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Notice to Contributors

CONTRIBUTORS are requested to be so good as to address papers and
correspondence to the Editor, Journal of Indian History, ‘Sripadam’,
143, Brodies Road, Mylapore, Madras.

Contributors of articles to this journal will greatly oblige the
editor if they will leave the upper half of the first sheet of manu-
seript blank, for the convenience of the editor, in entering instruc-
tions to the press regarding titling, style of printing, submission of
proof, etc. Such instructions, when sent separately, are liable to
result in confusion and delay.

Contributors will also greatly lighten the task of the editor, as
well as lessen the cost of composition and correction, by observing
the following suggestions: —

1. In preparing copy, please leave a margin of at least three
inches on one side. The revision of a crowded manuscript is ex-
cessively troublesome and laborious. When the last sheet of the
article has been finished, the last footnote or other interpolation
added, and the last subtraction made, please number the folios
consecutively with the actual numbers from one to the end.

2. Write plainly, especially proper names and foreign words.
If foreign characters are to be employed, let them resemble as
closely as possible the type in our fonts. If roman or italic
characters with diacritical points are used, see that the points are
distinct and rightly placed. Words to be printed in italics should
be once underscored. Words to be printed in CrLarenpon TyPE
may be once underscored with blue pencil. Typewritten copy
always needs to be carefully revised, with especial attention to
mechanical faults and to the punctuation.

3. Indicate paragraphs clearly by a wide indention at the
beginning; or, if the break is an after-thought, by the usual sign
(P). Begin all larger divisions of an article on a fresh sheet of
paper. It is hardly necessary to say that the proper construction
of paragraphs is far more than a matter of external appearance.

4. Punctuate the copy precisely as you wish it to appear in
print. Double marks of quotation (* ) should be used for
included quotations, definitions and the like, and single marks of
quotation (‘) for the actual quotations.
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Journal of Indian History

Chronology of Sakas, Pahlavas and Kushanas
By

Mgr. M. Govinp Par
Manjeswar P.O. South Kanara.

IT goes without saying that in the first century before Christ, two
different eras, both of them associated alike with the foreign
invaders, were current in the north-west of India as far as the
Panjab, as will be readily borne out by the following inscriptions.

(1) The Kharoshthi inscriptions on the Taxila copper plate
of Patika' is dated in the 78th year of the Great King,
maharayasa mahamtasa. His name is helieved to be Moga from
the subsequent genitive read as Mogasa, and accordingly he has
been identified with king Mauas or Maues, whose name is found
in the genitive singular (g.s.) Mauou in the obverse Greek legends,
and has been read as Moasa (g.s.) in the reverse Kharoshthi
legends on his coins,” which are found in the Panjab only.?
Evidently, the year 78 cannot well be the 78th year of his reign,
and the parallel genitives maharayasa mahamtasa can not there-
fore mean otherwise than ‘in the year of the reign of the Great
King.! It is thus conclusive that the year cannot but be the
year of some unspecified era which was then current in the
locality, when of course that king was on the throne. This docu-
ment records a benefaction made in the town of Taxila, Takhasilaye
nagare, by the great gift-lord, Maha-danapati, Patika, who was the
son of Liaka Kusuluka, who again was the Kshaharata and the
kshatrapa, satrap, of Chukhsa, which has been identified with the
present Chach lying in the immediate neighbourhood of ancient
Taxila4 Liaka Kusuluka was thus the ruler of some or several

1. Corpus Inscriptionum Indicarum, Vol. II, Part I (Corpus), p. 28.
2. Cambridge History, Vol. I (CHI): pp. 587, 592, Plates VI. 8, 12,

VIIIL. 48.
3. Rapson: Indian Coins (RIC), p. 8; Journal of Indian History Vol.

XII (J.IH.), p. 20.
4. Corpus, p. 5.
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provinces including Taxila under that m
Ziczgle ;nﬁ?stxrc;;x; (I:ati}l;:a apparently withouath:x/yzﬂ;zz;agﬁa.b
doubt later on in t}:v :n lt' e oue
o e on | greet t.}; line he has been described as maha-d.
pati Pre,sumabl at};gl tl-lord Patika, which however is n . ‘”%a'
oy pesum: m3; ! E ast word in the 4th line has n0 tomma1
e tion cr g m S ive something to tell us about th O be'en
e epithét tlroln who has been honoured with no leS‘e Of:ﬁ'Clal
to read it jaiivaras aI; maha-danapati. Prof. Liiderss sz s e
s It Jaitware ye ; u~t Prof. Sten Konow objected on theggesmd‘
(o the vea pa:t ga:?t)ﬁnaye was beyond doubt. He furth gro}l:nd
order), and the v:f)holeeo\giidcz(r)xriesp?inded S diﬁ-“ydei *etl)(;
order ‘ of strued with the i vord
Pt ‘;1:? zljradn’e ai?f, the‘yauva—order of Patika ' ancll) rceocricll)lanﬁnwoid
unusual KUShégna ral jvvi? t'he well-known title yavuga used 'gbt )
the first Kushina mlj er Kujula Kadphises,” he explained that "'aai(')ut
R oublet of ébuga.was an o‘l(.i Saka title, and as Patik]a ‘ifla
o epat %,heo:elé’i,eihifoiltlon as ja}w;iva was inferior to tha‘i
0 kshat \ : » however, Prof. Thomas pr sed’
ot o Saj\z(igzj ;Lr;eczzzs)n::(—i—Patikasa jaiivaﬁae—mus’? Sbé) ‘:5:5‘3:;
Pati j : ) connected with the next wor it
accele):tead stszzh:f c?.rsr‘c in the next, fifth, line, Prof.t é\t(:nd I?Zﬁ;’il-
no mention of t}?eHtligtlem;(iiue)zp}aasn?gon’ Elldm“/ting oy there W:Sj
po mmention . ] rmerly proposed by him.
uegest ‘%Ogrélti;r_,ati;would ]cje preferable to explain SCSU.(L 7:(1 'L;sz
e e rath{\:‘l thrthe'up:ldhydya’ (Saja--.Vedice Saéha"—“'] t‘“
Sadyas—at present) ?SH ‘dS o the dth (A (S“ja";%]ﬁ
not oo Dresent '.t fut tben the 4th line containg no lﬂrt‘tm.
roedt it o race of 1t, akter its final e, and even if a ng coulod e
e heo it 2 as,has ba shara, tbe passage would be hard| be
5th line is ne;zer aa];art"3 e(;lf iitj bohs'h‘eCl Py orof. Sten KOIIOWBZOSS}I;
e r ,
addition made ‘by Rohinimitra hir;ig?l record'bUt coanly 2 later
» or at his request, afte the

The

. fore
S in the 2nd line, though no

"

5. Ibid, p. 27.
6. Ibid., p. 29.
7. For Yavuga or Yaii
and RIC, Plate 1I, 7. e on the
8. Corpus, p. 27.
9. JIH, p. 20 fn. 39 i
, D. .n. 39; Epigraphia Indic
9-a. But then the Vedic preposition saca o XX P 27, In. 6.

