinth.
~—a feature that does not appear in the corresponding eastern jamb of the same gateway. (Pl 7¢.)

From the above, it would seem that the original temple chabuira was accepted as it stood, a gateway to north
and south built against its north-east and south-east corners, and the chabuira extended by the Muhammadans
to complete the eastern ha.lf of the pregent quadrangle (see sketch dmgram, Pl I) with its further gateway on the
-east.

Additional support to this view is provided by the results of Beglar’s excuvatlons underta.ken in the courtyard
4n 1871 (A. 8. R., IV, 27) when two distinet Iayers of dressed stone paving were disclosed beneath & further rough
stone layer, these former being, in his view, of the original temple. His latterly published opinion (A. S. R, IV,
p. XV) on this question was that “ the foundations of the inner and outer enclosures, as they stand, are not original
‘Hindu, although doubtless some portion, probably the portion of the foundation of the back wall immediately behind
the middle of the masjid proper, is Hindu.” Cunningham’s proposition, it should be remarked, was that ‘ the
Jower porfion of the surrounding walle of the raised terrace on which the masjid stands was the origins.l undisturbed

- iplatform of a Hindu temple.”” The existenoe of the carved stones mentioned in item (&) above discounts this latter

-assumption ; while the remaining iteme appear to furnish evidence reconciling the contention pu forward above,

The photograph (Pl. 18c) reproduced of the Gondesvar temple at Sinnar,in the Nasik District of the Bombay
Presidenoy, illustrates a similar large square chabutra-feature to that which, it is inferred, supported the original
temple of Prithvi Raj. Certain of the temples at Khajraha in Central India are other instances containing this
feature that have come to my notice.

With regard to Beglar’s excavation in the north-west corner of the masjid, and to the 14 feet depth of large
srubble infilling that he found beneath the paving level here (A. 8. R., IV, 27), the necessity for this unusually
great depth of infilling can assuredly be ascribed to the extreme unevenness of the rack site on which the struc-
ture is elevated ; for, at the south-west corner of Altamish’s extension of the masque, the virgin rock outcrops
only nome 8 inches below the bottom plinth moulding ; which factor also conflicts with Mr. Sanderson’s assump-
tion (Annual, 1912-13, p. 122) that the level of the original rtmple foundations lies some twenty feet or more
sbelow the level of the inner sourtyard of the moaque.

t . C 2
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plinth appears to coincide with that half of the mosque quadrangle west of
the north and south gateways. _

The plan illustrated in Plate I will reveal more clearly than any
written description the arrangement of the original mosque, and th.e extept
of the subsequent additions by the emperors Altamish and Alau-d-din. Built
in the shape of a simple rectangle enclosing a central quadrangular court,
the mosque measures some 214 feet by 149 feet externally.! The prayer
chamber on the west is four bays in depth; the colonnade on the east, of
three bays, being deeper by one bay than those along the remaining two
gides. Centrally, in the three colonnaded sides, occur entrances, a §ha]low
porch to the north and a deeper one to the east and south descending by
a flight of steps to the level of the ground outside. Over the nor.th and east
gates are inscribed lintels recording in Naskk characters the circumstances
attending the erection of the mosque.? In the four corners of the mosque
secluded accommodation for the zanana was provided by means of little entresol
apartments® reached by narrow staircases in, the thickness of the enclosing
wall (see Pl II).

In the prayer chamber proper, the roof extended at one level over the
greater part of the liwan, as is apparent from the positions of fragmentary
roofing slabs and lintels still remaining in the back face of the great arched
screen ; while the tall column shafts still standing at the north end of this
chamber afford clear indications that the level of the roof here was raised
some four feet above that of the adjoining zanana chamber which, in its turn,
overtops the roof of the contiguous colonnades to the east (see section Pl. V),

Corbelled capitals with five-fold projections surmounting certain of the
columns of the prayer chamber furnish evidence of previously existing lintels
arranged to form an octagon in support of the domes indicated in the accom-
panying plan, and give a definite clue to the arrangement of the columns
beneath them. The positions of the mikrab-recesses in the west wall further
assist in the visualisation of the original arrangement of the fallen interior,
the bays of which would naturally be set out in symmetry with them, and not
with the openings of the great arched screen, which, erected as an afterthought
when the liwan had been completed, conforms neither with the column spacing
nor with the mikrab-recesses behind it.

The arrangement indicated in the plan aforementioned may be taken as
being fairly authenticated by the existing internal evidence on the site, as
revealed by a careful scrutiny of the remains. ) .

A point of particular interest in this original portion of the structure is.
the ingenuity with which the despoiled Hindu materials were re-assembled by
Hindu artisans to meet the demands of their Muhammadan masters. Columns of

1 The dimensions of the original Temple ckabutra embodied in this area are 124 ft. by 149 ft.

* For transcript and translation see Appendix ii (a). .
3 On the extelrl)sion of the mosque by Altamish (see infra), the zanana chamber in the north-west comer of the

original mosque was extended northwards to connect with the first pier of his great screen. Thisis ol.early apparent
from the indications existing at this corner ; and it is probable that the treatment was repeated similarly at the-
junection of his southern extension of the mosque, though the remains here bave long since disappeared.
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divers designs and different temples were ranged together, sometimes set one
upon another, in continuous rows to support a roof constructed, in its turn,
of the flat ceiled slabs and shallow corbelled domes taken bodily from some
wrecked Hindu shrine. Sculptured figures, profane in the eyes of the iconoclast
Muslim, were ‘roughly mutilated and hidden from' sight by a covering of
plaster; sometimes built face inwards into the -wall and the back inscribed
with verses from the Holy Quran (Pl 9d, 9e).

Pl. 6a furnishes an illustration of the manner in . which column shafts,
bases, capitals, etc., obtained from the many despoiled temples were assembled,
with no regard to fitness or even symmetry, to form a pillar in support of
the roof. Sivaite, Vaishnavite, Jaina images! appear in a profusion eloquent
of the thorough and impartial destruction of their *infidel ” shrines, and of
the genius for adaptation their desecrators exhibited in utilising the despoiled
materials for their own purposes. All is improvised: no single feature but.
has been adapted and used second-hand. . .

Ornament of unoffending geometrical pattern was utilised when forthcoming:
from among the temple stones; and when it came to the building. of the great
frontal screen, the Hindu craftsman was set to work upon alien arabesque
designs and strange Naskh characters that must be woven in among his own
sinuous patferns to frame a pointed arch—a feature again foreign to the whole
tradition of trabeaté® Hindu construction. How essentially * Hindu” in feeling
are the elements of the ornamental reliefs is apparent when one compares
the illustration of the carved bands on the original portion of the great screen
of the Qutb mosque with that of the more characteristically “‘ Saracenic ™
patterns ornamenting the subsequent extemsion of the same screen by the
emperor Altamish (Pl. 3¢, 3b) when Muhammadan architectural forms and
traditions had become more established in Hindustan.

This screen, erected by Aibak in 1199 A.D..3 is perhaps the rost interest-
ing feature of the mosque. As already noted, the bands of sinuous carving
are, as regards their technique; wholly uninfluenced by Saracenic ideas. Their
gserpentine tendrils and undulating leaves are. the work of the Hindu, who

“had developed these identical forms in his temples through generations of

usage. The disposition of these foliated bands in the design of the facade

! Cunningham was able to identify both Jaina and Vaishnavite soulptures in the masjid (A. 8. R., IV, p, iv), and
I have recently noticed partly mutilated images of Ganpati (a son of Siva) on a column immediately west of the
north gateway, and on a lintel built upside down into the exterior plinth east of the same gate (Pl 9a). There
is also a seated Jaina image carved on a column in the south-east corner of the mosque ; and scenes depicting the
‘* Birth of Krishna >’ (an incarnation of Vishnu) occur on carved lintels in the north-east corner (Pl. 9¢).

2 The curving Hindu forana-arch connecting the lintel with its supporting columns,
Khajraha temples, at Modhera in Gujarat, and elsewhere,

existence does not qualify the applicability of the term ©
Medisval Hindu architecture,

* This date is insoribed on the face of the south pier of the central arch of the great screen. The screen would:
appear to have been completed two years after the completion of the remainder of the mosque in 1197 A.D., which
date is recorded on the north gateway, together with the name of Sultan Muizzu-d-din ibn Sam (see Appendix.
i (¢)), That it was erected after the columns of the prayer chamber had been set up is apparent in the fact

that the stones of the soreen are * soribed,” to use a technical term, round the projections of the column capitals

and bages at the north evd. and are actually built info the back €ace of the screen masonry about the
central arch.

a8 it appears in the:
is merely an elaborated *“ stay ™ or strut, and its.

trabeate ”* to express a predominating characteristic of.
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is, on the other hand, characteristically Saracenic in motif, and reveals at
once ‘the relation between the Muhammadan constructor directing affairs and
the Hindu artisan, on whose interpretation of his ideas he was dependent
for the carrying out of his designs. The result is happy enough: the intri-
cately carved surface gives a  texture” to the massive screen, and in the
variations of the patterns and bands serves as an effective relief to the broad
flat surfaces. Illustrations of this screen appear in Pl 2a, 2b, and of the
north, east, and south gateways in Pl 7a, 75, 7c.

The iron pillar (Pl. 10b) set up in the inner court axial with the main
central arch of the screen is an interesting feature as affording evidence of
the capacity of Hindu civilisation in the 4th Century A.D. to weld malleable
iron! on so ambitious a scale.

The pillar would appear to have been erected originally as a standard
to support an image of Garuda, the vehicle of Vishnu, in front of a temple
dedicated to that deity. The fluted ““bell” capital with its amalaka members
is a characteristic feature of the Gupta architecture of Northern India, and
affords a clue to the period of its erection; and this evidence is substantiated
by the Sanskrit inscription in Gupta characters of the 4th Century A.D.
engraved on the pillar, recording its erection by a king named Chandra, a
devotee of the god Vishnu, as a ‘‘lofty standard”” of that divinity on * the
Hill of Vishnupada.”

The probabilities are that the pillar was set up in its present position
by the Muhammadans, who prized it as a curious relic; the fact of the rough
uneven surface near the base now exposed above ground seeming to indicate
fairly conclusively that the infention was that this portion of the pillar should
be buried in the ground in the original site. (Cf. the similar feature of the

Asoka lat at Kotla Firoz Shahi, Delhi.) Where this original site was there is |

no sufficient evidence to indicate.

A note on the interptetation of the inscription and its significance as a
record appears in Appendix iii (a). ’ '

So much for the mosque proper of Qutbu-d-din Aibak, before the advent
of Altamish and Alau-d-din Khalji. '

Altamish’s extension, Shamsu-d-din Altamish, Turk of Albari, and slave successor of his slave

‘master to the Muhammadan throne of Delhi, was not content to leave this

! A chemical analysis of the iron made by Sir Robert Hadfield disclosed the following elements in its composi-
tion :—

Carbon . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0°080 per cent.
Silicon . . . . . - . . “ e . . . . 0046 ’”
Sulphur . . . . . . . . . . . . . 00086
Phosphorus . . . . . . . . . . . . 0114
Manganese . . . . . . . . . . . . Nil .
Total elements other than iron . . . . . . . . « 0248 per cent.

Iron’ . . . . . . o . . . . . . 99720

Specific gravity, 7°81. Ball bardness, No. 188.
It has been suggested that the pillar. was oast in its present form, and not forged ; but the extreme purity of
the iron composing it would rather tend to discount this possibility.

i
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monument to invading Islam unmarked by any attention; but would add
to its scale and dignity as a work of religious grace.

The additions and extensions he effected are indicated in the plans illus-
trated in Pl. I and II. A wing was projected to north and south, and
the enclosure extended to the east, impinging on the great minar south-west
of Aibak’s mosque. Outer entrances in each of these three sides were made
axial with those of the original mosque, and the great screen was extended
north and south in continuation of Qutbu-d-din’s.

It is easy to discern in the symmetry that characterises the interior
arrangement of the columns of Altamish’s northern prayer chamber that mihrabs,
columnar bays, and the spans of the arched openings in the great frontal
screen were, from the first, conceived as a single homogeneous design; in
contrast to the fortuitous arrangement of these features in Aibak’s original
mosque (see page 8, supra). The high double-storeyed central bay, with its sur-
mounting dome, indicated in the section in Pl IV. is a conjectural feature,
and relies for its authenticity on the existence, in the rear face of the great
screen, of double corbels at the arch-springing, and the fragmentary remains of
lintels and roofing slabs projecting at a lower level. These indications lead me
to assume that the double-storeyed arrangement so common in the 15th Century
Ahmadshahy architecture of Gujarat was anticipated by Altamish in his exten-
sion of this first mosque to be built by the Ghorid conquerors of India. If
this upper domed storey did originally exist (and there is no evidence avail-
able on the site precluding the possibility), it must have formed a very promi-
nent feature of the design, filled, as the upper intercolumniations doubtless
were, with screens of geometrical jali to exclude the weather.} .

Of Altamish’s colonnades little nolv. .remains; but it is apparent that the
supply of elaborately carved Hindu ‘¢olumns had given out, and that he was
reduced to the relatively ’Ef)lain shafts and capitals that compose them (Pl 8c)-
The feature of real interest is his extension of the great screen.?

Conformable in general design with the existing screen of Qutbu-d-din,
Altamish’s extension betrays a considerable advance in the adoption of Muham-
madan forms of surface decoration. The arabesque patterns® are purely Sara-
cenic, their distinctive character being‘ common to Saracenic architecture from
India west to Spain. e ' :

! In Altamish’s other mosque at Ajmir the very small corbels projecting from the jamb-face of the higher central
bay of the great arched soreen were probably intended to gupport the end of a high wooden transom, from which
to suspend pendant lamps in front of the liwan. From their position it is obvious that no upper storey was intended
here. At the Qutb, on the other hand, separate provision in the form of small square slots is made at the level of
the arch-springing to accommodate the ends of similar light wooden beams to.carry the pendant lamps.

' The date 1220 A.D. is inscribed on the face of the south pier of the end arch of Altamish’s southern
extension. (See Appendix ii (a).) S

3 The surface decoration of Altamish's similar soreen in the Adhai-din-ka-Jhompra mosque at Ajmir (Pl 19a,
19¢c) is almbet identical with that of his soreen at the Qutb ; and one may readily recognise the prototype of
this characteristic Saracenic surface decoration in Byzantine agchitectural examples, of which the flustration
reproduced in Pl. 3 of the capitals, arch-soffits and spandrels beneath the gynceceum galleries of Sancta Sophia at
Constantinople is an instance. Its early adoption in Saracenio architecture is to be seen in the caso of the original

base of the restored minar of the mosque of Al-Hakim at Cairo, dated c. 990'A.D. (vide Saladin’s Manuel d’art Mussal-
man, I, 91.97). .
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The Arabic lettering, too, has advanced beyond the simple unelaborated
shapes wrought by the ‘‘prentice ” hand of the Hindu, and is evidently the
work of a craftsman more familiar with the characters he is carving. A
comparison may be made in Pl. 3a, 3b in which the differences between the
two types are revealed. Here, too, we see introduced a combination of the
square Kufic and the elaborate and intricately interwoven Tughra characters.

The attached mutakha-columns® set in the recessed angles of the npier-
jambs are afiother feature of Altamish’s screen extension that appears in Indo-

1 An early instance of the use of this feature is to be seen in the mosque of Ibn Tulun a$ Cairo, dated 876 A.D.
(vide Saladin, ibidem, pp. 80-82). (See also Plate No. XVI.)

The similarity of the disposition of the arched openings in the naves of this mosque with those in certain of the
bays of the Sassanid bridge of Dizful in Persia (5th Century A.D.) is also very noteworthy (ibidem, pp. 31 and 92).
The pointed arches of this mosque, those of Haruna-r-Rashid’s ruined palace at Rakka in Syria (780 A.D.), and
those again of the mosque of Amru (692 A.D.) in Cairo (ibidem, p. 48) are probably the earliest instances of this
feature existing in Saracenic architectural examples ; and the source of this typical (even ** hallowed ) Saracenic
form is probably to be found in Sassanid prototypes, of which an example oocurs in this same bridge of Dizful.

As to the warrant for assigning to the pointed arches of the Bridge at Dizful (more acourately at Shushter)
& Sassanian origin, it should, however, be remarked that Lord Curzon in his * Persia and the Persian Question "
(Vol. II, pp. 374-75) states that * the bridge has evidently been built and rebuilt scores of times, as may be seen
from the differing character of the material and the different*style and size of the arches ’; that ** the oldest byidge
was destroyed by Hejaz ibn Yussuf during the reign ofm Malik-ibn.Mervan (A.D. 684-705) "’ ; and that ** the
dam is said to have been repaired by Timur in A.D. 1393." Thus, in the absence of an examination of such
evidence as may still exist in the structure itself, the question of the origin of its pointed arches must remain s
open one.

In commenting upon the origin of the pointed amoh Signor Rivoira (in his Moslem Architecture ; English trans.
lation by C. MoN. Rushforth ; Oxford University Press, 1918, pp. 148-53) states in a somewhat casual way that
this is to be sought in India, and instances exa ‘of the Buddhist Chaitya form as portrayed in the Gandhara
period (2nd-8th Century A.D.) and later in thm;eut Rathas of Southern India ; though it may be remarked
that this writer makes no attempt to establish any definiterconnection between such instances and the early Sara.
cenioc pointed arch-forms of Arabia and Egypt. St ,

My own feeling in this regard is that the origin of this’ characteristic form of Saracenic architecture is, as M.
Saladin suggests (Manuel d’art Mussalman, 1, 23-%).4’;{‘110!’ to be found in the traditional form of portable
tent used to this day by the nomad Arabs on the Euphmitfe, which consists of a detachable framework of curved
Supports meeting at the apex and covered with cloths:fﬂo surved shape of whibh, as he remarks, is that of the eaglier
Chaldean and Sassanid arch. ) * - \

In this conneotion, the pointed arch-form of the dddg-shaped Turkoman tent covered with cloths that he
illustrates on page 17 shidem is speocially interesting, the wnore so when one perceives the significant gimilarity
between the interseeting strips of tape stretched asa * chord * over the curved surface of the dome to seoww: the
cloth coverings in position and- the almost identical treatment of the * honeycombing *’ set-out decorating the
interior of the later Saracenic domes (¢f. the Mughal period in India).

Signor Rivoira’s allusion to the Palace of Chosroes at Clesiphon as * an early example of the use of the simple
pointed arch in Western Asia ” is curiously in error.. k¥ arch form here is certainly not pointed in shape but
approximates more to a parabola—en chainette as M. Choisy Aesignates this form (L'art de batir chez les Egyptienas).

M. Saladin (op. cit.) regarding the evolution of this eaply.arch form states : ** Cette courbure des vofites a d0
étre inspirée aux premiers constructeurs chaldéens par }a¥orme des berceaux de branchages qu’élevaient les riverains
de I'Euphrate 3 cette époque, comme ils le font encore aujourd’hui............ Sur ces cintres en branchages,
on a dit, dés Porigin, appliquer de la terre battue avec des ioseaux, afin de former un revétement plus solid et plus
impénétrable aux rayons du soleil que ne I'étaient primitivement les étoffes ou des peaux tendues. Il est probable
que I’babitude de voir aux arcs de ces cabanes une forme elliptique conduisit a la conserver lorequ'on appareills
des voiites en briques.” N

The typical chaitya form of horse-shoe arch as portrayed at Msaik, Ajanta, Karle and elsewhers in India also
andoabtedly originated in & primitive construction of bamboo members, shaped to & semiciroular curve and held
together at the foot by connecting ties, the whole then being emoased with a mud plaster. The struotural ochaitya
of bri ok discovered by Mr. Cousens at"Tefin the Nsldmg District of Hyderabad in 1801, and the other simflar example
at Ctezarla in the Kistna District of the Madras Presidency found a few years previously, are but a development
of this prim-tive wocden construction 3, hut that the Indian examples of this arch-form influenced or reacted in any
way upon the Saracenic examples %&o definite evidonce available to prove. Rather it would seem that each

g
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Saracenic architecture for the first time, and that continued’ as a decorative
feature almost uninterruptedly throughout the Pathan period, and afterwards
in Mughal architecture. /

Altamish’s arches in the great screen, while maintaining the same pointed
form, differ in contour, it is curious to note, from ‘those of Aibak; the piquant
little counter-curve at the apex, with its slight suggestion of ‘‘ogee,” being
missing from the former, though it appears again in Altamish’s Tomb (infra).

A further difference in his treatment of the screen extensin is noticeable
in the absence of the subsidiary upper arched openings above thd lower side
arches flanking the central archway of the original screen. Though the upper
parts of both Altamish’s and Aibak’s screens are now largely missing, this
difference in treatment is apparent in the existence of the dressed ashlar jambs
illustrated in Plate IV, in which a conjectural restoration of the screen  as
it originally appeared is attempted. (See also Pl. 3c.)

With Altamish’s erections at the Qutb must be mentioned his Tomb!a
gituated immediately west of his own northern extension of the mosque (Pl. 11,
12a.). The tomb takes the form of a simple square chamber, and was covered
ogjginslly by a circular dome, carrieg opn a form of squinch-arch® (see Plate
XTIV.), which serves to negociate - t;;?;;g‘}fiﬂerence in shape between the square
plan below and the circle above3, - ° .

Here again is seen a surface decoration of a predominantly Saracenic
type, but little influenced by definitely ‘}Eqdu erms, though these latter occur
promiscuously in the interior a8 isolated fea:fursg in one or two bands of carving
below the arch tympana, in a moulded  gtri "'-;,course ‘of the pendentive recesses
and again forming the pendsnt s dI‘OPj‘ﬁ'}; Rf, the block-corbels in the angles of
the octagonal dome-drum. At

/a's‘ . R ; ’R. . L.
“ developed separately and in(},ependeﬁﬂy on its own lin“es‘:zin the accidental coincidence of a common construc-
‘ 4 " ’

tional prototype. _ P . ) )
1t is inféresting to note that the adoption of the poingall arch in the Gothic architecture of 12th Century Europg

was an indigenous solution of the geom etrical difficulF-¥l " negociating the vaulted intersections of an oblong

.chamber ; though it is possible that the germ of the idea came through contect with the East, as a result perhaps

of the Crusades. * P ) .
. 1 Tt should be remarked that the identity of this tomb as that of Altamish has not been definitely established,

It contains no commemorative insoription. 1In the Fatathat-i-Firoz Shahi, Firoz Shah refers to the college and the

-tomb of Altamish ag8-possessing corner towers, pillam«*lfe’dncrete flooring. That description would not apply to

this building but, as Sir John Marshall points out to megit does apply very accurately to the Sultan Ghari Tomb in
the neighbourhood ; and this latter tomb, as ‘wé leatifrom an inscription, was erected by Altamish for his son. It
1 thus quite possible that the Tomb ascribed to Altamish md¥uot be his.

% Sir John Marshall quoting Mr. Creswell, tells me that the squinch-arch is probably of Sassanian origin ; and
4nstances examples at Firozabad in Persia (5th century) and at Sarvistan ; at the Martyrion of Mar Tahmasgerd
at Kerkuk (470 A.D.) ; Qasr Kharaneh (5th ocentury) ; and Qasr-i-Shirin (580-628). He, howe\zet, points out that

t also appears elsewhere ; ab Ephesus in the 4t}1 century ; at Khoja Kalessi about 400 A.D.; at San Giovanni in the
Fonte at Naples (. 465) ; at Ravenna (o. 500) ang sdBancta Sophia at Constantinople (532-7).

3 Fragments of the Jowest inseribed course ofF theé'vircular dome masonry stili remain in position on t‘he gouth
gide of the chamber. v

The oarved fragments of dome masonry stackedjtogether outside the tomb to the north probably belong to the
fallen Hindu domes of the Quwwatu-l-Islam mosque adjacent. It is imaresting to compare these fragments,
carved with the characteriatic sunken ecollops peculiar to Hindu sud J aix‘r‘&'lhﬁi. with the Saracenic **i stalactitess”)

-of the Minar balcunies (see PL. 95, 126, 122, 176 and k1. XI117 et
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Practically the whole interior surface, both walls and roof (with the excep-
tion of the lower walls on all but the west side, which were probably plastered),
is intricately banded with a diaper of arabesque designs, elaborated with
Quranic inscriptions in both Naskh and combined Kufic and Tughra characters
which frame the arched openings and recesses and form a frieze to the walls.
Marble is introduced only in the central mihrab and in the cenotaph! in' the
middle of the tomb chamber; the flanking mihrab recesses in the west wall,
which are of similar design, being of red sandstone, with which material most
of the interior is faced. The attached angle-mutakhas that form a dis-
tinctive feature of Altamish’s extension of the great screen of the mosque
appear similarly in the jambs of the doorways and mikrad recesses and
beneath the octagonal dome-drum of his tomb. The exterior of the tomb
i1s very simple. A sparsely banded treatment in grey quartzite stone, similar
to that of the gates of the mosque, appears in the plain ashlar-dressed
external walls, and contrasts with the central bays of red sandstone, on
which a decoration of purely Saracenic arabesques and Arabic inscriptions is
concentrated. It is curious that none of the ‘inscriptions on the tomb con-
tains any historical record, the writings being exclusively extracts from the

Lk

Quran. (See Appendix ii (a). ) e

After Altamish — and an interval of some 90 years — comes the Afghan, -

Alau-d-din Khalji, whose ambitious schemes for still further extensipn failed
of accomplishment before his death in 1315 A.D., and were then abgndoned.

His extensions, indicated in the plan in Pl. I, were made to north

and east, the limits of Altamish’s southern alignment being maintained. Alau-
d-din’s erections, again, were marked by a symmetry that seemis to have
been instinctive in the Saracenic architect, and his gateways to north and east
were set in precise alignment with those of his two predecessors; the Alai
Darwaza to the south having, howevgr,-ﬁ!ecessarily $0 be placed to one side of
Altamish’s existing gate. o ',

This gateway is the most notewafthy ' feature of Alau-d-din’s additions.

Built of finely worked red sandstone, ¥#ith an external relief of marble disposed
-in incised bands and panels (see Pl. 13a, 135, 13¢c, 144, 14b), it is of exceptional
merit architecturally. Its ekcellent préportions and simple composition, with
pierced central openings echoing the contour of the cuvering dome, must be
seen " at dusk silhouetted against an ‘@wgning afterglow to be. rightly appre-
ciated ; though the loss of most of the upper wall-facing and the original
parapet is necessarly a detraction.

The present square outline of the parapet of the fagades is almost certainly
an innovation on the part of Major Smith, who carried out extensive repairs.
to the gateway in 1828. As 1s very clearly apparent in the treatment of
the red-stone facing and the marble dressings that still remain intact, the

! The tahkhana vault beneath ig curiously out of a.iignn’lent with the chamber above, and on excavation by
Mr. Sanderson in 1914 was found to be filled with fallen rubble debris, to have disturbed which woutd probably
-have jeopardised the safety of the whole structure. The three little light shafts and the original step desocns on.
the north side have, however ,been pgymanently exposed to niew.

S
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fagade in the original design rose higher in the centre than at the- sides, and
the prominent marble string-course, which marks the difference in treatment
between the upper and lower portions of the flanking bays, was carried up
and round the central archway. Evidence that these flanking bays were lower
ie furnished in the return angles of the upper marble panels that are still
preserved ; for the margin at their sides would be carried round along their
top of equal width to complete the ‘‘return.” (See Pl. VIL.) .

The greater thickness of the centre portion of the west parapet wall,
visible from the roof, is a corroborative indication of  this raised feature in
the original work that has survived - the extensive repair operations of 1828.
The more harmonious effect of this original treatment of the fagade rising
into the mass of the dome-background, as compared with its present abrupt
termination, is very apparent if we consider the restoration of the gate illus-
trated in Pl. VII and the photograph of it as now restored (PL. 13a).

The interior proportions of the gateway are again most pleasing ; while
the recessed corner arches of attractive ‘ horse-shoe” form (see Pl. XIV) carry-
ing a plain spherical dome over the square chamber are an especially happy
solution of this universal constructional difficulty.

The development of Saracenic ornament attained in Alau-d-din’s period
is clearly revealed to us in the arabesque decoration of this south gateway.
The broad,. flat, diapered surfaces of the red-stone jambs are essentially Sara-
cenic in feeling, and contrast curiously with the more indigenous ornamentation
of sinuous tendrils and rounded lotus buds that frames the inscribed pilaster-
panels between the smaller openings; while the projecting marble plinth-
moulding might well have been brought direct from some Hindu shrine.l (See
Pl 13b, 13c¢.) . _ \ '

The inscriptions framing the archways on the west, south, and east fromts
of the gate record the name and titles of * Abul Muzaffar Muhammad Shah
(Alau-d-din Khilji), the Sultan,” and his erection (actually extension) of the
mosque in the year 1311 A. D. (vide Appendix ii(a) ). |

‘The junction of. Alau-d-din’s masonry with that of Altamish just west
of the former’s red-stone gateway is very clearly marked (see PLl. 16a), as is
the slight divergemce of his treatment of the window openings with their red-
stone jali screens. , '

Only a short length of Alau-d-din’s enclosing colonnades connecting his
southern gateway with the south-east corner of his extension is now extant
(Pl. 8d). The remaining portions have been represented on the site by &
continuous screen of shrubberies along the east and north fronts. From his
intended norphern colonnade, towards its west end, project the recently ex-
cavated foundations of a large gateway set in alignment with the corre-
sponding north gates of his predecessors. ‘

~ Of Alsu-d-din’s eastern gate, représented by the gap in the shirubbery

through which the visitor enters the quadrangular enclosure on leaving his

1 The wlaborate plinth and the descending flight, of steps leading from the openings to the lower level of tha
ground outside were disclosed during an excavation made by Mr. Banderson in 1914.

D2
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conveyance, no vestige now remains; but that there existed such a feature
here is indubitable. This emperor’s projected northern extension of the great
arched screen, again, is only traceable in the low masses of masonry core
which are all that now exists of his unfinished arch-piers.

Ambitious in his architectural, as in his political designs, Alau-d-din aimed
in his projected extensions at completely dwarfing the efforts of his predecessors,
and his great arched screen was designed to extend as far again as their’s
combined, and be of twice the scale. His projected minar, conceived on a scale
that should double the proportions! of the existing minar, never rose above the
first stage, and his whole scheme was abandoned at his death. Though it
comprises only the original core of the structure, and that in a dilapidated
condition (Pl. 15b), it 1is nevertheless possible to recognise several distinctive
features that this great minar was intended to exhibit. The curious treatment of
angular fluting, which may be likened in section to the outline of a flattened
letter “ M ” separated by deep canellures, is very distinct, as also is the treat-
ment of shallow curved recesses still apparent in the rough core of the double
base (see perspective view, Pl X); while the whole minar was evidently
intended to be based on a high wide chabutra. Inside the minar it is very
clear from the relative heights of the encircling windows which pierce the walls
at every quadrant that the means of ascent was to be a very gradual ramp,
and not o stair as in the smaller minar of Aibak and Altamish.  Entered
upon through a doorway on the east, the ramp would follow the inclination of
these windows and ascend the minar in a direction from right to left.

It may be of interest to set out here the several items of evidence, definite
or deducible, by which it was possible to build up (with some assurance as to
its probable authenticity) the conjectural restoration of the great screen of
Alau-d-din illustrated in PI. X, with no other material, at first glance, than
that provided by the low fragmentary masses of masonry which are all that

i3 now left of this structure. In the first place, the size and relative spacing

of these’ fragmentary piers, to which portions- of the original ashlar facing still
adhere, give a definite indication of the elevational treatment of the screen as
regards mass and void ; the proportions of the openings as to height Being
copied from those of the earlier screens which the extension was to augment.
Thus, the first arched opening (at the south end) is found to correspond
approximately in size with the side arches of Altamish’s contiguous screen ; the

! Amir Khusru, in his Tarikh-i-Alas, says : ** The Sultan determined upon adding to and completing the Masjid-

t-jami of Shamsu-d-din (Altamish) by building beyond the three old gates and courts s fourth with lofty pillars,.

and upon the surface of the stones he engraved verses of the Quran in such a manner as could not be done even on
wax ; ascending so high that you would think the Quitéavas going up to heaven, and again descending in another
line so low that you would think it was coming down from heaven. When the whole work was complete from top ‘to
bottom (an optimistic anticipation on the part of the poet : for it seems certain that the work was never com.
pleted. See also footnote 6, p. 19.) he built other macjida ................ He then resolved to make a pair of the
lofty minar of the Jami Masjid, which minar was then the single one of the time (with the exception, it should be re.
marked, of that at Koel, built by Kutlugh Khan during the reign of Sultan Nasiru-d-din ibn Altamish in A.D,
1282 ; AS.R. IV, p. ix) and to raise it so high that it could not be exceeded. He first directed that the area
of the square before the masjid should be increased, that there might be ample room for the followers of Islam,
Ho ordered the circumference of the new minar to be made double that of the old one, and to make it higher in
the same proportion.” (EHiot and Dowson, II1, 70). .

_undoubtedly covered the Tomb of Alta:
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next one, of greater span, necessarily rising higher in the same proportion; and
the third opening, repeating the first, results in an approximate duplicate of
the detached extension of Altamish. The greater height, as compared with this
latter, of the flanking portion of Alau-d-din’s screen results from the wider piers
at the extreme ends of the facade, the decorative motif of the earlier screens,
with its banded architrave treatment framing the arch and returning along the
top of the screen, being repeated in his design. The rise in the height of
the centre bay of this flanking portion of Alau-d-din’s screen is occasioned
by the greater height of the arched opening it contains. )

Indubitable evidence of the high dominating central fagade of the Alau-d-
din screen is to be found in the greatly increased thickness and bulk of the,
remains of the piers composing it, which break forward beyond the normal
line of frontage. Relative widths of openings contained in it reveal again the
approximate heights of its arches, proportioned on those existing ; and the
treatment of the wings with their higher centre bays affords a clear indication
of the design intended for this central portion of the screen, and predicates
the rise of its centre bay. The small side openings of this prominent central
fagade, rising (according to their relative proportions) to but approximately
hali the height of the great centre archway, leave room above them for a
repetition of the smaller subsidiary arched openings that were a feature of
Qutbu-d-din Aibak’s original screen ; and thus the motif of the whole extension
proposed by Alau-d-din but repeats in a general way (and logically enough)
the treatment he found already existing in the combined screens of his two
predecessors. \ .

With regard to the architectural arrangement of the interior of Alau-d-din’s
prayer-chamber, the position of the openings in his frontal screen again furnishes
a reliable clue to the probable spacing of the columns, and seems to indicate
very clearly that the interior design of his predecessor’s prayer-chambers was
again called upon to furnish the model for his own. (See PL IIIB). :

Altamish’s architectural expedient of increasing the ceiling height of the
centre bay of his prayer-chamber (of which definite indications exist in the
remains of roofing slabs in the back face of his screen) would doubtless also have
been further exploited by Alau-d-din, whose greatly dominating central screen

archway called for a correspondingly greater increase in the height of the chamber
behind it.

Alau-d-din’s College! (madrassa), lying immediately to the south-west of the Alue-e"s
a S8,

.Iosque, i8S now in a very ruinous condition, but it is possible to visualise from
a study of its fragmentary remains ghhe appearance of the structure in the
days of its founder. The College is built around a simple quadrangular court
entered on the north side through a triple gateway of some size, the centre
bay of which projects somewhat beyond those flanking it.

1 It has been suggested that this oollege was built by Altamish, but I think the balance of probability rests

with Alau-d:din 3 the deciding factor, in my judgment, being the high-drummed domes and the more advanced corhel-
led pendentive treatment beneath them, which are in distinet contrast to the flat conical Hindu type of dome that

mish originally, and the primitive squinch-arches whish carried that dowe

across the corner of the tomb,

!
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On the south side of the court is located a large square structure (Pl. 16c)
covered originally by a dome, now fallen, which is believed to be the tomb
of the Sultan Alau-d-din. It was marked originally by a boldly projecting
portico, of whick remains still exist. Flanking this tomb chamber are two
smaller chambers, oblong in plan, which are separated from the centre tomb
by narrow passage-ways. In the centre and western chambers were disclosed
on excavation what appeared to be indications of a grave. The three buildings
at this egyd of the court are contained in a common walled enclosure, skew-
planned&‘ on the south side, which leaves a clear passage permitting of circum-
ambulation about them, except in the case of the eastern chamber of the three,
Where the passage is omitted on the east side and the wall contains an ascend-
‘ing gtaircase leading to the roof.