tive and never with ; hi is alw:
thy always yg -
2). e instrumental (Macdonell’s Ve):;icuzsd with the Igeq-
Tammar pp. 423.

coins f jul s i
] v Orpus ¢ i
o] Kll ula 1(1( Cor us, p, le]l,

10. Corpus, p. 28.
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forwarded from Liaka’s office,” and so long as this
even disputed, with valid reasons,
ccount be connected and

plate had been
{act has not been disproved, nor
its initial word Rolt inimitrena can on no a

final word, now in question, of the 4th line

construed with the
which is thus the last word with which the original document

comes 1o its natural end.

as can be made out from the plate itself (Plate
V. 1) the last five aksharas clearly stand out as ja-ii-ra-ja-c-: the
middlemost akshara exhibits a clear trace of the top-stroke, and
is thus a ra T rather than a va & and the penultimate akshara
is surely as good aja H as the initial, or even better, as will be
readily borne out by comparing it with the ja in the word Murja-
cada inscribed on the Bimaran vase,'! or the ja in Rajae in (1. 4)
{he Kalawan plate.’’" The word jaiirajee, it need hardly
be said, is nothing il not {he Prakrit form of the Sarnskrit
locative singular Yauvarajyé or Yuvardjyé both of which alike
mean ‘ in the principalily, or the territory ruled over by a Yuva-

raja, i.c., a prince.’” Against Prof. Sten Konow’s objection that .
Skt. 1 never becomes j in north-western dialects,’* @ it might well

be urged that the Skt word Mayara (peacock) is found as majura

in Shahbazgarhi and Manscra texts of Asoka’s Rock Edict L'

which are compesed, as 1s well known, in the ncrth-western

dialect. Considering  that, thoush at a later date, when
Nahapina was a kshatrapa, the title by which he was known
in the insecriptions of his son-in-law, Ushavadata, is rajan,’® and
also that at an earlier date, close to that of the Taxila plate, as
we shall soon see, the Saka Damijada, who was a subordinate
ruler and also a satrap like Liaka Kusuluka, bore the same title
rajan in the first Shahdaur inscription' rajano Damijadesa Sakasa,
the next sub-title Yuvardja will be readily seen to accord well with
the position of the heir-apparent of a kshatrapa. Patika was thus
the Yuvardaja, ovidently in charge of the principality of Taxila,
under his father who was then the satrap of Chukhsa; and if

Now so far

11. Ibid, p. 52, PL. X.
11-a. EI XXIp. 259 and Plate opp.
12. Cf. EI, XX, p. 79— Hathigumpha inseription (1. 2): ‘mavae vasind

yovardjam pasasitam’, for nine years the principality consigned (to him) as
yuvardja was administered.

12-a. Corpus p- 2T.
12-b. Woolner’s Asoka Text and Glossary Part I, p. 2.

13. Liiders list Nos. 1131-1134.
14. Corpus, p. 16.
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15. Ibid., pp. 48-49.

16. JIH, p. 20; Corpus, p. xxxii.
17. Liders’ list No. 14.

18. CHI, p. 538, P1. V. 9.

19. Ibid., Pl V. 10.
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later on. Incidentally it may be remarked here that the title mahi-
kshatrapa is met with for the first time perhaps on the coins of
Rajula and the Mathura Lion Capital.

Subsequently Sudasa himself figures as a maha-kshatrapa in
the two Brahmi inscriptions of Mathurd, Svami mahi-kshatrapa
Somdd sa in the undated inscription from the Jail mound*’ and
Svami Mahi-Kshatrape Sodisa in the famous Amohini tablet *!
dated in the year which has been read as 72 by Prof.
Liiders and accepted as such by Prof. Sten Konow,22 while Prof.
Rapson asserts® it is 42. As Sudasa, who had been a kshatrapa
when the Lion Capital was installed, must have risen higher to
have already become a maha-kshatrapa when the tablet was ins-
cribed, the tablet would necessarily be later than the Capital, which
again is obviously later than the Taxila plate ; and further whether
the numeral on the tablet is 72 or 42, as in either case it discloses a
lower number than 78 of the year of the Taxila plate, it need hardly
be said that they will have to be referred to two different eras, of
which the era of the tablet would necessarily be later than that of
the Patika plate.

(2) 'The stratification at Taxila clearly shows™ that Azes
succeeded Mauas as the ruler there ; and from the imperial coins in
some of which Azes as the elder occupies the place of honour on
the obverse with its Greek legend, while Azilises with the same
titles in Kharoshthi occupies the reverse, whereas in others the same
two names appear with the same imperial titles but with a change
of position, Azilises occupying the obverse with the Greek legend
and Azes the reverse with a Kharoshthi legend, it has been inferred
that Arzilises was associated with two kings named Azes, and
according to the degrees of dignity or seniority undoubtedly indi-
cated by these different positions, it would seem that Azes I was
the predecessor and Azes II was the successor of Azilises™ so that
the order of their succession was Azes [—Azilises—Azes II. The
stratification at Taxila further shows?¢ that Gondopharnes was the
immediate successor of Azes, and this is confirmed by the evid-

20, Liiders’ list No. 82.

21. Ibid., No. 59.

22. EI, XX, pp. 27, 357 f.n. 1; JIH, p. 22.

23. CHI, pp. 575-6 fn. 1; Acta Orientalia, XI, p. 260 fi.
24, Corpus, p. XxXix.

25. CHI, p. 512

26. Corpus, p. xliv.
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29. Ibid.; JIH, p. 25.
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he might be, and the year 103 of the Takht-1-Bahi inscription when
Gondopharnes was in the 26th year of his reign, must certainly be
two different 103rd years of two different eras, of which the era,
in which the second Shahdaur inscription is dated, is unquestiona-

bly the earlier.

As might he cxpected these two eras could not be concurrent
in at least the regions where these inscriptions have been found,
but the younger era must have superseded the older soon after it
was founded in those parts, or introduced into them. In that casc
since it was in the year 78 of the later era that Azes II was succeed-
ed by Gondopharnes, as is evident from the Takht-1-Bahi inscrip-
tion, the Azes of the second Shahdaur record would evidently be
Azes I, and it is fairly plausible that the later era must have
made its appearance in the north-west of India in the reign Azes I,
and the sccond Shahdaur inscription cannot thereforc he much
later than the first few years of his accession.

Butl we can not yet say whether Azes Isucceeded Mauas as
his own heir or his next of kin, or as his conqueror, as the two arce
nowhere associated with each other on coins, nor whether Azes 1
founded the new era or brought it with him into India. Now while
it is only the round form of the Greek O-micron O that is found
en the coins of Mauas, the square form [} appears side by side
with the round form on those of Azes I ; and if from the same change
that took place in Parthia during the reign of Orodes I (54—37
B.C.). as Prof. Rapson says? it is reasonable to suppose that on
account of the constant communication that undoubtedly existed
hetween Parthia and India at that period. ‘ this epigraphical change
is due to a fashion which spread from one country to the other, and
that the occurrence of the square omicron on a Parthian or Indian
coin is an indication that its date is not earlier than c¢. 40 B.C.’
(though no doubt he adds a warning that his chronological test
must be applied with caution, as therc are isolated instances occur-
ring carlier), the accession of Azes I may well be placed between

however it appears as a clear pha G (vide Bithler’s Indischen Paleo-
graphie, Tafel 1, pha in the 10th vertical line). Similarly Prof. Sten Konow,
who once read the name in the 2nd line of the Taxila silver scroll as ‘Imda-
fria’ in EI, XIV (p. 295) reads it in the Corpus (p. 77) as imtavhria; and
in this case also the compound consonant in question clearly seems to be
“phri’ (and not ‘ fri’, as there is no fricative f in Kharoshthi) and accordingly
1 read it as ‘Imdaphria’.