The east side of the main quadrangular court was bounded by a simple
screen wall from which projects a single chamber, the dome of which, raised
on a prominent drum or necking, was repeated symmetrically on the opposite
side of the court. (See Pl. X.)

Along this western side is a series of small cell-like apartments (Pl. 16b),
a distinctive feature of which is the method employed of supporting the
flat-ceiled roof — a curious combination of Hindu and Saracenic devices. Thus
‘the centre part of the roof is carried on a wide, deep-soffited pointed arch
running- axially north to south which,! in turn, is made to carry the ends of
flat roofing slabs laid to form a simple diagonal coffer characteristic of the
ceiling construction of -the aisles of a temple mandapa. (See sketch, Pl. XIV.)

Another noteworthy feature of these madrassa cells is the use of what for
the want f o better term may be called a corbelled pendentive in the corners
of the two higher ‘Somed chambers that break the skyline towards the ends
of the fagade.” It is iﬁ ‘earliest instance of this corbelled treatment of a penden-
tive in India (circa 1200 A.D.), and is by no means an unhappy solution of
this ‘constructional problem.? (See sketch, Pl XIV.)

. #. -
e s -tF

43t should be remarked in this connection that the present lay-out in which a bajri path is carried under

the isolated arch at the north end one of these chamblrs is somewhat misleading, since there was ‘no gateway or

other means of entrance in this position originally.

* One finds it adopted again in a modified form in the tomb of Ghiyasu-d-din Tughlaq, at Tughlagabad (c. 1320
A.D.), where it is combined with a pointed-arched recess, and later in Sher Shah’s mosque in Purana Qila (c. 1540
A.D.), under the centre dome.

This simple corbelled treatment of the pendentive in the Alai Madrassa differs greatly in character from the
. elaborate stalactites that one sees in Cairo and Algiers in a fully developed form, although these latter are some
half-century earlier in date. It is true that both forms ax# derived from a corbel construction, but the Alai Madrassa

example lacks that distinctive * dripping ” effect whﬂ*‘y%e makes the term * stalactite” applicable to this -
e

universal form of Saracenic decoration. .. ,

The origin of the true pendentive — the tn&ng\;lu' ﬁherha.l support of a dome across the corner of a square
chamber — is to be found in Byzantine architeotural examples, the most notable of which is, of course, the Church
of Sancta Sophia at Constantinbple (682-7). The germ of the idea oan be traced to the so-called Temple of Minerva
Medica at Rome (A.D. 264). where s olrcular dome is imposed on s decagonal chamber, though the actual pendentives
here are of a very nébalous and tentative form. Sir John Marshall tells me that probably the earliest example «f
the true pendentive ifi T deveioped form is in the Tomb of Galla Plasidsa at Raveuna (c. 440); that the earliest
exahiple in Syria is st the Qasr.ibn-Wardan, » Byzantine building ; and tbet the sarliest Islamio instance of ite use
i at Qasr Amira (712-15). :

\

. Ghori and his brother Ghiyasu-d-din ocour in the 2nd and 4th bands of the inscriptiqi'&
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It is a singularly fortunate circumstance that provides us with an almost The Qutb Minar,

complete history of the Minar from the commencement of its building in 1199
A.D. to its repair in Sikandar Lodi’s reign (15083 A.D.) in the inscriptions! it
bears ; though the ill-advised, if well-intended activities of later restorers have
left their mark upon them, and have resulted in rendering the earliest ones
very largely unintelligible.

Thus we learn (or are able reasonably to infer) that the minar was
commenced by the ‘ Amir, the Commander of the Army, the Glorious, the
Great,” of the Sultan Muizzu-d-din Muhammad Ghori, who eatyied it
(probably) up to the first storey3; when the advent of Altamishé ﬁpon the
scene resulted in three further storeys being superimposed upon it, and

the minar carried to completion.5 Alau-d-din seemingly had no hand in its -

erection,® being intent on outrivalling it in its imposing height by a still more
pretentious minar of his own. BN

The 5th, and final, storey, and probably most of the 4’511,. owe their exist-
ence to Firozshah Tughlaq, who “repaired the minar of Sultan Muizzu-d-din
(Muhammad Ghori), which had been struck by lightning, and raised it higher
than before.”” From this quotation, and from the very noticeable reduction
in the relative height of these last two stages compared to the three lower onés,

not to mention the marked 'change in architectural style® it seems practically .
VA

~ L -
e ' ’ AR
! See Appendix ii (a). ‘ \ Vx
® Ocours in the disturbed inscription in lowest ba.r;d of basement is i i n' ‘
he distur . : storey ; and this identical title again is pre-
fixed to Qutbu.—d-dm Aibak’ snamein the inner insoription over the east gateway of the mosque. (See Appeidix i (I:z).ﬁ
¥ As previously stated in footnote 6 on page 6 supra, the names and titles of B6th Muizzy-d-din Muhammad

B

A : ; on#in this lo
The first mention of Altamish’s name ooours in the lower band of the m‘oﬁm op the 2n
I think, fairly be tak.en to indicate the stage when Altamish took up the work. ¥ fne and 4§ Appesr again
on the ;io;:rwsy of this 2nd storey, where a reference to the * completion ** ’of%lﬁ, it g is . ghver,: though the
sense of this word is not repeated in the 4th storey inscription where agai 18 atory, )y ‘

sente of this word it ot repes oy i p gain (as well as ik the 3rd sto .,” Altazz}ishg.

% On one side of the doorway in the 3rd storey i ‘4 Lhi i ' : - o subert

¥ is recorded :—*“A'his buildin completed e

tendence of...... Muhammad Amir Koh,” |, o s s i ader the enperin:
&% ; ‘spite of Amir Khusru’s assertion ’(ﬁ’arikh-i-Alai, Ew\b‘ &V, 70) that Ahudbdjn ‘ direoted that @
¢W'dasing and cupola should be added to the old one”, tl}ia"wfiz«lg‘was,ahﬁost certainiy never oarried out. From

né
.’?e very significant records of t?lis emperor’s character in Fyguéd-din Barani’s history, an undue altruigm is the
lali} %::H:y t(limb-oould be hooredited to him ; and we may be suke thatthe names and eulogistic titles of his prede.
cessord {of & dynasty alien to his own), which are still extant on the minar 1d boen oat )
new stone casing—to the total exclusion of his own name ! i » womid mot hsv,q - repeated on &
In this connedtion it is of interest to note that thou i i v
gh Amir Khusru outlived the Sultan b some te N
skh-s-Alas onl h . . A y e ten years, his
g’:)n L 4 only records the events of the reign up t0 1310 A.D. The Sultan died in 1315 A. D. (vide E. & D., II1,
The bare record of the name “ Sultan Alavadi® (i.e., Mau-d-din) in Nagari
. . Dl ~d- gari characters, casuall trib
?pparently' bz an anonymous visitor to the minar, that aypeors on a doorway in the third storey [vity;e (;Z:mnn: t;g
in Appendix i (b)] does not affect the argument, and in gtgehore significance than the name of Sultan Muhammad
Shah Tughlaq that appears on the opposite jamb of the sapie: dpogway.
. 'I_‘a@hat-i-l‘irozahah»,. E. and D, 111, 383. Fo¥ Smn *Piroz’s own insoription on the 5th storey of the
minar itself see Appendix ii .(“)' It may be noted that this inscription definitgly records that the damage was d
in the year 1369 A.D., that is, after the minar was seen by Abul Fids. _21,." & . one
* The actual junction of the repair tiyide the staircase at the beginni .
‘ e ve. . . : 4y , ginning of the 4th storey js v lea i
the ongu.ml interior casing .of the minar is'6f Delhi quartzite stone, Firozshah’s repair is done 4 »rfgs:l::'wn?hﬂe
. A%unst blus. hypothesis that the 4th s?orey, as well as the 5th, owes its authorship to Pi¥¥¥hah is the enn;nco
ere of an inson.bed marble band containing the name of Altamish : * Abul Mugafiar BtatBhisha-s-Sultan » (nor

s
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%
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certain that these two upper storeys of Firozshah have repla'ced a single .and
amore happily proportioned stage that originally crowned the minar of Altamish.?
(See Pl. XII and Pl. 17a). . . o

" The last of these earlier recorded repairs is referred to in the inscribed
frieze of the entrance doorway at the foot of the minar, where? we leax:n that
““the minar of his majesty ...... .. Shamsu-d-din........ in the reign c:f Sikandar
Shah (Lodi)........ was repaired ...... in the year 909 H. (.1503 {LD.)..

While on the subject of the repairs executed to the minar, it will be con-
venient to record the attentions of later restorers to which the structure has
been subjectéd within the last one hundred and twenty years. “On the firsy
of August 1803 the old cupola of the Qutb Minar was thrown down and the
whole pillar seriously injured by an earthquake.”? About two years after, the
Governor-General authorised the necessary repairs to be begun, and the -work
was entrusted to Major Robert Smith of the Engineers, who completed it by
the beginning “of the year 1828, at a cost of Rs. 17,000. All .the forms of t'he
monldings were carefully preserved, but the rich ornamehtation omitted (quite
rightly, from an archeeological standpoint, be it said).

As General Cunningham observes,® this part of the work appears to ha've
been done with much patience and skill, and reflects great cre.dlt on Major
Smith as a conservator of ancient monuments. The General’s castigation of the

“ restoration ’ performed by Major Smith up;)n the entragce gateway (Pl. 17c),

Sultani, as in the other inscribed bands, be it noted), which might, at first glance, seem insuperable proof that this

portion is the original work of Altamish, .
i tions :—
Against this assumption, however, are ranged the following objec . o
?l) The essentialpunity of the 4th and 5th storeys in point of architeotural style, and their distinct contrast

with the three lower fluted storeys, which is further markdﬂ by ‘,ml “‘?“‘me of any marble dressings
on these latter. (Pl. 17a). g s B

L P . L.

{2) 'The junotion of the repair, as evidenced inside the stdi!ﬁfp_fw:‘thb'ohange of matemvl at the beginning

ntioned above). ¥ R . ) )

{3) Th:i:l::p:::ni?:letyrg:; of Sultan Firoz’s character i? his dealingd with. thou.a of hlst own fa:lth, a; th:::
his pathetio attempt at intéugedelon with his Deity on behalf of his erring p?, rox:1 u;xi pre e:fe of.
Muhsmmad Tughlaq (vids hikgathuhati-Firozshahi« @, and D 111, 3852’]-1 and his prt;cec;oe
including in the weekly ida thé names of his predece ,.w_hmh « had fallen into neg ,?d
oblivion”, on the throne of Delhi along with his own name. (sbidem 376). ) o m

To a man of his nature, however énomalous it may seem with his times, the restoration ?’f the recorq ol

mish’s name with the full title of Sultan (as distinct from Slav.e of the Sultan »’ as-Sulians) on at

portion of the work which in the original must be accredited to him, may wel_l have seemed th.e n;,w

act of justice ; to * Render unto Cwmsar the things that are Cmsar's.” And n'l support of this ¢! eolll'y

there exists in the red-stone facing on this 4th storey, below the above-mentioned marble band, the

record of Firozshah’s name insoribed in small Nagars characters. . ,

1As Cunningham remarks:—* Of the existing 379 steps, 3 belong to Major Sn;ith :h ouf.ola, :fni b::ll

to the upper storey of 22’ 4,” which leaves 339 steps to the four lower storeys. nto :, ak:x:le o

Fidn (1330 A.D.) therd must consequently have been. 21 steps aPove the fourth storey o maxe ;2 o

of 360 steps. These would be equal to 13 feet in height, making th-e total helg.ht ul: hia time 228 ¥ O

9’ 4" less than at present (238’ 1%) (vide A. 8. R,, I,195n).” This agrees with t e.% ment of Fisox-

sheh quoted above. It may be noticed that a Nagari inscription on the 3rd storeyD(l bmt m; da,mage?

pendix ii () records that the minar was also struck by lightning in the year 1326 A - n 20 duniage :'
mentioned as calling for repair. It is to be inferred therefore that the minar suffered no serious injury

sion, ard that it was substantially intact when Abul Fida saw it in 1330 A. D.

SAS.R, 1, 199,
2 Jbidem.
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and his. inference from the latter’s report! ““that the whole ‘of the entrance
doorway is Smith’s own design, a conclusion which has already been drawn by
Mr. Fergusson, who denounces the work as being in the true style of Strawberry
Hill Gothic ”” are however, very much beside the mark, as both Cunningham
and = Fergusson would have. realised had they been acquainted with the
existence in Cairo of kanguras, of the same somewhat unusual stepped shape
28 crown this doorway, at the tomb of the Sultan Kalaun (dated 1284 A.D.)?2
and again. at the mosque of Al Azhar there, which feature M. Saladin would
date from the year 1208 A.D3 The strictures applied to this gateway are
all the more remarkable in view of the fact that the same original kanguras
(in which the “Strawberry Hill” allusion centres) exist .again on the 2nd
storey opening of the Qutb minar itselt, which should have been apparent to
their critics. One of the inscribed slabs over the entrance doorway has, it
is true, been replaced in its wrong order by the restorer, but, -as is apparent
through a close scrutiny of the work, all the masonry above the architrave :
kanguras, cornice, inscribed frieze, and flat architrave alike (with the excep-
tion of the centre stone of the last, and a plain narrow band immediately
beneath the frieze) is patently composed of the old original weather-worn
stones. The actual mew work is readily ~distinguishable and is canfined
to the masonry below the architrave, as indicated by the “hatching” in the
sketch in Pl. XV. It . certainly is open to stringent criticism, as are, indeed, the
“ Gothic ” balcony mmngs? and e irritating Bengali ” chattri, now happily
deposed. But I think it due alike to the repairer and to the modemn student
of Indo-Saracenic architecture to expose the fallacy of the eriticism levelled
at this doorway, which, originating in the authoritative dictum ‘of Fergusson,
has obtained currency for the last fifty years. '

The two separate mifags “believed still to be standing in Ghazni provide
us at once with both the*iﬂmbdmte prototype of the Qutb Minar and an
early instance of the custom ‘Amonf the Muhammadans of erecting such’ columns
in the embellishment of their cities. The ulti,r%a;ta origih of these towers is
probably to be found in suc % Bassanian  str _,f"s[as the towers of Jur and
Fivozabad ¢ (see sketches in " PI. XVI) in Pefsig, ’lsﬁe_ Chaldean ziggurat obser-
vatories, as at Khorsabad—and the Tower of Babels It is noteworthy
that the external helicoidal ramp ascending these Sassanian towers is repeated
again by the Muhammadans in the square- minar attached to the mosque of
Ibn Tulun,® at Cairo, which, though a latex restoration, was modelled on the

! Major Smith’s actual words were :—* The former rude and fractured entrance door of the bage of the colum n
(was) repaired, and improved with new mouldings, frieze, and repair of the inseription tablet ” (A.S.R., I, 199).

* Vide Saladin’s B’ Architecture 1 Manuel d'art M ussalman, 1, 112. The Prototype of all these examples ig
to be found in Sassanian architectural features; and an illustration of the use of almost idenfically shaped

kanguras is forthooming in the decoration of thesilver Sassanian dish reproduced in Miss Bell's Palace and Mosqus
of Ukhadir (P). 80). )

3 ibidem, pp. 86-87. Sir John Marshall tells me that thes
architecture and are to be seen on many other buildings,

¢ The tower at Firozabad is ascribed to Ardeshir (227-40 A.D.) the founder of the Sassanid dynasty. (Vide
L’ Histoire de U’ Ars dans U antiquite ) Perrot et Chipiez, Tome V, p- 649 et 2eq.; and Benjamin’s Persia )

5 Saladin’s L’ Architecture, I, 3. 24, . . "

4 didem. p, 8),

e kanguras are a very common feature in Egyptian
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original ont (dating from c¢. 990 A.D.) it has replaced ; and this, in its turn,
was copied from the minaret of the mosque at Samarra, near Baghdad, founded
by the Khalifa Wathik ibn Motassim in 842 A.D., as is recorded by Makrisi.!

The alternate rounded and angular fluting that is such an attractive
feature of the Qutb minar is undoubtedly a development of the polygonal
outline of the Ghazni example ; the connection of this feature with any Hindu
or Jaina parallels is, I think, too fortuitous to be in any degree probable.?

Compared with that of the mosque, the decoration of the Minar is consist-
ently Saracenic in character from base to top; though the somewhat hybrid
style of Firozshah’s later additions is noticeably distinct. Features of typically
Hindu origin are practically non-existent, and only appear as narrow string-
courses edging the inscribed bands,® and as two minor members of the
projecting balconies (see Plate XIII), the remaining ornament being distinct-
ively Saracenic in character. :

The wide encircling bands inscribed with Naskh lettering afford a delicate
relief to the plain fluted masonry of the great shaft, and are indeed a happy
incident of the design; but perhaps the most interesting and effective features
are the boldly projecting balconies at every stage, supported on an early type
of the “stalactite” corbelling 4 that is such a ubiversally characteristic and
attractive feature of Saracenic architectural decora,tion,f;,;mommon alike to the
Qutb® in India and the Al Hambra in Spain. S

In seeking to trace the origin and evolution of this alluringly decorative
form, it is indeed unfortunate that no record is available of the architecture
of the cultured.Sgmdinid dynasty,® which ruled the country about the Oxus in
Northern Persia through the last quarter of the 9th Century to the close of

1 gbidem, p. 91. ' , _

2 The only example of a temple sikhara of analogoue plan I am aware of is the Chalukyan temple of ** Dodda
basappa ** at Dambal in the Dharwar District of the Bombay Pregidency (Pl. 18b). .

The external corner towers of the Adhai-din-ka-Jhompra Mosque at Ajmir (Pl. 19d) with their alternatively
angular and rounded facets are undoubtedly as Islamic in origin as are the two small minarets surmounting the
eontre bay of its great frontal screen, which also are decorated with similar facets. \

3 The laboured endeavours of certain writers to find in the flatness of these bands a definite reason for assuming
the previous existence in this position of sculptured Hindu images, and the consequent Hindu origin of the minar,
are not to be taken seriously. I have carefully examined the relief of these inseribed bands, and can state definitely
that in each case the extreme projection of the Arabic lettering and the geometrically carved margins of the bands
are in a single plane. This is very apparent if one studies the outline of the minar at dusk, silhonetted against the
sky. This uniformity of surface relief is, of course, a universally characteristic feature of Saracenic architectural
decoration, and without doubt originated in the undercut surface ornament of Byzantium. It in no way supporta
the contention that, in the Qutb Minar, it has replaced bands of sculptured Hindu images, of the previous existence
of which no particle of evidence exists.