34. CHI, pp. 571-72,
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35. Ibid., p. 578.
36. Corpus, p. xlviii.
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Afghanistan ; and beyond it, between the Oxus and the Jaxartes
(Syr Daria), lay Sogdiana (Bukharad). Both the provinces are
known to have been thickly planted with Greek colonies by Alex-
ander. Probably Seleucus had to encounter the determined resist-
ance of the colonists as well as of natives, and must have thus ex-
perienced no little difficulty in getiing his sovereignty acknowledg-
ed.*" Somectime in the reign of his son Antiochus 1 (280—261 B.C),
a Greck named Diodotus was appeinted satrap of Bactria, who gra-
dually so strengthened his position that he may even have declared
his independence. His son Diodotus II, however, was an independ-
ent king, and the independence of Bactria had already been
achieved by the year c. 250 B.C.**-2 when Antiochus IT (261—246
B.C.), the grandson of Seleucus, was on the Syrian throne.
Soon in c¢. 250 (or 248) B.C. the Parthians also followed suit
and asserted independence under their national leader Arsaces,
and therewith founded their own era of independence. In about
230 B.C., Euthydemus, a Greek from one or other of the cities
called Magnesia, was on the throne of Bactria. Soon afterwards
in 212 B.C., Antiochus the Great of Byria, (225—187 B.C.), having
first defeated the Parthian king Arsaces 1II {214—191 B.C.), next
attacked Euthydemus and besiezed his capital Zariaspa or Bactra,
the modern Balkh. At last, however. Anticchus had to give way.
He recognised the independence of Bactria and gave his daughter
in marriage to Demetrius, the son of Euthydemus. Thereafter
Euthydemus appears to have extended his authority over Aracho-
sia and the land through which Antiochus had passed. In about
190 B.C. Euthydemus died leaving his son the Bactrian kingdom
which included modern Afghanistan. Demetrius extended his
power into the Indian provinces over the Hindu Kush. While he
was engaged in his new conquests, a certain Eucratides raised a
successful rebellion in the c¢. 175 B.C. and made himsel{ master of
Bactria3® According to Justin®—' Almost at the same time, as
Mithridates among the Parthians so Eucratides amongst the Bac-
trians, both princes of great merit, began to reign ’—when Deme-
trius was the king of Indians, i.e.,, was ruling over the provinces
he had conquered in India, no doubt after he had lost Bactria to
Eucratides, and as Mithridates I is known to have ascended the

37. CHI, pp. 424-35.

37-a. Ibid, p. 435.

38. Cambridge Shorter History of India (CSHI), pp. 63-64; Vincent
Smith’s Early History of India (EHI), pp. 236-37.

39. Historians’ History of the World (HHW), Vol. VIII, Part XII, p. 50.
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40. CHI, p. 457; CSHI, p. 64,
41. Rawlinson’s Parthia, p. 69.
42. Corpus, p. xxix fn. 1.

43. Parthia, p. 84.

44, Ibid., pp. 50, 58.

45. Ibid., p. 59.
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that Arachosia in eastern Iran,?® and further e.astern. provinces' Were;
included in his kingdom, and also that if bxs position as kmgo‘
Bactria had suffered at that time, he had ga'med otheljwlse as I 1}1]19,
of Kings over his Indian provinces. While returning frrom1 is
Indian expedition, when perhaps he would have aven.gcd the 085
of his territorics he was slain, and was succeeded by his son He}h?‘-
cles, who was probably also his mu.rderer. Socn 1hereaftorbw z;n
Heliocles was attaclked by the Seythians from the norlZL and .y' e
Indians on the east, Mithridates T rapidly poverran' his d.omml(ins
and took possession of the greater part of them including Al;)a,
Arachosia and Sakastina, which had been recently conguered ‘y
Eucratides,*™ and thus made himself the ma'ster of the entire eastel.n
Iran. The coins, however, show that Heliocles also rule.d both in
Bactria and India, and that after his reign Greek po]\ver m'Bac'tna
ceased. Hencelorth the Greek provinces are .folunc .only in k‘l.ng;
doms south of the Hindu Kush, and ’Lhey are d1v1_ded into two 1(;\7'3,
dynasties, the successors of Eucratides in the Kibul .valley an 1~n
north-west India, and the successors of Buthydemus in the eastern

3 ~
region of the Panjab.!

Neither the Greck Seleucid king of Syria, under whom Tim-
archus was the satrap of Babylon, nor any of‘ his pred(?cessorls was
known with any higher title than Besileus, Km.g, nor dAld Heliocles,
the son of Eucratides, continue his father’s title Basizleus Mega%.
Great King, but more the usual title Baszleutq, King,
as is evident {rom his coins.™ I therefore Tlma]‘Ch}lS,
when in 162 B.C. he declined to acknowledge the authority
of his suzerain king of Syria and asserted inde'pendence, chose. to
assume the title Basileus Megas after Euc.ratldes. a Cr:l'eek like
himself, and not the yet higher title, Basileus szszlle@L Megas,
Great King of Kings, of the barbarian Mithridates I, it is mtelhglblg
that he must have done sc¢ after the demi.e of I?ucra’tldes7 so that
he would be the only Greek Great King of th.e time, I{q that case
the death of Eucratides and the accession of his son Heliocles must
have taken place in or shortly before 162 B.C.

Though, thus, it might seem that the invasion of Mithridates I
was the main cause of the final relinquishment of Bactria by the

46. CHI, p. 569.

47. Parthia, p. 13 ; CHI, p. 554.

48. CHI, p. 554.

49. Ibid., pp. 587, Plate VI-8, and 590, Plate VI, 35.
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Sakas were still in possession of the Ta-hia country lying to the
south of the Oxus, he could not well have done so without first
passing through their country and attacking them, if need be.
But no such thing scems to have happened. Evidently therefore
the people who lived on the south of the Oxus at that time were
the peaccful Ta-hia, who were subject to the Ytiie-chi; and the
Sakas therefore had already been expelled thence by the Yiie-chi
by the year 130 B.C. The Yiie-chi would thus seem to have bheen
in possession of all the territories to the north and south of the
Oxus, for the Scythians, whom Phraates II invited to assist him in
130 B.C., could not well be any other than the Yiie-chi themselves,
who were then the masters of Scythia. They were not subject te
Parthia, as in that case they should have rebelled against Parthia
rather than made an invasion into it; nor would a subject people
have to he invited by promise of reward inasmuch as the fixed re-
lations between the suzerain and his subjects in those times implied
implicit obedience on the part of the latter, nor again would a
subject people have dared to disobey or delay obedience to the
call of its suzerain, as the Yie-chi did with regard to Phraates I1.

The next Parthian king, Artabanus I. is said to have been
killed while he invaded the country of the Tochari. Naturally hc
would have his revenge upon the Scythians for the death of Phra-
ates II, and the appetite for retribution would be all the keener
because of the tribute he had been compelled to pay them, though
perhaps just in order to get rid of them for the time beinz. Though
it is not implausible that had he heen but successful against the
Scythians he would no longer have spared the Tocharians, who
formed one of the most powerful tribes of the Scythians, i.e., the
Yiie-chi, the reason why he attacked the Tocharians first, is evid-
ently because the route of his expedition lay through the country
of the Tocharians so that without first conquering them he could
march no further. In order to reach the Scythians who lived o
the north of the Oxus, his expedition had to cross that river, or in
other words it had to pass through the country that lics to the south
of the Oxus, and that is surely where the Tocharians were when
he attacked them and died at their hands in 123 B.C. It is thus
certain that the Tocharians had now settled in the country to the
south of the Oxus, where in ¢. 126 B.C. the Chinese envoy found
the Ta-hia. The Ta-hia would thus seem to have been dislodged
thence, or if they still remained there, they were now directly
under their masters, the Tocharians, who seem to have been so
called on account of their association with that country which be-
longed to Bactria and which to the Greeks and the Romans was
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known also as Tochara and to the Chinese as Ta-hia.™ This sit

tion is well explained by the demand which, accorélin«f to Jsx(-ga-
the Scythians are said to have made from Phraates II D‘m 1‘)8u;3né,
that, in case they werc not paid their promised re\r\";ar(i S()m_o 1};
enemy should be allotted them. Either the pastures c;n ﬂ{\ . -ell
of the Oxus could no longer feed their increasinﬂ;hordé ’ ?01}11
Ta-hia on the south could noi meet their growinge cblmnan ‘vy‘ OLTJL X
plundered Parthia and also got the tribute h‘om Ajrtagaumf ; Timy
wanted more; and in order to widen their activitios am 1e«y»
have once again divided themselves, and one of theinxl‘ trif)yq m-lrt
Tocharians, which was perhaps a very large one as it was TS, vt }O
powerful one, now took possession of the territory to the o \holy”
Oxus, where the Chinese envoy in 126 B.C. found the Ta-h?mi.t . O:
more or less undisturbed by the Yiie-chi, though no dou?)t “57:3)5

ject to them. Thi th :
joct 1o is must have therefore happened between 126 and

We have seen that Eucratides died in ¢. 162 B.C. or shortly
before it. But we do not know how long his son .an.d 3 510# g
Heliocles ruled. As from the numismatic evidence howovw-ci:—less‘or
cles is known to have ruled also in Bactria, where 1hel Geho‘
power ceased after his reign, the Sakas must have cocnr uo* lreek
occupied Bactria sometime after 162 B.C. Consequenﬂ{' etlhe( Sand
thians who, as we have seen, attacked the kinedom o? H Ei' ?-
from the north, were no others than the Saka: themsely e~lo-c o
thus wrested Bactria from him. If now Phraaies 11 ‘eri:’ &?71"10
anticipation of danger from Syria, should have lli;n;erif Gaps o
Scythia to invite the Yiie-chi to assist him against Antiochtjonse‘ ©
tes, the Yiie-chi must have already become a great powe j 1d§-
north-eastern frontier by the year 130 B.C., so ?chat their s o
of Bactria and the consequent migration of the Sakas 1he0nqueSt
not well be much later than c. 140 B.C. The exact déte of 1}?55212

occupation of Bactria will have therefore to be looke
the years 162 and 140 B.C. coked for between

. Though no doubt, thus, the Sakas would seem to h
In possession of Bactria for a briel period, they must have knos
by then that their predecessors there, the Greeks rec]i e e
with perhaps the Seleucidan era of 312 B.C. whiéh 1 );mbed Uf_ne
troduced into Bactria when Seleucus, the ’fou;lder mf( theen o
conquered it soon afterwards in 306 B.C. They must 1(1) o
known that their new neighbours, the Parthians Ona\;igu(l)“:}ﬁer
) er

ave been

70. JIH, p. 10.
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hand, when they threw off the yoke of the Seleucids, abolished
therewith the Seleucidan era, which they too must have adopted
so long as they were subject to the Seleucids, and founded instead
their own era of independence in 248 B.C. The example of the
Asiatic Parthians could not well be lost upon the Sakas, and if, as
might be expected, they likewise instituted an era of their own,
it may not unreasonably be presumed to have been connected
with their final setting up as rulers of Bactria, and ils beginning
therefore will have to be looked for between the years 162 and 140
B.C., when they became masters of Bactria. Furthermore, as has
been already observed, if the word Sai-wang occurring in the
statement found in the Chinese chronicles ™ with regard to the
migration of the Sakas into Ki-pin—the Sai-wang went south and
became rulers of Ki-pin—is to be definitely understood as a
plural, and not a singular meaning ‘ the king of the Sakas’, 7 or
in other words if it expresses a collective idea, it can hardly mean
Saka-kings,™ as there could be no more than one king ruling over
an aggregate people, but must mean Sala-lords, Saka-chiefs, as
each tribe may well be supposed to have its own chieftain, all of
whom together would then be the Sai-wang, le., the leaders or
chiefs rather than kings of the Sakas. Perhaps the Chinese word
wang means almost the same thing as the Greek Koiranos (a ruler,
leader), which is found in its gen. sing. Koiranouw on the coins of
 Miaus or Heraus ™. In that casc the Sakas, when they migrated
from Bactria, would seem to have been governed by a federation
of their tribal chiefs.

From Bactria the Sakas are said to have gone south to Ki-pin.
In the Chinese chronicles Ki-pin is stated to be to the south-east
of the Great Yiie-chi, whose capital was then in Badakshan,™ and
to the north-east of Arachosia, i.e., Ghazni and Kandshar.’® Ac-
cording to Prof. Rapson, however, Ki-pin is merely a geographical
term, which is used as such in various senses by the Chinesc
writers, and would most naturally mean Kapisa, which again,
according to the description given of it by Hiuen Tsiang, compris-
ed modern Kafiristan.””. For a time their movement would be

71. 1bid., pp- 6, 9-10.
72. CHI, p. 566.
73. JIH, pp. 6, 10.
74. RIC, p. 9, Plate II. 1.
75. Corpus, p- liv; JIH, p. 15.
76. CHI, p. 548.
77. Ibid., pp. 555, S67.
3
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successfully impeded by the Greek princes ruling in the Paropani-
sadae, i.e., the Kabiil valley and the country north of the Kabui
river, now known as Laghman, Kohistan and Kafiristan,” when
naturally the main current would flow westwards in the direction
of Aria (Herat)™ and Drangiana (Seistan op Saka-sting) ™ Wo
have seen that Mithridates I took possession of the Greek provin-
ces of Aria, Arachosia and Sakastana, and made himself master of
the ontire eastern Iran. The reigns of his suceessors, Phraates J1
(138—128 B.C.) and Artabanus I (128--123

25 B.C), were so dju-
turbed by wars with the Syrians and the Yiie-chi that the Sakaz,

who had now occupied those Parthian provinces, could do so with-
out any resistance, and may have easily made themselves masters
there. The successor of Artabanus I, Mithridates 1] the Great
(123--88 B.C.), according to Justin, ‘ carried on many wars against
his neighbours with signal gallantry and added p

any provinces to
the Parthian empire.