¢ It is of interest to note that in certain of the small ventilation slits up the staircase in the lowest storey of
the Minar is incised in the jambs the outline of the original masons’ full-size ** setting-out  of the ** stalactites.”

8 After th® Qutb Minar, however, it is curiously abandoned throughout the Pathan period, but appesrs again
in the wake of the Mughals in the 16th Century (PL. 17). . ,

¢The Samanid dynasty (874 A.D.—099 A.D.) whose sovereignty eventually extended over Transoxiana and
Persia, was founded by Sdmain, & Persian noble of Balkh, who renounced Zoroastrianism and embraced Islam early
in the 8th Century A.D. His four grandsons distinguished themeselves in the service of the Khaiif Mamun and were
rewarded with the provincial governments of Samarkand, Farghana (afterwards Babar’s little kingdom), Shash,
and Herat. Under Ismail of this dynasty, the Ssmanid kingdom extended frqm the Great Desert to the Persian Gulf,
and from India to near Baghdad. Its power was most firmly established in Transoxiana, where Bukhars and Samar-
kaud became the centres of civilization, learning, art and soholarship for a large part of the Muhammadan world,
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the 10th; for from this were primarily derived the subsequent architectural and
artistic glories of the Ghazni of *'Mahmud the Great,” a city of *the first rank
among the many stately cities of the Caliphate.” Sagsanid remains of
the 5th and 6th Centuries,® and the architectural relics of the earlier Arabian
Khalifates that they inspired,® furnish the undoubted origins of the parent
Saracenic style; but between the 10th and 13th centuries there is g hiatus,
a8 far as the evolution of the style brought by Muhammad Ghori into India
18 concerned, and we can only deplore for all time the ruthless vandalism of
the Ghori incendiary Alau-d-din Husain Jahan-soz (world-burner), whose sack
and total destruction of Ghazni in 1155 A.D. (which, it is illuminating to
remember, took place only 67 years before the buildings at the Qutb were com-
menced) thus deprives us of another most ix'nportant link in the chain.s
Contemporary examples of Saracenic monuments are, however, left to us
in Egy@; and at the mosque of Al Akmar at Cairo is what M. Saladin® con.
siders to be the earliest dated example of “ stalactite corbelling decoration
extant, the date of which is definitely recorded as 1155 A.D. The stalactites
in this early example are, it is noteworthy, fully developed in form, and their
existence, I venture to think, at once disposes of the theory, expounded origin-

“ally by Cunningham,? thidt this essentially Saracenic feature as it appears at

the Qutb derives its origin’ from the honeycomb enrichments of shallow Hindu
domes (¢f. the reconstructed Hindu domes at the Qutb, and the 11th Century
Dilwara (Jaina) temples at Mount Abu, Rajputana ; see Pl. 95, 184q).

It is from Islamic centres beyond , India that this stalactite decoration
comes. The unifying influences at work on the development of Saracenic art

In the later reigns, power fell more and more into the hands of the Turki slaves employed in the Court; and one
of them, Alptigin, founded the Ghaznavides (994 A.D.), which succeeded to the Samanid territory south of the
Oxus (vide Lane-Poole’s Muhammadan Dynaaties, p- 131). '
* Lane-Poole’s Mediaeval India, p. 32.
% ¢g.(1) The bridge of Dizful over the Karun (Persia) built by Vaharan V (the * Wild Ass **) 420-440 A.D
(vide Benjamin’s Persia, p. 210 (Fisher Unwin), Saladin’s L’ Architecture, I, p. 31). o
(2) The palace at Ctesiphon (Tag-i-Keass) of Chosroes I (Anurshirwan) o. 540.588 A.D. vide Benjamin’s Persia,
P- 227 ¢f seq., and Saladin, T, p. 324 (see also Plate no. XVI). ’
%¢g. Haruna-r-Raschid’s palace at ‘Rakks in Syria, near Damascus, built in 790 A.D. (vide Saladin,
823, 433) (see also PL, XVI). ' ‘ ’

¢ * Of all the noble buildings with which the kings had enriched their stately capital hardly s stone was left to
tell of its grandeur” (Lane-Poole's Medigeval I ndia, p. 47). The only remains of Mahmud’s Ghaznr that are recorded
to exist relatively intact, I believe, are his own tomb, & Jami masjid, and two 8eparate minars or
and of these no adequate description is available (vide Fergusson’s History of Indian Architecture 11, 193).

L pp.

El. 20). i
& L' drchitecture + Manuel d'art Mysalman, 1 PP. 95, 103. Other contempors, i i

‘ ' X an, 1, pp. 95, . Ty examples of this decorative
feature ocour in :—(a) the G?te of Chilla, in Sedrata, Algiers (1178-84 A.D. . (8) the Palace of the Zixa, :t
Palermo (1154 A.D.), and (¢) in the mimbar of the mosque of Al Aksar, at Jerusalem, brought from Alepp(: b
Saladin on his restoration of the mosque in 1187 A.D. (ibidem, Pp. 23F, 237 and 62). y

In each of the above exanrples geographically widely separated, the stalactites * are fully 4 ’
) s . eveloped,
must have been current for hundreds of years even then. M. Saladin, it is intaresting to now): identiﬁl:dtl::ig

. origin with the horn-like projestions of briok in the tombs at Rei, near Teheran, in Pemia {785 AD),and in the

Fower st Bostam, near Veramin (sbidem, p 317)
* AR ’gp- 190'
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are at once realised when one remembers the custom of yearly pilgrimage to
Makka, which brought its devotees from every Muhammadan country, and
provided unbounded opportunities on the long and tedious journey for inter-
change of ideas and discussion of technical practices among the professions
and crafts ! throughout the Islamic world; the members of which, as yet do
those of 20th century London, would instinctively congregate in occupational
groups, impelled by a common human interest. And this dissemination of
cultural ideas was again greatly fostered by the potent ties of trade and com-
merce between the several countries held in the common bond of Islam. '

Viewed in this aspect, it is not difficult to understand the universal affinity
of Saracenic architecture; a character yet compatible with the separate and
distinctive evolution of its variant local styles. /

A sketch, to a large scale, drawn with the aid of binoculars from the
roof of the Alai Darwaza, shewing the details of the  stalactites’ of ghe first
storey balcony, appears in Plate XIII. The stepped kanguras indicated in this
sketch in place of the present * quasi-Gothic” railing of Major Smith are a
conjectural restoration, based on the original kanguras existing over the doorways
in the basement and first storeys of the minar. The probability that such
battlements did exist originally in this position is supported by such evidence
as 1s forthcoming from the indifferently drawn ' illustrations of the minar

1 M. Saladin puts this very cogently in the following passage :—*‘ Le pélerinagé annuel de la Mecque, obliga-

toire pour tout bon mussalman, mettait en contact, au époques de paix, des gens de tout pays. Par une affinité
* naturelle, les gens de méme métier se réunissaient de préférence entre eux et réagissaient les uns sur les autres. Lo
- voyage de la Mecque était long et onereux pour les artisans de pays extrémes, et les plus pauvres devaient
g’arréter et travailler le long du chemin afin de se procurer les ressources nécessaires. Pendant les séjours plus ou
mioins Jongs qu’ils faisaient dans les villes, les plus intelligents d’entre eux pouvaient apprendre lee procddée de
construction, les tours de main. Ils voyaient des modéles nouveaux cherchaient a les imiter lorsqu’ils rev enaient
chez eux. Ainsi faisaient jadis chez nous les Compagnons du Tour de France ™ * (L’ Architecture t Manuel d'art
Musalman, I, p. 11), ‘

This consideration will also go far to explain the markedly individualistic development of Indo-Saracenic
architecture under the Pathan dynasties. Whereas from Ghazni, Samarkand, or Khorasan-the route to Makka
and the Hajjaz lay overland through Iraq and viz Baghdad, whence a regular Pilgrims’ Way was laid out and main-
tained by the Abbassid Khalif Mehdi {775-85 A.D. : vide Gilman’s ** Saracens > p. 361), lined with wells, sarais
and distance stones (¢f. the Indian kos minars), the journey from India itself entailed for the subsequent Pathan
settlers a segregated voyage by boat from the ports of Gujarat direct to Jedda in the Red Sea, which brought them
within some 60 miles of Makka itself, and thus very considerably curtailed their opportunities of intercourse en
route with pilgrims from other Muhammadan countries. It is true that there was an altemative route by land
open to the Indian pilgrim via the coast of Sindh and Makran and along the Persian Gulf ; but there is no ques-
tion as to which would entail the less hardship to the traveller, and which in consequence would be the more
largely followed. Itis of interest to note that Indian Muhammadan pilgrims of the present day a- e still transported
by boat to Jedda under the arrangements made by Government with Messrs. Thomas Cook, of ** Tourist ** fame.
For early records of sea-traffic between India and Arabia, see Lane-Poole’s Medigeval India, p. 5; E. and D.,
I, p. 2, Salsilatu-Tarikh (851 A. D.); pp. 61, 67, Albaruni (790 A.D.); pp. 77, 84, 87, 89, Al Idrisi ;
pp. 1146-8, Al Biladuri; p. 288, Tarikhi-Tahiri (1591 A.D.); Appendix vol. I, pp. 415, 444, 447,
539; Vol. IV, pp. 95-6, 98, Abdur-Razzak (1441 A. D.); p. 298, Musakhi.Jahanara (1567 A.ﬁ.) 3 Vol.,
V, p. 264, Tadakati-Akbari; Vol. VII, p. 350, Khafi Khan; and Manucol's Storic do Mogor, vol. III,
Pp- 276, 488.

With the advent of the Mughals the Persian influence revives, and the stalacyip string-courses and other Sara-
cenic elements of the Tomb of Timur, at Samarkand, make their appearance again in the architecture of his descend.
ants in India, the * Great Moguls.” Stalactite decoration is first to be. seen again ornamenting the hollow string.
moufding at the springing of the dome of Humayun’s Tomb at Delhi (c. 1556-72; PL 17b), built by his queen

Hamida Banu (Hajji) Begam, daughter of his brother Hindal’s shaikh, *“a Sayyid of the Prophet’s race " ‘the
Koreishites).
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published about the beginning of the nineteenth century,! valueless though these
drawings are as accurate records (see Pl. 21). )

The illustrations in Plate XII afford a comparison of the minar as I
conjecture it te have been completed by Altamish (see page 19 supra) with
the present minar as repaired by Firozshah Tughlaq, who “raised it higher
than before.” The authentticity of the crowning chattri of the former rests
frankly on nothing more definite than that which may exist in a certain pro-
priety of design; for no contemporary example of such feature now remains to
us. In the case of the chattri indicated on the minar as repaired by Firozshah,
however, there need be little mystery, notwithstanding the provocative
“ broken harps ”’? and other nebulous features appearing in the mis-shapen
travesties of the structure perpetrated by folk who had the opportunity of
seeing the minar when a worthy record of its distinctive features would have
been so valuable to latter-day comers in the field. Chattris of Firozshah’s
period are fortunately left to us at the tomb of Khan-i-Jahan Tilangani, the Khirk;j
Masjid and other buildings in Delhi (see Pl. 224 and b) and give at once a clear
indication of the type of cupola that crowned the minar in the 14th Century
A.D.; and from these the chatiri shewn in the illustration has been adapted.3

The Tomb or Inam Zamin (Pl. 22¢), situated immediately to the east of the
Alai Gateway (through which it is approached) is a much later structure, dating
from the time of the Mughal emperor Humayun.4 The tomb has no integral
connection with the Qutb group,® and its extreme proximity to it is probably
to be explained by the supposition that Inam Zamin (otherwise Inam Muham-
mad Ali), “a member of the Chistia sect, a Sayyid descended from Hassan
and Hussain,” who is said to have come to Delhi from Turkestan ip Sikandar
Lodi’s reign, held some office of importance in the mosque.

! Ensign Blunt’s account, Asiatic Researches of Bengal, IV : 324, (1794 AD.);
Ancient and Modern India (18056 A.D.). Both the above illustrate kanguras of a erud
does also another early drawing of the minar exhibited in the Delhi Museum (Cat. no. J. 51). The Museum
drawing shows six storeys instead of five! An Indian drawing exhibited in the South Kensington Mﬁseum
(a photographic reproduction of which was very kindly given to me by Mr. Griessen, Arboricultural Superintendent,
Delhi) shews the minar standing on a high wide chabutra measuring some three times the diameter of the minar
base in width, and almost equalling it in height. From the style of the drawing, it would appear to have been made
within the last fifty years or so. Smith’s chattrs is significantly missing, and the decoration applied to the chatwtra
is typical of the Late Mughal period ; while it would be impossible to accommodate a base of its size in the limited
area of the actualsite. SoIthink it may be stated with little doubt that this chabutra cannot claim to be an authen-
tic feature (though one of & more modest size might conceivably exist beneath the present made-up ground level),

but owes its appearance in the drawing to the accommodating conscience of the draughtsman, who thought a
chabutrs would add to the effect of his picture.

2A.S.R., 1, 198

3 Erratum. The chatiri indicated in the drawing of the minar as repaired by Firozshah (Pi. XII) has Been
adapted from t'hose existjlng on the Qadam Sharif walls at Delhi ; which, until Sir John Marshall informed me
otherwise, I understood to be of Firozshah’s time. This information caine to me too late to allow of the plates
being altered ; and the reader j sked to imagine a chattri of the circular solid pepperpot.” type (cf. Plate 22b)
‘surmounting Firozshah'’s re)air, 1 place of the open-columned chatiri I have shewn,

¢ See Appendix ii(s) for Inscription, which bears the date 044 H. (1537-8 A.D.).

® For this reason it is 0 mitted from the Perspective reconstruction illustrated in P, X, which is intended to
represent the appearance of the monument in the time of Alau-d-din Khalji.

Blagden’s Brief History of
e form on the balconies, as

Tomb of Inam
Zaauu,
o
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The tomb is a simple structure some 24 feet square in plan, surmounted
by a dome rising from an octagonal drum, decorated with a double row of
kanguras and with' a treatment of marble panelling above the chkajja. The
spaces between the twelve square pilasters supporting the superstructure are
infilled with a geometrical jali of red sandstone in all but the centre bays of
the west and south sides, which contain respectively a mihrab and an entrance
doorway, both wrought in marble. Over the latter is an inscription in well-
formed Naskh characters, a translation of which appears in the Appendix ii(a).
Marble is again used in the cenotaph and as a decorative relief in the interior,
the radiating ribs of this material in the sandstone dome being a feature of
interest. The whole structure of sandstone was. originally covered with finely
polished stucco, of which a considerable portion is still extant.

Of the remaining buildings within the Qutb area little requires to be said.
They have no arghwmological connection with the original monument.

There are #he remains of a Late Mughal serai, through the east entrance
archway of whick “the visitor enters the Qutb enclosure. The greater portion of
the southern half“of this structure, which was very dilapidated, has been dis-
mantled to open up a symmetrical approach to the Qutb mosque area proper.

To the immediate north of this serai are the dilapidated remains of a
Late Mughal garden containing the ruins of some graves in the centre, and
of a mosque in the west wall. These remains have also been latterly conserved
and the grounds laid out.

The “ Bengali ”’ chattrs of red sandstone, now situated to the south-east of the
mosque, formerly crowned the Minar, on which it was erected by Major Smith
in 1828 to replace the fallen chattri of Firozshah Tughlaq. It was removed
at the instance of the Viceroy, Lord Hardinge, in 1848, to whom its distressing
incongruity with the architecture of the Minar was “apparent, and placed on
a mound within the actual enclosure of Alau-d-din’s extension of the original
mosque, whence it was removed to its present position in 1914.

' J. A. PAGE.
Mruravri, DELHI,
March 2920.
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APPENDICES.

APPENDIX I.

Hixnu DYNASTY.
The Chohans of Sambhar, Ajmir, and Delhi.

(1) Samantaraja.
(2) Jayaraja, son of (1).
(3) Vigraharaja I, son of (2). »
(4) Chandraraja I, son of (3).
(6) Gopendraraja, son of (3).
(6) Durlabha I, son of (4).
(7) Chandraja 11, son of (6).
(8) Govaka, son of (7).
(9N Chandana, son of (8).
A.D. (10) Vakpati I, son of (9).
950 (11) Simharaja, son of (10).
974 (12) Vigraharaja II, son of (11).
(13) Durlabha II, son of (11).
(14) Govinda, son of (13).
'(15) Vakpati II, son of (14).
1030 (18) Viryarama, son of (15).
1085 (17) Durlabha III, son of (16).
(18) Vigraharaja III; son of (16).
(19) Prithviraja I, son of (18).
1130 (20) Ajayaraja or Salhana, son of (19).
150 (21) Arnoraja,-son of (20).
(22) Vigraharaja IV, son of (21). Con-
quered Delhi from the Tomaras,
66 (23) Prithivibhata, son of an unnamed
son of (21).
(24) Somesvara, son of (21) by Kanchan-
adevi of Guzerat.
1170 (25) Prithviraja II, son of (24).

.

MuBAMMADAN DYNASTIES.
Ghaznivides,

976 Sabuktagin.
997 Isma’il.

998 Mahmud.
1030 Muhammad.
1030 Mas'ud I.

- 1040 Maudud. .
1048 Mas'ud II. L
11048 Ali. A

1049 Abda-r-Rashid, * '

1052 Tugril (usurper).

1052 ‘Farukhzad. '
1059 Ibrahim.

1099 Mas’ud III.

1114 Sherzad.

1115 Arslan Shah.
1118 Bahram Shah.
1152 Khusru Shah.

1160 } Kliusrn Malik.

1186
. Ghorrs,
—— Qutbu-d-din.

- 1148 Saifu-d-din Suri.

1149 Alau-d-din Husain Jahan-soz,

1161 Saifu-d-din Muhammead.

1163 Ghiyasu-d-din ibn Sam.

1174 Muizzu-d-din Muhammad Ghori (con-
quered Hindustan 1175 ff ; succeeded
Ghiyasu-d-din at Ghor 1201-6),

-

KINGS of DELHI.

(4) Slave Kings.