Not satisfied with this, he often had war
with Scythians; and by the victories he obtained over them, re-
venged the injury his father (Artahanus I} had rece

ived from
them '8 He is thus stated to have employed the whole foree of

the State upon his north-eastern frontier and in a
ful engagements defeated the Scythians
disgrace of his predecessors. The acquisition of parts of
Bactria from the Scythians, which is attested hy  Strabo,
belongs to his reign.8 Scholars seem to be of one accord that the
Scyvthians, whom Mithridates II overcame, are Sakas™ But |

cries of success-
and avenged the

believe otherwise, for as we have just seen, all the traces of Saka
power, whether in Bactria or elsewhere on his north-eastern fron-
tier, had already been wiped out long before he came

to the throne,
nor had his predecessors met with their death at the hands of the

Sakas. It was therefore the Yiie-chi settled on the north of the
Oxus, and the Tocharians on the south of it in the Ta-hia country,
whom Mithridates II overcame, and it was from the latter that
he wrested parts of Bactria. Thereupon he is also stated to have
extended his dominion over Saka-stina, le, Seistan or Drangiang.*
Now Sakastana was a Parthian province ever since its conquest
by Mithridates I, and if now Mithridates [I extende

d his dominion

78. Ibid., p. 541.

79. Ibid., p. 542.

80. Ibid., p. 548.

81. HHW, p. 5L

82. Parthia, p. 118.

3. JIH, p. 17; CHI, p. 567.
84. Parthia, p. 118,

1
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i - re-conquest or re-establish-
over if, (hat domti}?ilz;)rr: ;Le\i;lry :;Eia);jn;lies tha?c Parthia must have
ment of the P'ar > in the intlerval. Evidently the Sgkas, vs'/ho, ai
lost tha! prov“;lced settled there during the intermedl‘ate .relgns of
e e li\r{:ﬂ;anus 1, must have either occupied it as c<:.m-
Phaates oo tually conquered it. It was thus on the occasion
quer'ors oo event ':)f Sakas{ﬁna, that Mithridates II ﬁr:st came face
of his rec{.)nqulis Sakas, and when he once wrested' it back from
to face with | f\ : o) 7ﬁrm1y established his suzerain power over
them, he must raveb t all the eastern Iran that in order to secure
not only Sakastana ul 5. it is not inconceivable that he must haye
it against any further fOSS, vitaxa (Parthian viceroy) preferably o
placed it in charge o ‘eao{ the Arsacidae. The Seythian invasio,
scion of Fhe roysl 11035011 as his subsequent engagement with thq
o‘f Mlthrfiafjve ti be assigned to a period between 123 and 10¢
;a(liasa;v;wm the latter date he is known to have engaged himself
\:J']t}.l, the affairs of Armenia8

The Saukas, on the other hand, who had so long
ed to their nomadic life of independence, or to th .
of migration, when they could n?t exel{{mse tbelr mdependence,

1d no longer endure the Parthian yoke, wh].ch'moreover now
cou by no means lightly. nor cculd they easily throw ;¢ off.
o on ther'rll ice for them to live on their free life lay in a furthep
T}}e on.ly ¢ 1al\” from the Parthian provinces, and, hemmed ahoyy
ln)gl‘atlon’\?:)ovn o -thc other sides, the only way open to them Was
as they w&but led into the Greek provinces of north-western Indig,
g Wahy s’znce ousted the Greeks from Bactria and muyg have
Thgy o into collision with some of the Greek princes ip the
again Cofmtile‘ir‘ southern migration from Bactria. They kne
Cou:thZy woreh as much, or more, disunited, and were Nothing
t:}?en compared 1o the. Parthian qummoth. It W-as much eaSiQ;‘
{o invade their territories than to live as the. subjectg of Parthia.
As might be expected. some of’.the Saka tribes, if not all, myg
have started on their journey of invasion during the reign of With-
ridates 1I, as is sufficiently borne ouy by the comparatiyel«
rudimentary title Basileus, King, in the Greek legend Basile‘y«
Mauow (gs) appearing on the earliest pojngs of the Sy hig
who led that invasion, and assumed that title when he had
out a kingdom for his people, for pg Saka coing earliey

been accustom.
e alternate lifa

W how

a chief
tarved
an g

85. Ibid., p. 125.
86. CHI, p. 588, Plate VI, 2
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have as yet been found in India " He durst not
imperial style, Great King of Kings, Bq
(g:s.). which at that time was still the sole prerogative of the
Parthian emperor, so long as the great Mithridates Iy was on the
throne of Parthia. On the death of Mithridates 11 the Great in
88 B.C., that imperial title remained in abeyance in Parthia jtgelf.
As Phraates III (70—57 B.C), the son and successgor of Sinatruces,
Is sald to have felt insulted, when {he Roman genepg] Cheius
Pompeius in hig written communicationg refused him his gene-
rally rocognised {itle King of Kings % he may have resumed jt
perhaps after he had recovered Media in 6g B.C.
accession. But in the interval it wag assumed in th
of Parthia by its great rivgl Tigranes [T of Armenig  in
7T B.C.;" and consequently itg appearance in the ¢ast on the
later coins of the aforesaid Saka king 91 when he tgq became Great
King of Kings, Basiless Basilegy, Megalon Mavoy (2.5), will have

to be duly assigned to o date, not of course earlier than 77 B.C. nor
later than 66 B.C.

yet assume the
sileds Buasilegy, Megalou

" if not with his
€ west in defiance

The name of this Saka ki
singular in the Greek legends

Panjab only, particularly in the north
agreed that its nomin
has also suggested

nd in the
the scholarg are
3, but Mr. Vincent Smith
variant. Tg judge from
ing. may wel] be any one of
His name in the Kharoshthj

as Moq-gq (gs.), whence it
» the nom, sing. of hj

~west”  Al]
ative singular ig Maue
Maugs 9 berhaps ag 5
Mawvou, itg nom. g
the forms Manés, Mauas or Maupsg ™

legends on his ¢oing has been reaq as
follows that, if that readin
must no doubt be Moq,

parallel genitiveg Maharg
Taxila plate of Patika® hag been reaq
the gen. Sing. of the name of the king
supposed to hgye been known

the gen. sing. form

g is correct

as Mogqsg and ex
» who on th
also ag Mog

blained ag
at account hag been
a, which therefore has

87. RIC, p. 7.

88.  Parthiq, p. 140.
89. HHW, p. 27.

80. CHr, p. 569.

91. Ibid., pp. 587, 592
92. RIC, p. 8.

93. EHI, p. 242,

94. Cf. nom, sing. politeg (stem :

ns. Andreas (stem : Andrea:proper hame Andrew).
logos (stem : Iogo:speech): g:s. logou. '
95. Corpus, P. 28, Plate V.