1206 Quthu-d-din Aibak.

. 1210 Aram. ‘
1210 Shamsu-d-din Altamish.
1236 Ruknu-d-din Firez 1.
1236 Raziydtu-d-din.

1240 Muizzu-d-din Balnaro

1242 Alau-d-din Mas’ad.

1246 Nasiru-d-din Mahmud,

1266 Ghiyasu d-din Balban. ‘ .
1287 Muizzu-d-din Kaikubad.



(18) Khiljis.

1290 Jalalu-d-din Firoz I1.
1296 Ruknu-d-din Ibrahim.,

1296 Alau-d-din Muhammad.

1316 Shihabu-d-din Omar.
1316 Qutbu-d-din Mubarak.
1321 Nasiru-d-din Khusru,

(742) Tughlags.

1321 Tughlaqg.

1325 Muhammad Tughlaqg.

1351 Firoz III.

1388 Tughlaq 11.

1388 Abu Bakr.

1390 Muhainmad.

1394 Sikandar.

¢ Mahmud.
Nasrat.

1398-9 Invasion of Timur.
1399 Mahmud restored.
1412 (Daulat Khan Lodi).

1394

{iv) Sayyids,

1414 Khizr.

1421 Mubarak.
1433 Muhamnmad,
1443 Alam.
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FINGS of DELHI—contd.

(v) Lodis.

1451 Bahlol.

1488 Sikandar.

1518 Ibrahim.

1526 (Invasion of Babar).

(ve) Suris.

1539 Sher Shah.

1545 Islam Shah.

15562 Muhammad Adil.
1553 Ibrahim Sur.

15564 Sikandar.

1565 (Mughal Conquest).

(i) Mughals.

1526 Babar.

1530 Humayun.

1539 (Deposed by Sher Shak).
1555 (Humayun restored).
1556 Akbar.

1605 Jahangir.

1628 Shah Jahan.

1659 Auranzib Alamgir.

1707 Bahadur. ’ *
1712 Jahandar.

1713 Farukhsiyar.

1719 Muhammad.

1748 (Invasion of Ahmad Shah Daurani).

1748 Ahmad.

1754 Alamgir II, !
1759 Shah Alam.

1806 Muhammad Akbar II.
1837 Bahadur 17,

1857 (Indian Mutiny).
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APPENDIX I (a)
INSCRIPTIONS.*

_ Qutb Mosque (Masjid Quwwatul-Islam).
I On the inner lintel of the eastern gateway.

Enst gateway.
Quran, Sura III, verses 91-2 ; and

’
2 S5 g B g P e il ple et 5 ) e
gt it st e &y o1 edlael sl ool e S Jal Miod el Blcea
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Translation.

“ This fort was conquered and this Jami Masjid was built in (the months of) the year 587
*(1191—2 A.p.) by the Amir, the great and glorious commander of the army, (named) Qutbu-d-
-daulatwa-d-din, the Amiru-l-umara Aibak Sultani, may God strengthen his helpers. The materials
~of 27 temples, on each of which 2,000,000 Deliwals had been spent, were used in (the construc

“tion of) this mosque. May God the great and glorious have mercy on him who should pray for
the faith of the good builder.”

II. In the Arch tympanum of the eastern gateway.

P 5 5 g 8 gy ok et o ol ] et s
\ = . .
- q’]f W(""’ uLmi

N Translation.
“ This mosque was built by Qutbu-d-din Aibak. Ma
:pray for the faith of this good builder.”
III. In the arch tympanum of the north gate.
Quran, Sura X, verse 26 ; and

¥ God have mercy on him who should

AY

North gateway,

phrall bl yol oy Blaall sda e [8la )] ganady il e -

Al ol e e sl i e

‘ Translation.
“In (the moriths of) the year [5] 02

(1197 o.p.) this building was erected by the high order
-of the exalted Sultan Muizzu-d-

dunyawa-d-din Muhammad-ibn-Sam, the helper of the prince

of the faithful.”
IV. On the south pier at the foot of the. inscribed band framing the centzal arch of the great The great screen o
~8oreen. ' Albak. .

- &_N) W'!"‘JJ CJ)' ah- IMSJ'U\B o u{J&&“ 'C!)U .

¢ I am indobted principally to Khaa Sahib Zator Hassa, B.A., of the Arohmologis -
ereatlings and English renderings given here. © ologiéal Survey Deptt. for the

F



Altamish’s screen
extension.

Basement storey,

I1st Band, (lowest),

2nd Band.
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Translation.

et eeeans ‘.. date, the 20th of Zil Qada of the year 594.” (1199 A.D.)
V. On the south end pier (east face) of the southern arch of Altamish’s southern extension
of the great 8creen.

- x,‘)_l.L..) U’Jm cé& 1™ )"A: d’ T T

Translation.
L in (the months of) the year 627.” (1229 A.D.)
VI. On a pillar in Aibak’s prayer chamber. . R

q)la.l!u,yldgg,l.éi sanl] Ealy3 b
Translation.,

‘ Under the supervision (mutavalliship) of the slave Fazl ibn Abil Ma’ali.”’

, The Qutb Minar.
Inscriptions on the basement storey. Lowest band :—
The arrangement of the inscribed slabs in this band has been disturbed by anilliterate restorer
who has replaced them in an altogether arbitrary manner. The inscription largely consists of
Quranic quotations, the only words of historic importance that can be read being:—

) Jad) Hind) aedt
Translation.

1¢ The Amir, the commander of the army, the glorious, the great.” .
These titles apparently refer to Qutbu-d-din Aibak (1206-1210 A.p.), but his name does

not seem to be visible anywhere.
2nd band.

ol alhan ol bbbl Joel 5%y ) o yr e 2By Ll
w.gﬁil.s”'}u, ‘UlJB . o/ . 0 -.- e & e \-'J!‘.a") J“"‘ h‘t‘.’ Q}ébx"‘J') J]L‘,‘ e o e & o @8 o
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= = My / o~

silale 5 she Wald do 2 oax jibael) ) SR joikel (el & al)) Bl e 5 o) EINes
C e e e el eagdl e Botyadly sk e sa 0] B Y G0 ) J

Translation.

PP ....necks of the people, master of the kings of Arabia and Persia, the most
just of the sultans in the world, MUIZZU-D-DUNYAWA-D-DINa s o s e e « o o o o o - o . the kings and sultans,

1Vide Epigraphis Indo-Moslemica, 1911-12, p. 16. Dr. . Horovits, Ph.D.
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the propagator of justice and kindness................ the shadow of God in east and west,
the shepherd of the servants of God, the defender of the countries of God.......... The firm....
...... sky, victorious against the enemies,................the glory of the magnificent nation,
-the sky of merits..........0...n the sultan of land and sea, the guard of the kingdoms of the
-world, the proclaimer of the word of God, which is the highest, and the second Alexander, (named)
ABUL MuzArrar MueamMMAD IBN SaM, may God perpetuate his kingdom and rule. And Allah
is high, besides whom there is no God, who knows what is hidden and what is revealed. He is

compagsionate and merciful........ eed’ , +nd Band
3rd band.—Quran, Sura XLVIII, verses 1—6. . e
4th band. . ‘ ) , 4th Band.

w.g,l;ll..ll Jlkw pmally el ey ‘;ﬂ’l b, L. rlésl'l tedeld s \._,lial..Jl ]
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Translation.

“ The greatest sultan, the most exalted emperor, the lord (mélik) of the necks of the people,
the master of the kings of Arabia and Persia, the sultan of the sultans of the world,* GuIvAsU-D-
DUNYAWA-D-DIN, who rendered Islam and the Muslims powerful, the reviver of justice in the
worlds, the grandeur of the victorious government,................ of the magnificent, the
pright blaze of the Khilafat, the propagator of kindness and mercy amongst created beings,
the shadow of God in east and west, the defender of the countries of God, the shepherd of the
servants of God, the guard of the kingdoms of the world, and the proclaimer of the word of God,

which is the highest, Abu............tbn Sam, an ally of Amiru-l-muminin (the prince of the
faithful), may God illumine his proofs.”
5th band.—Quran, Sura LIX, verses 22 and 23 and attributes of God. . 5th Band,
6th band.—Quran, Sura II, verses 255—260. ' 6th Band.
On the entrance doorway :— Entrance doorway:

a)u.db&gwlddwluﬁg 5 ol s Uy o he g tale Al il B

de Jlg ot e jolke lally cbnall Bl Jlale o ope 0 j5f3e 0l 0y 08 kD
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1
3

Z‘ranslaiion.

~ “The Prophet, on whom be God’s blessing and peace said : ‘He who builds a8 mosque for
God, God will build for him a similar house in paradise.” The fabric of the minar of his majesty
¢he king of kings Sl?nmau-d-dunyawa-d-din,’ who has received God’s pardon and forgiveness,
(the deceased) may his grave be purified, and may paradise be his resting place, was ihjlired.

! Brother of Muizzu.d-din § i 3
» Altamish, o0 in previous inscription.

P2
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In the reign of the great, the illustrious and exalted king, (named) SIKANDAR Smag,' the son

of BAHLOL SHAH SULTAN, may God perpetuate his kingdom and reign, and exalt his power and.

prestige, and under the superintendence of Khanzadah Fath Khan, the son of Masnad-i-Ali

Khawas Khar.......... Tae cracks were filled in and the upper stories were repaired on the.

first day of Rabia II in the year 909 (23rd September 1503 A.D.).”
Immediately to the right of the doorway.

Aidjgujhdlﬁl\}.éil)wugl e e e e e

Translation.

e ttreserna ...of this Minarah was Fazl Abul Maali.?” '
Second storey. Jnscriptions on the 2nd storey :—

Lower Band, Lower band. .

Pl B sty el Sple SRR cal) L) e by al2igs pBed) el
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Translation.

* The most exalted sultan, the great emperor, the lord of the necks of the people, the pride -

of the kings of Arabia and Persia, the shadow of God in the world, SHAMBU-D-DUNYAWA-D-DIN,

the help of Islam and the Muslims, the crown of kings and sultans,................ in the worlds,

the grandeur of the victorious government, the majesty of the shining religion, helped from the -
heavens, victorious over his enemies, the bright meteor of the sky of the Khilafat, the propagator.
of justice and kindness, the guard of the kingdoms of the world and the proclaimer of the word.

of the High God, (named) ABUL MuzAFFAR ILTUTMISHA-8-8ULTANI,? the helper of the prince

of the faithful, may God perpetuate his kingdom and rule and increase his power and rank.”

Upper Band. ’ Upper band.—Quran, Sura XIV, verses 20—30 ; and Sura LXII, verses 9—10,
Doorway. On the doorway. .

shad phidll (R pally Gl med stemll e oyyedt EUL Bleal) 3a A ol
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Translation.

- *“ The complesion ‘of this building Was commanded by the king, who is helped from the-
heavens, (named) Smusu L-HAQWA-D-DIN IrTuTMISHA-L-QUTEL* the .helper of the prince of the-

faithful.”
Inscriptions on the 3rd storey.

bl mally Goall e Sy oal) oy e el stadals Jhn] ko
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Third storey.

1 Lodi,

! The same tisme is recorded on a column in Aibak’s prayer chamber.
? Shamsu.d-din Altamish * as-Sultani”: slave of the Sultan Aibak,

¢ 41 Quthi+ “of the Sultan Qutbu-d-din ”, the inference being * slave * of, aa above,
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Translation.

“ The great sultan, the most exalted emperor, the lord (malik) of the necks of the ‘people,
the master of the kings of Arabia and Persia, the king of kings in the world, the protector of the
lands of God the helper........ Khalifa of God............ of Islam and the Muslims, the
help of the kings and sultans, the defender of the lands of God, the shepherd of the servants
of God, the right hand of the Khilafat, and the promulgator of justice and kindness, (damed)
ABUL Muzarrar ILTUTMISHA-8-SULTANI, the helper of the prince of the faithful, may God per-
petuate his kingdom and rule, and increase his power and rank.”
On the doorway. Doorway.

o)l o d-‘)b}l ‘.sm!l) u).qu JJLA Als 41’] uli Lo rla:ﬂal....\'m ‘Jénd! anJ...JI
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Translation.

* The gréat sultan, the most exalted emperor, the lord (malik) of the necks of the people
who vies with the kings of Arabia and Persia, helped from the heavens, victorious over his enexmies,
the sultan of the earth of God, the protector of the lands of God, the helper of the servants of
God, the preserver of the kingdoms of the world, the proclaimer of the word of the High God,
the splendour of the victorious rule, the administration of the refulgent religion, (named) Sausv-
D-DUNYAWA-D-DIN, the help of Islam and the Muslims, the shadow of God in the world, the crown
of the sovereignty and the people, the source of justice and mercy, the king of the kings of the
empire and religion, the right hand of the Khalifa ‘of God, the helper of the prince of the faithful.”

On one side of the door.

1S paal Gext Lded) and) wigyd 6 Blea)) ade S

B Translation.

* This building was completeﬂ under the superintendence of the slave, the sinner (named)
Muhammad Antir Koh.”
Inscriptions on the 4th storey. J Fourth storey..

Ty o by Sl ) slaialz e faloll Dyall () b Blonl) sdep o
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Translation. ,
“ (The erection of) this building was ordered during the reign of the most exalted sulan,

the great emperor, the lord of the necks of the people, the master of the kings of Turkistan,
Arabia and Persis, SHAMSU-D-DUNYAWA-D-DIN, who renders Islam and the Muslims powerfw

¥



Fifth storey,
Doorway.

East Facade,
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who affords security and protection, the heir of the kingdom of Solomon, (named) ABuL MuzAFFAR
IuruTMISHA-S-SULTAN,! vhe helper of the prince of the faithful.”
Inscription on the fifth storey.
On the doorway.

iy Yy Gl op alb e MR Gp sl Blaae; gamie die el e g0
g ) e ] e G g0 ales ded blialy 1y e ) Bl jy e wts
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Translation.

“The Minar was injured by lightning in (the months of) the year 770 (1369 A.n.). By
the Divine grace Fmroz SULTAN, who is exalted by the favour of the Most Holy, built this portion
of the edifice (muqédm) with care. May the inscrutable Creator preserve it from all calamities.”

| Alai Darwaza.

The greater part of the inscriptions on the east, west and south archways is obliterated, and
the reading thereof given below is based on the facsimiles to be found at the end of Asaru-s-sana-
did (Ed. Cawnpore; 1904, pp. 42-7, inscriptions Nos. 15, 16 and 17).

I.—On the marble architrave framing the eastern archway.

SR wlles @l wdiale o y0 0 waie wilas ol oLl Ayt aady b ol
S ol L Sl Mg leal )iy Joe Skt L85 10 5 ud s bl
wlda O J,ptc eslolae wylae J{.-' C.’l) wlelb valie !..)LM USL" rKal)(ﬂ gr" '.L.l)')up uju

I"\# UA..”); }VE‘ %'ﬁnﬁ’ )},‘,*) . . . . . v‘hl“' Cb . . h';—u.‘_b" )onnl:'

eolye mlel pu8 el glie sl sl pshy b oL LG ol Bl Odal e e
yler J &he alllOMA déi,c).,jl e faU w ks el gdat...Jl 194 w)au,},, En
yal wnl.iJl o -ﬁ)m; vy u“m SBamall u” rl}s” OBmal a saamy k",,.,..l qdllwlq..
- blanse 5 j2e e oS o

Translation.

“ The erection of this noble edifice and the foundation of this lofty building were undertaken
m the reign and during the kingship of the lord of the kings of the world, the king of Dariushke
splendour, the sultan of perfect ]ustme and abundant benevolence,......the emperor whose com-
mands are universally obeyed, the exalter of ‘the pulpits of Islam, the reviver of the impressions
of the commandments (of God), the founder of the pulpits of mosques, the exalter of the founda-
tion of the'places of worship, the founder of the guiding cities, the destroyer of sinning countries

seeerseens cessitserens O, Ceeene teeratretaarennas and crown of kingdom
............ and the throne of royalty, the exvounder of the laws of holy war, the elucidator
of the arguments of Ijtihad (legal or theological decision), the master of the countries........,.

1 Sulian, as distinct from Sultans. This is one of the points that lead me to assame that this pu-ﬂoul:r“x;.
soription in marble was the work of Firozshah Tughlag on his repairing the minar. (See also note on p. 19 eupra,)

/
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the exalter of the foundation of the arches (mikrabs) and pulpits (mimbars) of Islam, the des-
troyer of the foundation of the places of idol worship, the maker of the rules of charity, the
destroyer of drinking houses, the king, conqueror of countries, the shadow of the mercy of God,
helped by the help of God, (named) ABUL MUZAFFAR MunamMap SvaH,' the king, the right
arm of the Khilafat, the ally of the Amiru-l-muminin (chief of the faithful). may God perpetuate
his kingdom in reward of his building of mosques and continue his rule for ever tor his illuminat-
ing of places of worship, and preserve him in his kingdom and rule as long as the world exists
and this Surah is read : ¢ Praise be unto him who transported His servant by night from the

*sacred mosque (of Makka) to the Masjid-al-Aqsa (temple of Jerusalem)’ 2, on the 15th of Shawwal,

the year 710 (7th March 1311 A.p.).”
On the face of the arch, upper band (marble).
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Translation.

“ By the order of the chosen of the merciful God, the master of the countries of the world,
the Solomon-like king, great in the world and in faith, the consoler of Islam and the Muslims,
the bestower of honour on kings and princes, the founder of a charitable building......... ceaen
atheists, the exalter of the foundation of the arch (mikrad) and pulplt (mimbar), (named) ABUL
MUZAFFAR MUHAMMAD SHAH, the king, the right arm of the Khilafat, the ally of the Amiru-l-
muminin (chief of the faithful), may God perpetuate his kingdom untll the day of judgment,
this mosque of delightful pillars and firm foundation was erected.”’

On the lower face of the same arch (red stone).

\'J(») h”);ab“ .A?‘)'{r_’ . . LI . . . . . . . .C"u C‘F‘.‘ “.SM u‘.‘-"
sax? abJl gl L0 o Gy b QU s s uaulb Wiolide leilly apal! juife
whingl paal ol @il e Jlakad) S

Translation. -

« This famous congregational mosqﬁe ................ the chosen of the merciful God,
vhe Alexander of the time and the age, great in the world and in the faith, king of kings of the
world, compeer of the moon........... eees ABUL MuzarFAR MumaMMaD SHAH, the sultan,

the right arm of the Khilifat, the ally of the Amiru-l-muminin.......... caeeas .
II On the marble architrave framing the western archway.

\‘J‘i'“ w‘-_)_/»& (JL"' shel J 'h"—-l"‘ r-bﬁ (—[Js| u’)) l)luu-’ posm ) Iju se Jb) Od' \))A
eyl sl s Sy opdy ’u (Ks‘“"l soe=" o ple! udﬂbng.fﬁjdl‘.q. sala

1 Alau-d-din Khalji.
* Quur, Sura XVII, verse I. 'I.‘ho “ Dome of the B.ocx.”
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5 Y oo tW i wielb oalue ©jlar @ikl ‘.l.lé.i) - Sloe ‘.1)0 Iy i) 5 00.Lae <& go..al
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flompe 5 p2e b Jp o phe el G g0 (5 oad el s
Translation.

“ Whereas the Almighty God, whose glory is great and whose names are exalted, with a
view to revive the observances of faith and raise the banners of religion, chose as the lord of
the kings of the world, so that the foundation of the religion of Muhammad may become
firmer every moment, and the foundation of the law of the religion of Ahmad may be strength-
ened increasingly every instant, and the kingdom may be perpetuated and the adminis-
tration of the government assured, and mosques for worship be erected in compliance with the
corder of Him except whom there is no God : ‘ He shall build the mosque of God who believeth
ABUL MuzaFFAR MuHAMMAD SHaH, the king, the right arm of the
Khilafat, the ally of the Amiru-l-muminin (chief of the faithful), may God continue his kingdom
until the day of resurrection, and exalt him for the erection of the mosques of Islam, and preserve

‘him long to perform benevolent action, on the 15th of Sha.wwa.l the year 710 (7th March 1311 A.p.).
On the arch face, upper band (marble).

A SN sl ogase)] sl e gl dle gibae’ abe K104 Lle o jiaa
R Sax? iboll b eall 0alliy i) abRad] ) o) jan ppalnally (el S00d s0lly Liodiite
wclon wie olah ) Uy ile lale grlaal) el ol B aey 6 et ke
“zﬁff‘*ﬂ*‘u*“’

Trans/lation. |

“ His majesty the great, the Tord of the kings, of Mustafa-like dignity, humbly submitting

1o the command of God, the chosen by the favour of the Most Merciful, great in the World and '

in faith, the redresser of Islam and the Muslims, the bestower of honour on kings and prinbeo,
firm with the help of the Merciful, (named) ABuL MuzarrarR MUHAMMAD S8mam, the king,
the second Alexander; the right arm of the Khilafat, the ally of the Amiru-l-Muminin (chief of

‘the faithful), may God perpetuate ‘bis kingdom, erected this place for Sunnat-o-Jama’at.’’?
On the arch face, lowet band (red stone).

)m‘_"]ﬂ ul»;” ‘)*S(:‘L', %;J')li)”)ﬁ” uUnL- @djb Lg.'k)” ) ¥ wlﬁ)‘ ‘_ﬁbn.. u‘g'é'& Ul" U""L-s"

L P . PR VAN | JRVIROLTR O T IREVERNIN W Loy
T'ranslation.

* This (mosque), which is a second Kaba and is reported to be like paradise, (was built) with
pure faith and good intention by the exalted, the lord of the kings of the age, great in the
world and in faith, the king of land and sea, helpéd by the help of the merciful (God), (named

1 Qursn, Sura IX, verse 18.

2 The seot of Muhammadans who believe the first four Caliphs 10 be the true suocessors of the prophet ; 4.e.,
+the Sunms, as distinct from the Shiahs.

.
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AB;;JL Muzarrar MusAMMAD SHam, the king, the right arm of the Khilafat, the ally of the

Amira-1-Muminin (chief of the faithful)................ until the day of judgment.”
III. On the marble architrave framing the southern archway. South Facade
&3l 3 Cjn' d‘:‘.s q)i'i)! uLS un...' mo)dlj\ﬁl ,,,,,, TN | M 0)':\'5 d..l')J:\.'\

ale al) Jpu; de=? dhell omeellbl Sy Jyi ol gyl o Lo g dlual y das Iy
Waied o) able Kolod  Je) Gubs” Bigl s Uiy o) el iy slllag=s s JB S W]
Mae lin ofge  gsoal de pulye  ola et S bilt el ol b 5 ey
J’.o:u vbé/' u,;b.n el JL’J.M (‘J““)u 8 g alas 5 lae aclys .xbf) aaleey
e ) pale pted g 5 pliol glyr Uiy ol NAS 05 5,3 gkl St e o) o

) EU“.‘ bolo ) C"““ ev f-“’ ) b))')_s o TP i a6 @bl
) o e B per bl ata sesm i) ) el el Ll L el S

o agmt gy By gl g (I el gy e &) e JUB 6l 0 resad) ael yoU
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Translation.

“ By the grace of the peerless God and........cceovviiiininniine, ‘Verily the founda-
tion of a mosque is laid on piety,” Whose command and glory are high and Whose justice and
peace &re great..........oo.n. commanded “Turn your face towards the holy temple (of Makka),
as Muhammad the prophet of God, may peace be upon him, said ‘He who builds a mosque for

. God, God builds a house for him in Paradise,” the exalted, the lord of the kings of the age, the
: - emperor of Moses-like splendour and Solomon-like dignity, the keeper of the commands of the
law of Muhammad, the helper in the observances of theé religion of Ahmad, the strengthener
of the pulpits of the places of learning and mosques, the \ﬁupporter of the rules of the schools
and plagss of worship, the strengthener of the foundation of the observances of Islam, the builder

of ‘the foundation of the faith of Numan (Abu Hanifa), the uprooter of the dead (old) principles
of evil doers,the destroyer of the doctrines of infidels, the demolisher of the foundation of the

« places of idol worship, the exalter of the foundation of congregations of Islam (mosques), the
medium of (Divine) signs, the suppressor of infidelity............ , the uprooter of evil-doing
from the face of the earth, the conqueror of forts with lofty piers, the master of placesof strong
foundations........cevveeane beneficent God, (named) ABUL MuzAFFAR MUHAMMAD SHAH,\the
‘Sultan, the right arm of the Khilafat, the helper of the religion of God and the ally of the
Amiru-1-Muminin (the chief of the faithful), may God extend the shadow of his dignity over
the heads of mankind until the day of resurrection, built this mosque, which is the mosque of
paradise for saints and ................ men of piety and a place of assembly of the eminent

angels, and an edifice inhabited by the souls of the chief prophets, on the 5tk of Shawv&ul the
year 710 (7th March 1311 A.p.).”

On the arch face, upper band (marble).

wpda el jyenel) wop L NI OV [ ERNY N g2 d) g emad o 8 ot )
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Translation.

‘“ This mosque, which in extent and height is like unto Baitu-l-muqaddas, nay is the second
Baitu-l-mamur (Kaba), was built in pure faith and good intention by his exalted majesty, the

lord, the diffuser of grace and beneficence, helped by the help of the benevolent king, great.

in the world and in faith, the victorious, (named) ABUL MUZAFFAR MUHAMMAD SHaAH, the king,

the right arm of the Khilafat, the ally of the Amiru-l-muminin (chief of the faithful), may

God continue the shadow of his majesty until the day of judgment.”
On the arch face, lower band. (red stone).

Oyimy ) oy Lol L0000 L WL wyda yeled Opr ;0
o A A B aliae aiegdl el ol Bille)) aey ekt s dame yalial) g ikl
ol gy el Jao Sl -2 I UIEE ol IPRY o ! rellad)

Translation.

“During the auspicious reign of his exalted majesty... o.ooevennnns world and faith,.
triumphant with his victorious army, (named)ABUL Muzarrar MUEAMMAD SHAH, the king, the right
arm of the Khilafat, the ally of the Amiru*l-muminin, may God extend the shadow of his kingdom:
over the heads of mankind until the day of resurrection, (built) this mosque, to which is accorded
the attribute : ‘He who enters it attains salvation’.”

Tae ToMB oF IMaM Zawmin,

The inscription is written in well-formed naskh characters carved in relief on a marble slab
over the doorway.
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- Translation.

“In the name of God, who is merciful and compassionate. May continual praise (of God)
and prayer be offered by the residents of the sacred enclosure and the dwellers of this favourite-
tomb as & sacrifice to God, whose friends have sacrificed this world and the next in His path
and made the immense treasure of life and heart a sacrifice to His court. May manifold praises
reach the sweetly scented and illumined graves of the intercessor on the day of judgment
(Muhammad, the Prophet) and his pure descendants and friends, and his holiness the charitable

and announcer of good tidings to the world. who raado the divine grace a friend of his holiness,,/

\
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the guidé of men and chosen of Muhammad, (named) Muhammad Ali of the Chishtia sect, des-
cendant of Husain, a support of the great Sayyids, the best of the revered devotees of God:
a Jesus of the world of seclusion and asceticism, a Moses of the mountain of retirement and seclu-
sion, helped by God, Who is rich, the pole-star of religion and faith, and a Sayyid descended
from Hasan and Husain, in that he erected this holy and elegant building and left his parting
advice that when.......... his life‘ ............ +...should come to an end and, being favoured
with the call ‘Enter therein (paradise) in peace and security,’ it should fly to the sacred enclosure
and favourite garden, this celebrated building should become the bright tomb of his holiness,
This building was completed in (the months of) the year 944. ‘

APPENDIX IL. (3)

INagari inscriptions on the Qutb Minar.
1. On yellow stone, broken, 12th face of the 24-sided foundation on the left-hand side of

the Main Entrance. Illegible. .
2. On yellowish quartzite, 1st face of the 24-sided foundation on the right-hand side of the
Main Entrance. ' o .
Text. qRY UL N

T'ranslation. “Samvat 1256 (1199 A.D.).”
3. On yellowish quartzite, left-hand jamb of Main Entrance door, 4th course.

Text: QWY 144
Translation. “ Samvat 1256 (1199 AD)”

Norn.~—This is the earliest date inscribed on the Minar, and shows that the monument existed in the present
from in or prior to the year 1189 A.D.

4. On left-hand jamb of Main Entrance door, 9th course.

Teaxt. favaifoa;
Translation. “ The King Pirthi.”” (The reading is uncertain.)

\

5. On right-hand jamb of Main Entrance door, 8th course..

Text mz' .
Translation, “ The pillar.” .
6. On right-hand jamb of Main Entrance door, 11th course. Illegible, R
7. On left-hand jamb of the 5th slit window up, stair-way. 3

1

Tezt. ‘ .

L 1. wiferaréie Y Arcfaemw L
L2 wfigwt wag?
L3 wewfltw

- L 4. wewem ‘

11 am indebted to Rai Bahadur Days Ram Sakni, M.A., for $h i ; .
theee inscriptione, ! ahni, » for she readings and English renderings given of
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Translation. * This pillar of fame of Malikdin. May it be for good luck.”

This inscription designates the Minar as the pillar of fame of a certain Malikdin, but who
this man was is not known. It shows that the monument was not regarded as a ma’zinah only,

(For reference, vide page 9 of the Annual Progress Report of the Superintendent, Archezological Survey, Hindu
and Buddhist Monumeuts, Northern Circle, for the year 1918-19.)

8. On right-hand jamb of the 5th slit window up stair-way.

Text.
1. 1. gar ;at «nrg
L 2. @AY LERR
LS. gummmare . . . .
Translation. * Chunilal fixed this screen in Samvat 1832. Chunilal, dated...........- ceen

9 On right-hand abutment of door, near iron fixing, 1st Balcony.
Text. ‘

L1 GA Lyd o & (§)
1. 2. 9w gfz 2 M-
1. 3. & fawg [#3]n

T'ranslation. * Written by Vishnu Kanth on the 2nd day of the bright fortnight of Chaitre.

in the year Samvat 1560.”
10. On right-hand jamb of the 11th slit window, up stair-way.

Text.
e " L1.8 WR, N8
C L2 gy, te,
3. 2 % ¢
L4 .49, R
11. On right-hand jamb of the 11th slit window up stair-way.
Text.—Repetition of the imprecation :—¥ ®HY AT W MEY AT

Translation. Indecent.

(A similar inscription occurs on Jaina temple No. 12-at Deogarh, District Jhansi.'
12. On right-hand jamb of 11th slit window up stair-way.
Text, .
L LT oo

L8 z.a.a.s, LLST e

I 3. Wy ma ¥ oot wn

1.4. Qo, (‘ ‘

1.5. I'T'ﬂg : o

»

s'ranslation. Uninteil Ligible.
13. On mght-hand jamb af 11th slit window up stair-way.
Text HAYTI, WIS, TIYWT, €13, VTS, TIYET, UIEAT, VIYEAT, Moy, (V)79 oy

Translation. The document presumably records namos of wasons.
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14. On left-hand jamb of the 15th slit window up stair-way.

Text FEA METLY ATGARYTS

Translation. Unintelligible.

15. On left-hand abutment of door, 2nd Balcony.
: .

Text &ATH GHY L&

Translation. * On the 6th Magh of the year Samvat 1617,
16. On right-hand jamb of door, 2nd Balcony.

Text MUIMOT&H AT . . . Ul

Translation. Unintelligible.
17. On the face of the 8th angle on the left-hand side, 2nd balcony.

Text.
L 1. ¥qy gyee fodtd fay @aar -

g gy
Translation. “ Engraved in the year Samvat 15699 (by) the mason (named) Sikh, son of

Hira.”
18. On the face of the 8th angle on the right-hand side. 2nd Balcony.

\

" Tert.
L 1. 969 1 3y
L 2. ¥ ¢=ec

1. 3. Aitewa® fAEAT Wiy gfz o

Tmhslation. “Samvat 1935, 1878 A.D. The mason Mohan Lal on the 5th of the bright fort::
night of Bhadra.”
19. Under the soffit of lintel over 18th slit window, up stair-way.

Text. R fgmuamt Wsioet

Translation. THhe theaning is uncertain.

(On epigraphical grounds the inscription is assignable to sbout the 9th Century A.D. and is thus the
earliest record noticed on the Minar. It should, however, be ascertamed if this stone originally belonged to an.
earlier structure or was meant for the M)mgq iteelt. Iy

20. On left-hand abutment of door, 3rd Balppp.y-ag
LR

i1/ q\&nwm vdnaz”f fa -
l 2. ;
Translation. * The pillar of vnctory of Sultan Alavadi (i.e. Alau-d-din).”

1 Mr. J. F. Blakiston, Aroheologma,l Superintendent, Muhammadan and British Monuments, Northern Circle,
Agra, to whom this point has teen referred, remarks as follows :~—** The insoription is on the underside of the lintel
in an exoeedingly dificult place to cnisel and is on one stone 1t seems to be incomplete, that is to 8ay, the ends
of the iscription are cut off owing to the ends of the lintel being set on the side jambs of the window. In my opinion
tbe inscription was oarved on the stone before it was set in its present positicn

/
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21, On right-hand abutment of door, 3rd Balcony.

Text.

L 1. 5t ¥9g tqce a¥f Sagfy ¢q 39 -
1.2. fg® =gerw Agwemie ® wifa
Translation. “Om. On Wednesday, the 11th of the bright fortnight of Chaitra in the

year Samvat 1389, the (Pillar) of fame of the illustrious Sultan Muhammad Shah (Tughlaq).”
22. On red sandstone, 4th course, 3rd Balcony, right-hand side of the door.

Text.
L 1. aavoT |reer Aen ,.
L2.. . . « « . HWTW . . . . .
(The epig-aph mentions certain architects nameu Nana, Salha and Lola ; the same names are also mentioned
in insocription No, 24.)
23. On red sandstone, 9th course, 3rd Balcony.

Text.—Uncertain.
24. On a yellowish stone, 8th course, 3rd Balcony.

Text.

L 1. aaq 83y ¥ wreyw afe ¢u gafEd dQw mify & wfer ANy qey aryfe
sTUA ‘
L2 §¥ ATAY MEET NAT AGAT . . . .. WA 18U AGT . . . .

Translation. On Thursday, the 15th day of the dark fortnight of Phalguna in the year
Samvat 1425 (i.e., 1369 A.D.) lightning fell. The (monument) was (then) repaired in the
year Samvat 1425. The architects were Nana, Salha, Lola and Lashmana.

(For reference vide p. 10 of the Annual Progress Report of the Superintendent, Archswological Survey, Hindu
and Buddhist Monuments, Northern Circle, for 1918-19.)

25. On red sandstone, 8th course, 3rd Balcony.

Text GEAT AW HY Tl wiga wife Ay ufe grafafed wfzm 3y srqwamn:

daq qacR TH
Translation. In the reign of Muhammad Sultan on the 7th day of the (month) Bhadava in
the year Samvat ;1382 (1326 A.D.) in the 25th ghari inthe Janaka-matra, the monument was

struck by lightning,

(For reference vide No. 25 of the ¢List of Inscriptions’ attached to the Annual Progress Report of fi;e
Superintendent, Archwological Survey, Hindu and Buddhist Monuments, Northern Circle, for the year 1918-19,

26. On red sandstone, 10th course, 3rd Balcony, left-hand side of door.

Teat.
1. 1. wfersifan avafc gasfoamy foge Fem (aey
L2, .« v . . . . . .. smadenmigIRN

S T T . . HUHY SAX QLU LN

THE QUTB : DELH:. ‘ 43

Translation. Uncertamn.,

27. On the marble soffit of arch over doorway, 4th Balcony.

Text,
1. 1. H.'q"(‘[ QY& e
L 2. [wrg] gfg 5, Qugo
1. 3. . . . . . am 'Y » *

Translation. “ On the 8th day of the bright fortnight of Bhadra in the year Samvar 1560 *
(therest uninteiligible). -

28. On left-hand marble abutment, 4th Balcony,

AY

. Text.
L L it @fe !ﬁ giow GO -
L 2. fx fasrgas (W) wsaq 183y afe-
L 3. 9 wrew gfz y wwfed g- /
L 4. #TQ Sty (wm) T wel Mfag-
L. 5. % w(wr)ar® ofwe: gwaifc
L. 6. wIvERTqTAgaS) () few
L 7. g ura: ufast forqrfy -
L 8. & 92 o &3]

Translation. ‘‘ Om. In the auspicious reign of the illustrious Firog Shah Sultan on Friday‘
the 5th .of the bright fortnight of Phalguna in the year Samvat 1426, the restdgation of the Minar
was oarried out in the palace or temple of Visvakarman. The architect was the maternal

grandson of the son of Chahadadevapala; the measuring cord was draw
tion laid. Height, 99 yﬂrds.” rawn and the founda'

(For reference see p. 10 of the Annual Report of the Superintendent, Archzo!

logi .
dhist Monuments, Northern Circle, for the yoar 1918.19) ological Survey, 3mdu and Bud-

29, On red sandstone, left-hand abutment, immgdiately below No. 28, 4th Balcony

Text,
L1 ai%r 3¢
L2 ST wwr qay
L3. (’q)ﬁﬁnsr,us u firert
L. & g% AT Wyawr -

Lo.froxgamfe s . . .