Plates VI. 9, 12, VIII. 48

polita=-5 citizen) gen. sing, politou ;
g.s. Andreou; n.s.
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b d to be a variant of Moa. C'onsidering how I_l;arl.):;_-
ol SUPP'O-SG ;s were spelt in Greek coin-legends, e.g., uwv :
ously ‘forelgn‘ Iﬁm?’i Vé;\;ud;}va':Ba:‘oa (d)éo 7 ete., we shall ﬁrgt
ok Ooeé}iu(zorrect form of his name as far as c_an be made
e [ (; appears in the Greek and Kharoshthi legen(%sbcl)n
IO'Ut f“’):; h\(\)/\}’vli:h Ii)t I;cod hardly be said, are our only reliable
his coins, .

ides 1 matter. '

gu‘d: N 'tfh:hn Kharoshthi form of his name .were. Moya, fltth‘V()tL\l,},i
i o Vbeen melt.in Greek as Moaou with either o 1 3 :
C’m‘tafmt]l}l]e}u(l}\;ecok al{);labet the short (o-micro;:(zrtogrtllxsngo.niut
P i - in it was s ;
(O_m‘ega)’ acco:)dmng siss:)he?t Os}jzslrzldsufﬁce to argue that his Igar;lle
It has m?t o o-sound whether long or short. Nor could the
did'not .Contamkanymekbe a dipthong, for considering t}'lat he cange
o in e Gree‘t Irl'i Iran, it is not inconceivable that %t Woulil e
o ab?“t oy :onounced there, and so far as may -be ]udge(% r(;lm
e Icjl found in Avesta, there were no dlp'thongs in t i
‘;he VO‘;’;*SI'Z(;‘}T;&; Necessarily therefore the Iau hin his narlr:: rlr::d
e iffor 'owe s a-i, in which a¢ may g
represel))t t“sr;;oftlfzzl :,:; Z:Zczlfrr?ay be a vowel () ora cons}i)nar‘l:
i- rs -37), @ .
((ga—\’;; c])But then the Greek a (alpha) is frf;?;ye?rtlgpﬁﬁi;,yogzg;
. . 281 , especl 21ling g

oo media all?df;?et}?el e:;;;:rgfls 1152,) whpich the (.}reek alp}iabet
e Sta{l( :8 s will be evident from the following e_xamp es‘—
tOta]]B’_]aC]\_S’ aj r Jhelum) -~ Gk. Udaspes ;™ Hebrew Esiv (pro-
Sl Vst (é:l‘{" Esau 10 Hebh. Levi (proper name).::Gk.
per rll(z)llml—;))‘-mR'l;f'hlv (pro}mr name) —Gk. Ragau.’ There is al;o
o -e). 'c;:r;ce of the medial Greek a being'long and t e
o e eV;ind as a consonant vu in Kharoshthi in th? genuine
grezll{\ 2:1':lrrr)li\ezllﬂuc-:ati-des in the coin-legends!®? of that king: obv.

reek na

923 Brown’s Coins of India (BCI), Plate IV, 7-8.
' ate II, 12.
97. RIC, Pldtemnt va g is sometimes also representec}bl-)gr E}Iie k(irpﬁi(
or o represented g .
o Co'ns 11 as by the short o—Heb. David=Gk. Da i {Lake L
Consomimdlf as~g{jzodéo (RIC. plate II. 12); Vonones (\(;;;Iec;;. a(;d o
32);AV(IZ?a:v;;hénal) —Ononés (CHI, pp. 578, 592,_ pléx;;zl ,592 lélate e
iy h'Ve (Pahlava) name Avadaga$a=Gk. Abdagasés " P. )
Parthian
initial, i irate
- Greek u, when initial, is always an aspi ,
.82, fn. 2. As the Gr irate,
o If(;”' pused to represent an initial va & of the words from g
it was seldom
lanfg§ge§ew Testament (NT): Hebrews. XIIL 16.
101. NT: Luke, IIL. 24, 30, 35. 3 VIIL 36,
102. CHI, pp. 588, 591, plates VI 3, VIII,
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Gk. Eukretidou (g.s.)-—rev. Kh. Evukratitasy (g.s.)
u in the stem of the name of this Saka king were ;a.v.
sing. would be Maus and the gen. sing. Mauos, like I(\?v
sing. of the Greek word Mus (=mouse), or ’like Anu
sing. of Anaus (=shipless, having no ships) ; but tha ;
sing., as we have it, is Mauou. The vy in hi; name f}r: fhe gen.
evidently a consonant, and the correct form of jg erefore is
Greek is Maués or Mauas, both of which alike h n0rr‘1. Sne in
Mauva and genitive singular Mawou, 103 ave their stem as
Now again of the 4 coins of this k
bridge History of India vol. I—A4 -

If now the
el, its nom.
0s the gen.
0s the gen,

ing illustrateq in the Cam-

Plate V1. 2. p. Pl
C: Plate VL 12; and D Plate VIIL 48— 4 yyhyep, 1ooc V% 9
the earliest, as we have already seen, contains no Khls 01)}';/1}())1151y
aroshthi le.

gend, while all the rest are bilingual. E
very well perceive that in the Kharoshthi
initial akshara M of his name differs in de
akshara M in those legends, with which t
tasa begins; for while in the former cas

ven the naked €ye can
legends on Cand p the
tails from the only (;t
he breceding worq m
e there is 4 regular ¢

her
aha-

(and not merely a slight stroke) which i urve
: ru

right bar of the akshara slants to the left b:i%hd-qwn fr?m the
whole look like the lower half of a circle b making the

. vith a b a cury
linear tangent attached to ita i e elt T |
A out its bottom, the oth ;
b , r M ig mere]
y

a concave semi-circle, as the Kharoshthi i

dgtail about it. It might be argued th.at1 tzlic; i{ﬁd s 1o other
s.hght bottom-stroke as is found with the mq in 1}11 repl‘.esents the
lian,'"! which is no doubt often found with the lai Y Pal‘ls. Cornei-
any way aflecting its vocal valye 105 But g F;Oam mfl without in
once convince that they are entirely different miarlson Will at
fore represent different matrds. This initial Yaools and there-
has been read ag Mo, but so far .
cular detail in that letter does not conform t
of the o-strokes noted by Prof. Sten Kono 01
ciently close resemblance to the arc of tha YV’
sd of the word Simisa in the J i
Besides the O-matrd seems to ha

coin-legends in representing even pure Greek n
a

» this partj.
Ozsmy of the Varietieg
' but bearg a suff-
MAtra in the gk

e of the shay;
amalgarhi pedastal Inseription 10‘3
1y avoided ip the
mes in Kharoshthi