Translation. *Yards26. (Height) 131 yards. 134 Yards. The designers were the architects

- Nana [and] Salha and the carpenter Dharmu Vanani.”
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APPENDIX Il (a).
The Gupta Inscription on the Iron Pillar.

We owe it to the genius of James Prinsep ! that the mystery of the inscribed characters on the
iron pillar has been solved. It is true that that great scholar’s rendering did not afiord a wholly
satisfactory interpretation of the many difficulties present\;ed by the record, but his initial work in
1838 paved the way for subsequent investigators, whose further researches Liave now resulted in a
rendering of substantial accuracy.

Among the several translations available that by Dr. J. F. Fleet ?is given below. It has the
advantage of being very literal :—

“ He on whose arm fame was inscribed by the sword, when in battle in the Vanga countries he
kneaded (and turned) back with (his) breast the enemies who, uniting together, came against (him) ;
he, by whom, having crossed in warfare the seven mouths of the (river) Sindhu, the Vahlikas were
conquered ; he, by the breezes of whose prowess the southern ocean is even still perfumed ; he, the
remnant of the great zeal of whose energy which utterly destroyed (his) enemies, like, (the remnant of
the great glowing heat) of a burned out fire in a great forest, even now leaves not the earth; though he,
the king, as if wearied, has quitted this earth, and has gone to the other world, moving in (bodily)
form to the land (of paradise) won by (the merit of his actions, but) remaining on (this) earth by (the
memory of his) fame ; by him, the king,-~who attained sole supreme sovereignty in the world, acquired
by his own arm, and (enjoyed) for a very long time ; (and) who, having the name of Chandra, carried
a beauty of countenance like (the beauty of ) the full moon,—having in faith fixed his mind upon
(the god) Vishnu, this lofty standard of the divine Vishnu was set upon the hill (called Vishnupada).”

Dr. Vogel, in an unpublished manuscript to which I have had access, writes in regard to the above :
“ As usual in Indian inscriptions, the historical information is hidden under much rhetorical orna-
ment. The historical facts to which the Iron Pillar inscription refers are that a ruler of the name of

Chandra, deceased at the time when it was composed, had conquered the Vangas and Vahlikas or, .

which comes to the same, the Vanga and Vahlika country : for in Sanskrit the tribal name in the
plural is regularly used to indicate the country inhabited by the tribe in question.. The Vanga coun-
try is undoubtedly Bengal. As to Vahlika, (also Bahlika, usually spelled Valhika or Valhika), the
name is explained as the ancient form of modern Balkh. It has, however, been pointed out that this
rendering cannot well be applied to Chandra’s exploits and that the tribe vanquished by him should
probably be located somewhere in Baluchistan. This conclusion is indeed unavoidable if we adopt
the above rendering of the passage which says that Chandra conquered the Vahlikas * after having
crossed in warfare the seven mouths of the river Sindhu, s.e., the Indus.” I am somewhat doubtful
whether this is the only possible interpretation and whether the expression sapta mukhani sindhoh
could not simply indicate the sapta sindhavah of the Rigveda, in other words the river Indus and its
tributaries. The term mukha would then have to be taken in the sense not of §‘the mouth of the river”
but rather in that of  a riverhead.” I cannot, however, at present adduce any passage from Sanskrit
Literature to support such an explanation, and wish only to recommend it to the judgment of
Sanskrit scholars. The character used in the epigraph is that of about the fourth century of our Era.”

With regard to the identity of the King Chandra of this record, the belief was generally held up '

to some eleven years ago that he was one of the earlier sovereigns of the Imperial Gupta Dynasty,
sither the first or the third ruler of that line. In 1913, however, Dr. Haraprasad Shastri of Calcutta 2
advanced a theory that the Chandra of this inscription was one of the Varman Kings of Pushkarana,
in Jodhpur, Rajputans, and that he was'an independent contemporary of Samudragupta (c. 330-376
. A.D.), the second of the Gupta line.
1 Bengal Asiatic Society’s Journal 7. 630,

% Curpus Inscriptionum Indicarum 113,  (Early Gupta Kings) Calcutta, 1888, p. 139 4.
3 Indian Antiquary XLIIT, 1913, p. 218.

T™HE QUTE ! HELAL. 45

This view Mr. V. A. Smith, who had previously identified this king with the second Chandragupta

of Mt:lgadh,l now accepts® ; and, pending any further discovery bearing on the point, the matter must
rest here. '

APPENDIX III (3).

Modern Inscriptions on the Iron Pillar.
Note on the more modern inscriptions engraved on the Iron Pillar, by Rai Bahadur Daya
Ram Sahni, M.A.3
““ The earliest of these inscriptions dates from A. H, 964 (A.D. 1556), and it is not easy to ex-
plain the total absence, with the single exception of a short epigraph of A.D. 1053, of any records on
the pillar, of the long period of about 1,100 years that elapsed from its original erestion by the
king Chandra in the Gupta period. Mr. V. A. Smith is of opinion that the pill'ar was originally
erected somewhere else, perhaps at Mathura, and transferred to its present site in the eleventh
century. Of the inscriptions copied by me, one is a short Persian epigraph dated in the year
A. H. 964 and records the name of a certain Ali Asghar Husain, son of Israil. Two others, in
Nagari characters, are dated in the Samvat years 1572 and 1580, but supply no information of
any value. The remaining three inscriptions whick are also written in Hindi are, however, not
without some historical importance. One of them is incised on the south-east face of the pillar
four feet above the top of the platform. It consists of six lines and records that on
Saturday, the 13th of the black fortnight of Kuvar (Asvin), in the Samvat year 1767-(A.D.
17.10) Maharajadhiraja the illustrious Durgarjan Singh, the Budela, ¢.e., Bandella Raja of Chan-
deri, who was the son of Durga Singh, who was the maternal grandson (nati) of theillustrious
Raja Devi Singh, came here, and adds a wish that his salutations may reach any Rajathat may
‘visit this place. The inscription was written by Tribhuvanarai, a Kudariha Kaith. Then follows
the name of a certain Indrajit of Sultanpur, who might have carried out the engraving of the
epigraph. It would have been interesting to ‘know the purpdse of this prince’s visit to old Delhi,
but no mention is made of it. It is'noteworthy that a Nagari inscription dated in Samvat year
1789 carved on the Narghati at Deogarh records the name of the same prince and his genealogy
and after it the fact that Raja Udet Singh and Raja Chhasal Singh, i.c., Chhatrasal Singh, did
something. ‘ ’ "
The other two inscriptions® are carved side by side on the south-east face of the pillar, the
major part of the left hand record being enclosed in.a line. The latter epigraph begins witl,\ the
words Sammat Dhilli 1109 - Amgapala vadi, and to judge from the form of its characters must
have been engraved in the year mentioned in it. The rest of the writing, though it appears
at first sight to be a direct continuation of the earlier portion, is 774 years later in date and records
the visit of Chatra Singh ji Chauhan in S8amvat 1883. The information recorded is to- the effect
that Prithiraj (flourished) in Samvat 1151 and that in the 23rd generation from him waﬂ\descend-
ed the illustrious Mqlg;ava ji Chatrasingh ji. The other inseription states that in Sam. 419
there was & Raja, a scion of Tuvar (Tomara) race named Amgapala, and in Sammat 648 & cer-

“tain Vasudeva Chauhan Raja Indra. In the 21st generation from the latter was Raja Prithi-

raja in Sam. 1151 and in the 28th generation from him Raja Chatrasingh in Samvat 1888. The
only fact of any value Sfup;)lied by these inscriptiohs is the date of Samvat 1109 for Amgapala.
The rest of the information having been recorded in the years 1827 and 1832 A.D. from memory

is incorrect. The most glaring mistake that is at once s i
potted is the date of Sam. 1151 (A.D.
1098) for Prithiraj.” ", ' (A.D

1 V. A. Smith ; Tll'eImPillarofDdM in Journal Royal Asiatic Soci. '
.‘ A ! s ociely, 1887, p. 1 1.
* Early History of India, 1914, p. 200 note. y" F :

e lnoorroo;n:zn:)om :l r:;; mood by General Cunningham in his A,S.R,, Volumefl, page 175., but his remarks
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APPENDIX IV (a).

Résumé of Excavation and Conservation work carried out at the Qutb since 1910.

As a preliminary to uildertaking any serions excavation work in the Qutb area it was essen-
tial to divert the old Delhl-Gyugaon "Road which formerly ran right across it, touching the north-
west corner of Altamish’s Tomb. * The proposal forthis diversion was made as far back as 1909
when Delhi was still ‘under the Punjab Administration, and before the creation of the enclave
around the New Imperial Capital — an, event that naturally gave a great stimulus to archmolo-
gical work in Delhi. A comprehensive programme of Archmological Works was prepared
under the orders of the Government of India by the late Mr. Gordon Sanderson for preserving
the many important historical monuments in the enclave, and the Quth group deservedly found
8 prominent place in the list of projected works.

The roadway removed, and the then cultivated area about the Alai Minar to the immediate
north of it aoquired, the filld was open to ¥n exhaustive scheme of excavation, which, as the
work progressed, was successful in disclosing the hitherto hidden remains of Alau-d-din Khal-
ji's extension of the great arched soreen. Sofue idea of the magnitude of the work may bae
gathered when it is stated that the clearance of the site to its presemnt (and original) level entailed
the removal of some three to four.feet of earth and stone débris over the whole ares. The dis-
posal of this vast amount of spoil ** became & problem in itself, and frequently threatened to
stop turther progress with the. work. Fortunatély the construction of the many new roads re-
quired in the New Capital served as an’ opportmxe channel of relief, and a great deal of useless
stone d¢bids was thus disposed of. ' ) L

- Barly in the work émxth’s cham which had beén depoaed from its former phce on the sum-
mit of the minar and placed on a mound within _the present mosque enclosure at the instance
of Lord Hardinge in 1848, was’ agaﬁi shifted to its present posmon where, however, it was at first
set up on another of. the mounds bl by Sir.Thomas Métealfe Both mounds have now been
removed and the chattri placed tipon the ground, as it at present stands.

Altamish’s, rtension - 1mmedlatoly to the Horth of the original mosque was cleared of some
three feet of eafth and stone rubbish, when a series of column bases was disclosed in this area.
A lower plinth of the original mosque was also uneatthed some five feet beneath the grdlind level
and - the original foundatloxl here exposed. A start was made on the clearance of the area re-
claimed by the diversion of the %1d road, ‘and by the end of the year, 1912-13 the whole of Alau-
d-din’s. northern extension had been exposed. While the work of excavation was going on the

‘ needs of conservation wore, not lost sight of and useful - repmr was executed on the old dila-
pldated masonry of the great screen. .

The complete,} clearance of the site necesmtated ﬁe demolition and removal of the old
dik bungalows and servants’ quarters Jocated it the ruined dalans of a * Late Mughal " serai,
which had encroached dh the ’ligmal Qutb swea. A beginning was made on a system of water
duets and channels required for subsequent lrng*n ptnposei‘ and aohxethlng wod done towards
the laying out of bdgn pathways om,the site. q}' . % S

Dunng 1913-14 a"pumping pIa.nt was prov:ded and the north court of Alau d—dm’; exten-
sion, whidh had been clearcd & ‘the previols year, was grassed,: planted with trees, and laid
out with paths and shrubbéties*4o indicate the mass of the fallen colonnades ; the missing
wall of the east facade was extefided up to the north—e.st corner of the area, and the bue of the
Alei Minar built up on the original reglau% disclosgd in the excavations,

A new red sandstone Baraderi was added to- the preaent ddk bungalow (which escaped the
fate of its fellows encroaching on the site), and the furniture and eqmpment of the bungalow

improved to meet the needs of the increasing numhar of visitors.

«
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The paving of Altamish’s colonnades was replaced, where missing, with concrete laid st &
slightly lower level to differentiate it from the original work. Excavations west of the original
mosque were taken up, and the takkkana or erypt of Altamish’s Tomb revealed. The base of
an adjoining structure to the south of the Tomb also came to light during the clearance, reveal-
ing a treatment of red stone facing inscribed with bands of Arabic lettering. It would seem that
these remains formed ongumlly the enclosing walls of an internal open court at the back of the
mosque.

During this year the clearance of Alau- d- dint’s College bmldmga was completed except for
grassing the court. On the south side of the quadrangle, the level of thra court was found to be
slightly raised, as disclosed by the levels of the thresholds of the openings of the west fagade,
which were higher at this end. The outer wall of the college on the north, east and west sides
was found fairly intact up to the plinth level, which was marked by & string-course similar to
that of the original mosque. Shrubberies, enclosed by low inga hedges, to indicate the mass of |
fallen buildings were planted on thé north’ side of the court. Contrary to local belief, which
assigned to this position the reputed grave of the Sultan Alsu-d-din Khalji, no trace of any tomb
was found on the removal of the débris; though evidence of what appeared to be a grave was
found some seven feet beneath the surface in the larger ruined structure on the south side of the
court immediately opposite, which "is thought to be the Tomb of the Emperor. Fragmenta of
marble paving still ¢n situ lend colour to the assumption that the building was intenddd to
accommodate the remains of a person oi.lmportance The present concrete repair of the grave
here indicates the extent of the remains disclosed. ) ' v

The very large quantity of earth and débriy remoyved from this part of the site Was utilised
in forming the raised terraces to the south of the Qutb enclosuré.

The precincts of the Tomb of Tnam Zamin, elist of the Alai Darwaza, were also gleared and
the ground dressed ; and & ciroular approach road under o@structnﬁn for vehlcles entering the
area was carried to completxon in this year. Co- .

Altamish’s paving along the“east side of the briginal monque of Qutbu:d-din, and along the
contiguous sides up to "the centre porches, north'and south, was removed to disclose perma.nent-
ly the full depth of the original plinth, and a box drain constructed to carfy away the rein-water
from the resulting trench. The presence of sculptured Hindu stones built into the plinth thus
disclosed is one of the factors indicating the Muhammadan origin of this portion of the stmcture
(vide p. 7 and footnotes : supra). 2

During the year 1915-18- the work of exposing the ohgmal plmth of the mosque of Qutbu-d-din
was completed, and’ the eastern and southern gates were “ boxed ” with Jow retaining walls,
leaving them permanently open to view. An excavation made to tace the foundation lavel
of the Alai Darwaza was successfu] in disclosthg the deep elaborately carved plinth, as
well a8 the remains of original stepn in the sedth amd west doorways, which had been
covered up by modern steps whose *rise amd tredd’ “dld ;not correspond with the gngmal
ones discovered beneath them. This has enabled the restoration of the southern and ‘western
flights to be cprried out. As the preséit ﬂoo?' of the gateway is also of more recent age, built
over the driginal one, it was found necessary to ‘recess an additional step‘in the flooring to join
the original steps with the present floor ; it being infeasible to lower the flbor.to its original level,
since this would have entailed buildmg up the base of the aeat around the inferior walls of the
gate. The ground to south and west of the gate was reduced i level to that of the ongmal pav-
ing here, and a series of paths laid out to give ascess to ad]acent buildings.

An original flight of steps in the south-east corner of Alau-d-din’s College, legdjng to the
Toof, was put in order to enable visitors to ascend and obtain a comprehensive view of the area.
Further clearance was carried out around Altamish’s Tomb, and the remains of a later pavement

I
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disclosed some twelve inches above the original level. A strip of land to the north of the Tomb
was acquired, and the prayer-chamber of Alau-d-din’s extension of the mosdque was cleared of
débris, laid with gravel and demarcated by inga ‘hedges. All the remaining fragments of the
piers of his great arched screen were repaired and secured from further decay.

By the end of the year 1914-15 the bulk of the work undertaken at the Qutb had been com-
pleted. In the following year, however, several of the pillars in the colonnade of Altamish,
which were leaning at precarious angles, had to be reset ; and in order to compensate for the stop-
page of traffic through the Qutb grounds a new path was made between Mehrauli and Lado Serai.
A further improvement was effected by extending the grounds towards the south, and includ-
ing in them the ‘area next to the Metcalfe estate.

During 1916-17 the Late Mughal garden with its central chabutra of neglected graves, which
was till then under cultivation of crops, was acquired, its walls and chattris repaired, and the
enclosure grassed and planted with trees and creepers — thus absorbing the garden into the Qutb
grounds, in the north-east corner of which it is situated, Some minor excavation was further
done in the rear of Altamish’s Tomb, and the base of an ashlar stone wall running parallel with
the west wall of the mosque was brought to light, together with the original paving of the court
here. It was, however, impossible to do more here than expose the face of the wall, since the
remainder of the building extended under the Delhi-Gurgaon road. It is worthy of mention
that, in the course of excavations, there came to light a number of fragments of early blue glazed
tiles of geometric design, approximately contemporary, with the adjoining buildings. Tiles of
the same kind were also recovered during General ‘Cunningham’s excavations at ths Qutb in
1871, and again during Mr. Sanderson’s excavations in 1913. Similar fragments are still occasionally
found within the area of Qila Rai Pithora, and there can be Kttle doubt that this particular
kind of tile-work was extensively used for the decoration of early Muhammadan structures.

The Qutb Minar.—It has been remarked for some considerable time that the masonry of the
third storey of the Minar has bulged. An early photograph in Carr Stephen’'s Archaology of
Delhi clearly shows this bulge, and it is improbable that it has appreciably increased during the
last hundred years. The minar was da.ma.ged by lightning (as is recorded in the records of Firoz-
shah ’Tughla.q’s reign, a8 well as on the minar itself : vide Insoriptions ; Appendix ii(a), supra) in
1368, and since then it has suffered several severe earthquake shocks, such as the one in 1803,
when the cupola was destroyed.' It is not improbable that the displacement of the masonry
is the result of settlement that occurred while the tower was being built, due to she work being
“run up . too quickly and to the excessive use of mortar.

1“In July 1914, Mr. A. Croad, Executive Engineer, 11 Project Division, Delhi, examined
the bulge in the third storey, and reported that the construction of the walls appears to have been
of three kinds of masonry, an outer veneer of Agra sandstone slabs to act as bondstones, a
‘ hearting ’ of rubble stone masonry, and an inner face of ashlar masonry of Delhi stone. He
suggests that the outer veneer has merely Bome away from the rubble, and that, if examined,
a space between them would in all i)robability‘bg found insides‘. He dges not advocate the use of
the Fox grouting machine as has been suggested, being of opinion that the pressure of the grout
during pumping would tend to displace still further the outer veneer, and considers iron bands
would be more feagible and less costly. As there is mo sign of crushing on the inside, and no
flaking away of the stome there appeared to be no dapger.”

Numerous small cement “ telltales  applied across the joints in this storey and in the ground
storey where the masoary appesared to be somewhat q!lturbed have not so far (February 1920)
tevealed any appreciable further movement in the old fabric, it is reassuring to reoord.

! Progress Report of the Superintendent, Muhammadan and British Monuments, Northern Circle, for the
year ending March 31st, 1915. .
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. In any account of the archological work carried out ab the Qutb, it would be graceless
not to mention the devoted labours of the late Mr. Gordon Sanderson, Superintendent of the
Archmological Department, who was directly responsible for the operations, which were
substantially completed before he left the Department to join the Indian Army Reserve of Offi-
cers in February 1915. To commemorate his regrettable death of wounds in October of the same
year while serving with the Gurkhas in France, the small marble sundial (PL. 22d.) on the lawn
to the south-east of the Mosque area has been erected, inscribed with the motto: Transit
umbra: luz permanet.”” (The shadow passes: the light remains.) ‘

+ J, AL P,

APPENDIX 1V (3).
Table showing the sums spent annually on the Conservation of the Qutb Area at Delki, since the year

1910.
Yxar Amount expended.
Rs.
191011 . . . . . . . .. 2,385
w12 . . . . . . .. ... 1,920
191213 . . . . . . . .. .. *23 065
191314 ., . . . . . . . *24,280
0415 . . . . .. .. .. 2,230
191516 ., . . . e e e e e 7,9
191617 .| . . . . R, 6,645
101718 . . . .. 6,775
191819 . . . . . . ... 8,690
1919'20 . . . [} [ . . . . . . . Y 6,621

‘o The bulk of the excavation work was done in these Yeas.)
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VIEW OF QUTB MINAR FROM ENTRANCE TO QUTB GROUNDS.

Photo.-engraved & printed at the Offices of the Survey of India,Calcutta, 1925



LATH 4.

(a) Fr

ONTAL VIEW OF QL”I‘HI'-I)-I)IN‘S GREAT SCREEN.

(h) VIEW

; OF QUTBU-D-DIN'S GREAT SCREEN, FROM S.8.E.

Photo-engraved & printed at the Offices of the Sury

ey of Indin, Calcutta 1425




(1) DETAIL OF HINDU CARVED ORNAMENTATION OF () DETAIL OF SURFACE DECORATION OF ALTAMISH'S SCREEN

QUTBU-D-DIN'S ORIGINAL GREAT SCREEN. EXTENSION. (COMPARE DETAILS OF ORNAMENTATION ON ATTACHED

ANGLE COLUMNS WITH THAT IN SOFFIT OF GYNAECEUM GALLERY

s OF SANTA SOPHIA, CONSTANTINOPLE : PrATE No. 3d).
ARCHES Of

.
(¢) QUTBU-D-DIN'S ORIGINAL SCREEN DETAIL VIEW (d) “ARABESQUE" SURFACE DECORATION BENEATH GYNAECEUM
J-D-DIN ¢ GINAL SCRERN. el o ] 5 %
OF BROKHN JAMD OF UPVER SUBSIIARE ARCHED GALLERY OF SANTA SOPHIA, CONSTANTINOPLE. (PROTOTYPE OF
N JA2 iR § ; £ SARACENIC SURFACE EC TION
OPENINGS (NOW MISSING). SEE DRAWING IN b

PLATE No. IV FOR RESTORATION OF SCREEN.

Phiotoengrved & printed at the Ofces of the Survey of India, Calentta, 1925,



(«) FRONTAL VIEW OF ALTAMISH'S SOUTHERN SCREEN

EXTENSION.

(b) VIEW OF ()1"rm'-h-m.\:‘.~; ORIGINAL MOSQUE FROM

OF ANY MIHRAB PROJECTION IN THE CENTRE OF

.

|¢.

e

N L
3. 3

S.W.. SHOWING RUINS OF PRAYER CHAMBER

PLINTH, AND COMPARE SIMILAR FEATURE

EXTENSION, WHERE MIHRAB PROJECTION DOES EXIST : (PLATE No. 5b).

(NOTE ABSENCE

IN ALTAMISH'S
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PLATE

(SSOUD vV Ad dHULVOIANI N100())

CONIATAOW HINITd 40 NMALAY HNIMOHS ‘(UTdNHUL NANITH TVNIDI™O AHUISSY

"ONIATOON HINITd J0 NUOLAY dUHLIN HNIMOHS “(HTIdNHL OANIH TVNIDI™HO

A e " p) S = ‘ . .
WHL J0 (NV) EO0SON 8§ NIA-a-08L00) 0 NIOND "M'S DNIANOJSHMOD HHL 40 MATA (7) QURASSY HHL d0 ANV) NI d-08100) 40 4ADSON THL 40 NIOND “W'N 40 MLy (?)

(9% ON HLVI] HIVANO))) LAHUT @HL OL NOLLOHrOHd

(HLNITd NI NOLLOGFONd ANY J0 HONUSHY SLON) (VUHIIN J0 LNUNLYHUL
AVHHIN DNIMOHS ‘HHGWVHO MHAVHd NHAHILMON S HSINVLITY A0 HAVOVL LSHA\ (7)

MOTMALYY HNILLVHISATIT @NOSON S NIA-A-09LA() J0 TTIVA LSHA d0 MHIA IVLNOH (V)
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(a) VIEW OF EAST COLONNADE OF QUTBU-D-DIN'S ORIGINAL MOSQUE.

(b) A CARVED HINDU COLUMN SET UP IN N. (¢) DETAIL OF HINDU CARVING ON ANOTHER COLUMN IN
COLONNADE OF QUTBU-D-DIN'S ORIGINAL MOSQUE, QUTBU-D-DIN'S ORIGINAL COLONNADE.

Photo~eneraved & printed at the OMces of the Survey of India, Caleutta, 1925,



(@) QUTBU-D-DIN'S ORIGINAL MOSQUE. EASTERN HALF OF
NORTH FACADE, SHOWING HINDU CARVED STONES BUILT INTO
i PLINTH, AND ALSO SCULPTURED LINTEL PORTRAYING “‘BIRTH
| oF KRISHNA" OVER UPPER WINDOW.

| (¢) SOUTH GATE OF (‘u"rm‘»lrl)lx's ORIGINAL MOSQUE,
SHOWING " RETURN' OF PLINTH-MOULDING ON WEST JAMB
ONLY. ITs OMISSION FROM THE CORRESPONDING EAST JAMB
‘ IS A FACTOR SUPPORTING THE ASSUMPTION THAT THE
‘ CHABUTRA WEST OF THIS GATE 1S OF THE ORIGINAL
TEMPLE.

PLATE 7.

(b) VIEW OF EAST ENTRANCE GATE OF QUTBU-D-DIN'S
ORIGINAL MOSQUE.

(d) ALTAMISH'S SOUTHERN GATEWAY.

Photo.-engraved & printed at the Offices of the Survey of India, Caleutta, 1925,
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SIAVNNOTOD NMHHLAOS S HSINVLIIY J0 MUIA (2)

SIAOSON HHIL J0 HENY0D '5['S NI @AVNNOTOD S NIAAAVTIY 40 AMHATA HOTHHLNT (V)

PLATE 8.

‘HAVNNOTOD S HSINVLIY d0 SNIVINHH

“HADSON TVYNIOINO S NIA-A-A4LAf) J0 HaAvOvd HLOOS (7) SHL OSTV HNIMOHS “i'S WO¥Nd AAvVOVL LSVH "HAOSON TVNIDIHO s, N1a-a-ngarnd) (»)




PLATE 9.

(«) DrTAIL OF HINDU SCULPTURED LINTEL BUILT UPSIDE-DOWN

IN THE PLINTH OF QUTBU-D-DIN'S MOSQUE EAST OF THE NORTH () VIEW OF DOMED HINDU CEILING OF COLONNADE IMMEDIATELY

GATEWAY ; THUS PROVING THE MUHAMMADAN ORIGIN OF THIS BEHIND THE EAST ENTRANCE GATE OF QUTBU-D-DIN'S MOSQUE.,

PORTION OF THE CHABUTRA.

(¢) DETAIL OF SCULPTURED LINTEL PORTRAYING THE “ BIRTH
OF KRISHNA", SITUATED OVER A WINDOW IN THE NORTH
FACADE OF QUTBU-D-DIN'S MOSQUE.

(d) OBVERsE oF HINDU SCULPTURED STONES, THE REVERSE OF (¢) REVERSE OF HINDU SCULPTURED STONES INSCRIBED WITH
WHICOH IS INSCRIBED WITH NASKH LETTERING (SEE PLATE No. 9¢). NASKH LETTERING (SEE PLATE 9 d).

Photo-engraved & printed at the Ofces of the Sarvey of India Caleutta, 1925,



€561 “B3INDJED 'RIPU] JO S9AINE AN JO SAOWO A1 % parnLid § prARLSua-0I0ng

‘NOISNALXH
NHIEOS NUYTHLNOS S HSINVIIY J40 HOVI 9VHY HHL OSTV
DNIMOHS ‘ISEM WOdd AMHEIA TVHUNAD {AVNIJY €ral) (v)

*INOSON THIL A0 NOISNILXH S NIA-d-AVIy "INOSON 8 NIA-A-N9Inf) 0 YANTOD 'H°'N NI ININVZZEN

d0 UHUNYOD ONIMOHS '[{'S WOHI UVNIN J0 MUIA (?2) VNVNYZ OSTV ONIMOHS "“9VTIIId NOYI HHL A0 MAIA (9)

PrLATE 10.




PraTE 11.
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INTERIOR VIEW OF ALTAMISH'S TOMB, SHOWING CARVED DECORATION.

Photo-engraved & printed at the Ofces of the Survey of India, Calcutta, 1925.




-

(b)) Vimw oF INSCRIBED AND CARVED STONES FOUND IN ALTAMISH'S MOSQUE
EXTENSION.

(¢) FRAGMENTS OF CIRCULAR COURSES OF A DOME, PROBABLY FROM ALTAMISH'S

TomB. (NOTE ALSO FRAGMENT OF STEPPED KANGURA, WHICH MAY HAVE COME
FROM ALTAMISH'S SCREEN EXTENSION).



PLATE 13.

() VIEW OF SOUTH FACADE OF ALAI DARWAZA AS REPAIRED BY MAJOR SMITH R.E. IN 1828. (COMPARE RECONSTRUCTED
UPPER PARAPET IN DRAWING Pl. No. VII).
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(b)) ALAT DARWAZA, DETAIL OF JAMB CARVING (NOTE (¢) ALAI DARWAZA, DETAIL OF CARVING ON EXTERIOR,
CONTRAST OF SARACENIC SURFACE CARVING WITH HINDU SHOWING COMBINATION OF SARACENIC AND HINDU ELEMENTS
TYPE OF MARBLE PLINTH MOULDING). IN THE DECORATION,




PLATE 14.

ed at the OfMces of the Survey of India, Calcutta, 1825,

Photo.-engraved & p

ALAT DARWAZA, VIEW OF NORTH FACADE SHOWING SEMI-CIRCULAR ARCH.

(b)

NT IN MARBLE AND RED SANDSTONE.

)

LA BRI

ATAT DARWAZA, DETAIT, OF PANELLED TREATME

(a)




PLATE 15.

(@) GENERAL VIEW OF QUTB MOSQUE AREA, FROM ROOF OF ALAU-D-DIN'S COLLEGE.

(b)) GENERAL VIEW OF MOSQUE AREA FROM FIRST BALCONY OF MINAR, SHOWING

UTBU-D-DIN’S ORIGINAL, MOSQUE (EASTERN PORTION), REMAINS OF ALTAMISH'S
Q s

COLONNADE, AND ALAU-D-DIN’'S UNFINISHED MINAR.

Photo.-engraved & printed at the Offices of the Survey of India, Calcutta, 1925,



HAVOVA HINO0S HHL NI HLVD d0 SNIVINGHY J0 MHUIA :VSSYHAVI S NIA-a-avay (P)

LUNO0)) J0 HAVOVA HLNOS 40 MUIA : VESVIAVIN SNIA-A-OVIV (?)

PLATE 16.

‘SHWNOA MHIL NHIMLALI SLSIXH SV INUNLVHNL HAVOvVd HNVS HHL Ad
AASOTONA ATIVNIDIMO SVM ddIS ANVH-LHOHIY @HL NO AVMHDUV HH[, THTHONVEAVAD "WHHL

NAHMLEE TIVA NIVLYAD HHL NI AUNOSYIN d0
A0 HAIS LSIM NO SONIATING 40 MHIA | (HHATTOD) VSSVIAVIN S I(TIHY NIAG-d-OVIV (9)

NOILONAf ONIMOHS ‘SAVMILYD NUHHLNOS S NIA-d-NVIY ANV S HSIKVLTY 40 MUIA (P)




(a) VIEW OF THE QUTB MINAR, CONTRASTING THE
ARCHITECTURAL STYLE OF THE ORIGINAL WORK OF
ALTAMISH WITH FIR0Z SHAH TUGHLAQ'S LATER
REPAIR OF THE TWO TOP STOREYS (¢ f. ALSO
“STALACTITE” DECORATION OF HUMAYUN'S ToOMB,
DeLnI, PL 17 b).

PLATE 17.

(b) DETAIL VIEW OF “STALACTITE’ DECORATION AT SPRINGING
OF DOME OF HUMAYUN'S TomMB, DELHI; THE FIRST INSTANCE
OF THE REAPPEARANCE OF THIS TYPICAL SARACENIC FEATURE IN
INDIA AFTER ITS EARLY USE IN THE BALCONIES OF THE QUTH
MINAR.

(¢) MINAR. ENTRANCE DOORWAY (REPAIRED BY MAJOR SMITH, R.E.

IN 1828). ALL THE WORK ABOVE THE ARCHITRAVE IS THE
ORIGINAL REPLACED IN POSITION.



. PLATE 18.

(®)  VIMALA SHAR'S TEMPLE AT MOUNT ABU, RAJPUTANA. VIEW OF GREAT DOME IN CENTRE. THE

lvl“)NId\‘(‘()Z\lll ENRICHMENTS OF THIS ARCHITECTURAL FEATURE CERTAIN WRITERS HAVE "I‘H()l‘(;H'I‘ TO BE

””"'”““"“('1'3 OF THE TYPICAL " STALACTITE " DECORATION OF THE SARACENIC ARCHITECTURAL STYLE;
BUT ERRONEOUSLY IN THE PRESENT WRITER'S VIEW (COMPARE BALCONIES OF THE QUTB MINAR).

! & Py a—

o
() DODDABASAPPA TEMPLE AT DAMBAL, DHARWAR DISTRICT, (¢) MAHADEO TEMPLE AT GONDESVAR, SINNAR, NASIK DISTRICT

» RINNAR, NASIK K
I BomBaY. VIEW FrROM S. E. SHOWING STAR-SHAPED PLAN OF GENERAL VIEW FROM N. E
| 4 SIKHARA, IN WHICH ARCHITECTURAL FEATURE CERTAIN

WRITERS SEEK THE PROTOTYPE OF THE QUTB MINAR PLAN,
.
.

| Photo~engmyed & printed at the Ofices of the Survey of India, Calcuttn, 14,




SnaniEswn y

F= DTN

( JMIR MOSQUE. CENTRE BAY OF GREAT SCREEN
a) AIMIR MosQ i BAY OF GREAT SCREEN. (b) ATMIR MOSQUE. INTERIOR OF PRAYER CHAMBER, SHOWING

SIMILAR ARRANGEMENT OF HINDU COLUMNS TO THAT AT THE
QUTB. -

OF QUIB MINAR)

|

]

5

| ‘

‘ . te) AUMIR MOsQUE.  DETAIL OF SARACENIC ORNAMENT (d) AsMIr MOSQUE. CORNER BASTION (COMPARE PLAN WITH THAT
(Q » R e ¥

| } COMPARE ALTAMISH'S SIMILAR DECORATION AT THE QUTB).

“ il

>



PLATE 20.

(b) GHAZNI GATE. DETAIL OF REAR PANELS.

Photo-engraved & printed at the Ofices of the Survey u‘_ln.uliu. Cadeutim, 1ue,
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(@) QuUTB MINAR, REPRODUCED FROM A PICTURE (b) QuUTB MINAR. REPRODUCTION OF A PICTURE IN
EXHIBITED IN THE VICTORIA AND ALBERT MUSEUM, THE DELHI MuseEuM (CAT. No. J 51). NoTE

SourH KENSINGTON, LONDON. THE KANGURAS AROUND BALCONIES,AND THE ONE

STOREY TOO MANY.

’ .

(¢) QUTB MINAR. REPRODUCTION OF A PICTURE IN (d) QurB MINAR. SYKETCH 8Y ENSIGN BLUNT DATED 1794.
BLAGDEN'S Brier HIsTory or Ixpia (1806). /

o
N



PLATE 22.

"
‘ (@) EXAMPLE OF SQUARE CHATTRI OF [FIROZ SHAH'S PERIOD (5) EXAMPLE OF ROUND CHATTRI OF FIROZ SHAH'S PERIOD AT
! » 1 - v
AT THE TOMB OF KHAN-T-JAHAN TILANGANIL THE KHIRKI MASJID. ; }

|
|

t

’ {¢) TOMB OF IMAM ZAMIN AT THE QUTE. (d) SANDERSON MEMORIAL YUNDIAL ERECTED AT THE QUTE.

y y

< " ° .

Photo~engraved & pringgd at the OMees of the Survey of Dndin, Caleutta, 1925,
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