103. Though no doubt the nom.
Mauou, its stem Mauo cannot bring
his name, and as such Mauos cannot

1064. Corpus, p. 7., plate I.

105. Ibid., p. cxxiii.

106. Ibid., pp. cxx-cxxi.

107. Ibid., p. 114, plate XXII. 2.

sg. form Mayeg h,

as the
out the precige va same
be an alternative

- gen, gg
ound containeq in

nom Sg. of hig hame
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—Gk. Appollodotos—=Kh. Apaladata,'® Apuludata,’®¥ Apuludutat®y;
Gk. Diomedes=Kh. Diyumeda ;! Gk. Heliocles==Kh. Heliya-
kreya ;1! Gk. Pakores—Kh. Pakura:''" perhaps it was rarely
in use in writing. I am therefore confident that this particular
detail in the initial akshara of his name represents the d-matra and
no other. and the said akshara therefore has to be read as Ma (gy.
The next akshara has been read as a short @ (1), and at first sight
it might appear so. But considering the different shapes of this
akshara, which appears as an are or a semi-circle standing more or
less on one of its ends in C (Plate VI. 12), while in B (Plate VI.
9) and D (Plate VIIL 48) it looks like a bill-hook with its left arm
elongated far beneath the level of the right, and considering also
that the corresponding letter in the Greek form of his name on the
obverse sounds as g (ve). as we have just seen, I am inclined to read
this akshara asg with rounded head, as we have it on the Kurram
casket 113 (‘Avadunakasa’; ‘uvadana’; ‘bhave’), and in the Shakar-
darra (‘kuro’) and the Ara'l® (‘Vajheshka’) inscriptions. If thus
it is a short « (%), his name in Kharoshthi would be Mda f ;"31),
and if my reading is right it would be Mave (mig) At any rate
since in its Greek form the 3rd letter is a consonantic u, even if in
Kharoshthi the 2nd akshara be an g, it is unavoidable to conclude
that the original form of his name is Mava (ma") ending in the con-
sonant g” which is represented in Greek by u, while in Kharosh-
thi it has been vocalised into a short a (&), when his name was,
so to say, Prakritized. His real name thus was Mdava, which is re-
presented correctly as Mauas in the nom. sing. in Greek and as
Mdve or Mad in Kharoshthi. At all events it could hardly con-
tain, or even admit into itself, a guttural sonant ga (37), and Moga
therefore could never be any form whatsoever of his name, not
even the remotest possible form of it.

But it may be argued that the name Moga is the same as
Mauakés, the name of the leader who commanded the Saka con-
tingent in the army of Darius at the battle of Gaugamela,!'® which

108. CHI, p. 586, plate VI 4.

109. Ibid., p. 587, plate VI. 6-7.

110. Ibid., pp. 578, 591, plates VI. 11, VIIL 40.
111. Ibid., p. 590, plate VII, 29, 35.

112. Ibid., p. 592, plate VIII. 35.

113. Corpus, p. 155, plates XXVIII-IX.

114. Ibid., p. 160, Plate XXXI

115. Ibid., p. 165, Plate XXXIIL

116. CHI, p. 341; EHI, p. 242, fn. 2.
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is formed from the stem of Mau-és and the derivative suffix kg 117
x ka.

In the case of the said Sak
a leader the final k i
. . . . - a f 1 s >
evidently <o inseparably linked with the name its(;lf Zs ‘?ar}rjle o
2 0 hecome

alm-Qst an integral part of it, exactly as is the ¢
Patika. Kanishka, Vajheska, Huvishkea Jihoni{?se ,
was never so in the case of the name of the Saltz k(?lC., whereas it
hgd his name too ever contained that suffix and h l?g Mauas ; for
without it, we should have had his name in thr:e(,was 1?0t known
}‘Zzza;”;i (1)1[1 tée sides, if not both, of one or oth;rbs;].hissl'nfc.)ion i,
o Midkamlggk Igld.a? MfLUkaasxa, or with the vocalisatin% ai
catrap Jihomka’ m Z 'lalf)bht_l:ll, just as we have the name o(;ntlo
thi on his c;)in ll:gsor i;i);nses in Greek and a Jihonika in Kharos}]f
(g.s.) in Greek and LisilriZine O,f the Gr,eCk king Lysias as Lysiou
but we have none of it or; tg (%-'.5') in Kharoshthi on his coin ;119
e coins of Mauas. ’

with the names

Now the word i
. . occurring next to 3
mtase in the first line of thevPatika pltahli ;jords oo rease Maha-

and from its plausible dependence on those
been explained as the gen. sing. of the n .
thus seem to be the o

s been read as Mogasa,
parallel genitives it has

of the kins who w

N . ¥ Ould

reading nor this , . Great King Moga.'""  Neither this

$ explanation can be admitted to be correct Flb
orrect. or

N 1 'ph an r i a A5 i i =) u}
7 0 (1 ) 'y magy l ving glaS“ tl].e I.Il.ltl‘ ra
! » ) ) ) 3y al aksha . (o] ( 1€ V()]’(l
Y C“ad as IVI sSasa 1n t [ Sec nd halt 0f [h late\ a
< aSqs l € Ssame lule 0{ t}le [tlele) (&4 p can

be readily perceived to reveal 3 | q i

left bar (quite welike the Sh;hélr:)eqiggched like a tangent to its
which we have already noticed), asu is diistt'mlfe
marked way with also the initial aksh Sty
Mogasa, while the final akshara of the o

the second half of the same 1
. o ine and the 4th ak
which has been read as Sakamunisa in the SrElIiS::r:l " 1the o
early exhibit

quite different details. The initial aksh
chJLVinLLsa, \ghich is clearly not a plain Ma,aizaﬂ?istiee“‘;;?:d Tad as
Skt. word awsmthe word itself, as need hardly be said, stand er the
) misasya (=of the month), it can ne ’ s for the
must certainly be Ma, wherefore the word can Vcrl be a Mo, hut
as ‘Mc.tsasa but will have to be duly ITlodonger be read
Apriori therefore the word so long read ead as Masasa.
as IV_Ioga_sa will have certainly to be read (ﬁl_te incorrectly
the a-matra is attached in these instances toasthe alglfltsa}.) If thus
€ a

whereas in the case of the initial akshara of the king’ e }1:/[,
S name on his

of the plain ma,
found in a more
the word read as
word read as pidiichame in

117. CSHI, p. 68.

119.
118. RIC, PL IL 3, p. 9. CHL p. 589, P1. VIL 26,

120. Corpus, pp. 28-9.
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coins,!2t it is found with the right bar, we have only to remember
that while the same matra found in the akshara sd of the word
s@mise in the Jamalgarhi pedastal inscriptiont?? is an arc concave
to the left, it is quite the other way in the case ol the ka of the
word divasa-kile in the Shakardarra inscription,’ and his almost
a straight line slanting to the right in the initial RZ of the word
Rathitarasa in the Piathyar inscription.!?t  Then with regard to the
word next to it, Prof. Sten Konow says!® that Dowson was able
to read Panemasa. but the ond akshara is now almost invisible. On
the strength of that reading, the word has been explained as the
genitive singular of Panema, i.e., Panemos, which is the name of
the Greek (or Parthian) month broadly corresponding to the
Indian mecnth of Ashadha.'" To me however this reading also
seems to ke quite inadmissible. The first akshara which falls at
the end of the first line of the first half of the plate is no doubt a
pa. and the 3rd and 4th aksharas which occur in the 1st line of the
9nd half are also no doubt ma and sa respectively. But where the
ond akshara occurs at the extreme right edge of the 2nd half of
the first line on the 2nd half of the plate, I can well enough make
out something clearly resembling the Tamil () pa.r. Iis left side
is almost clearly visible to the naked eye, while its right
<ide reveals itself better through a magnifying glass. This shape
can have nothing to do with the Kharoshthi na, nor with any other

Kharoshthi aksharathan da (®), 1 (fr) or possibly pha (&)

121. CHI, pp. 587, 592, Plates VI. 9, 12, VIIL 48.
122. Corpus, p. 114, Plate XXII. 2.
123. Ibid., pp. 159-160, Plate XXXIL
124. Ibid., p. 178, Plate XXXVL
125, Ibid., p. 24.
126. Ibid., CHI, p. 570.
127. Vide Biihler’s Indischen Paleographie, Tafel T; and Cf.
de in Chadasilae (1. 2) in the Kalawan copper-plate (ET XXI
p. 259 & plate opp.};
da in Makadakae in Mount Banj inscription (Corpus p. 57,
plate X1);
du in eduo in Kala Sang inscription (Corpus, p. 54, Pl. XI. 1) ;
du in Sabhedusa in Shahdaur T (Ibid., p. 16, PL. IID);
da in Svedavarma on the Kurram Casket (Ibid., p. 155,
Pl. XXVIID);
dre in Hodrena in Dharmarajika No. 2 (Ibid., p. 91, Pl. XVII);
{i in Kutinbini in Sui Vihar plate (ibid., p. 141, P. XXVI);
pha in Utaraphagune in Zeda inscription (Ibid., p. 145, PL. XXVI);
and
in Mahiphatiena on the Kurram Casket.
4
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But neither {t nor pha read between the preceding akshara pa and
the succeeding aksharas masa could convey any sense in that so
far as the context is concerned the word patimasa is hardly sen-
sible, while in any case paphamasa is quite meaningless. But the
casc ’is different when the word is read with da for its 2nd akshara,
for then it at once stands out as padamasa, which is quite a signifi-
cant Prakrit gen. sing equivalent to Skt. prathamasya, meaning * of
the first’. The akshara, which has so long been misread as na, is
thus unquestionably da: the down-ward clongation of its right
side has been obviously cut off as the plate is broken into two just
ot that point. The three words in gquestion v\fih now read as
Magasa padamasa misasa, which at once means ‘. in the first month
of Magha’; and the whole of the first line a-,b m:oto as far as th.e
word purveye in it, would then reac% as—Samvatsamye; athasqtatz-
mae 18, maharayasa mehamtase, Migasa ?adamasa masasy divase
paiichame 5 etaye purvaye—and be readﬂyh rendered as—In 'the
¢ seventy-eighth (78), (during the reign) of Great King,
. ffth day, 5, of the first month of Magha, on this afore (-said
Zn o Necessz:*il; therefore there was an intercalation of the
Iigze;n lunar month of Migha in that 78th year, It may b.e remark-
ed here that of the Kharoshthi inscriptions s0 far acc.essxble to us,
none whatsoever dated in either of the earlier foreign eras con-
tains the name of any Greek month, whereas of those unmistak-
ably dated in the later Kanishkan era, some no doubt do exhibit
that peculiarity.

But then it might be objected that in case the word occurring
next to Maharayasae Mahamtase is Migase and meéns “of (the
month of) Magha’, the inscription would not co‘ntam the name
of that Great King. Quite so0; for the' mere mention of the actual
ruler by his title sufficed for all practical purposes to those living
in his dominions, who knew his name so‘well; and this is amply
borne out by these other Kharoshthi inscrlptior.ls . the Taxila silver
vase'?® contains no name of the Maharaja, while it names his bro-
ther (Mahamja-bhmta) Manigula as well as t}}e latter’s son Jiho-
nika, the Panjtar inscription 12 does not r?nentx.on the name of the
Maharaje Gushana in whose reign it vtras' m'scmbed, nor the Taxila
silver scroll 1% that of the Maharaja Rajatufaga De_vaputra Khushana
whose health it anxiously prays for. ) Sin:nlar evxd‘ence is_ furnished
also by some coin-legends, for the Brahmi legend,'®! Mahdkhatapasa

128. Corpus, p. 82
129, Ibid., p. 0.

130. Ibid., p. 1.
131. CHI, p. 538, Pl V. 10.
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putasa Khatapasa Soddsase (gs.) the kshatrapa Soddsa the son
of the maha-kshatrapa, does not contain the name of the maha-
kshatrapa, under whom his son Sodasa was then a kshatrapa,
while neither the coins of Spalyris,’®® on the obverse of which
he styles himself Spalirios dikaiou adelphow tow Basileds (g.s.),
the righteous Spalyris brother of the King, nor those of Spali-
rises!32.b on the ohverse of which he calls himself Busileds adelp-
hou Spalirisou (g.s.), Spalirises brother of King, and on the re-
verse maharaja-bhrata dhramiasa S'paliris’asa (g.s.), the righteous

Spalirises hrother of the King, mention by name the king or kings
whose brothers they were.

So there was an intercalation of the Indian lunar month of
Magha in the year 78 of the era in which the Patika plate is dated.
Migha hardly becomes intercalary according to the true system,
while by the mean system the intercalation of Magha is no less
frequent than that of other lunar months. Now according to the
mean system, Magha was intercalary in the years 77-—76 B.C. and
58—57 B.C., not to speak of the yel earlier or later intercalations
which evidently fall beside the scope of our enquiry. These in-
tercalary years readily give us the years 155—154 B.C. and 136—
135 B.C. respectively for the epoch of the era to which the said
plate belongs. It is an undoubted Saka record, and though not
that of the king himself, it is the record of the son and heir-ap-
parent of a kshatrapa under that king. In the first Shahdaur in-
scription!® of the 60th year, which is thus only 18 years earlicr
than the Patika plate, Damijada, who is called a Saka, bears the
title rdjan—Rajano Damijadasa Sekasa, (during the rule) of
Rajan Damijada the Saka. Since Patika the son of a kshatrapa
styles himself a Yuvardje, crown-prince, as we have already scen,
it readily follows that the style by which a kshatrapa would be

known then is no other than rdjan, as we have already said above.
Damijada was thus certainly a kshatrapa, though he has not been
spoken of as such in that private record, perhaps because that
title was quite a recent innovation at that time in Indian adminis-
tration. He has been so conspicuously called a Saka obviously to

contra-distinguish the power which he represented from that which

it dislodged from the country. The Sakas therefore were already

in possession of the Greek provinces in the north-west of India by

the year 60 of the first Shahdaur inscription. A yet earlier

132-a. Corpus, p. xli; BCI, Plate IIL. 10.
132-b. Corpus, p. xli.

133. Ibid., p. 16.
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inseription  of the year 58, the Maira well inscription,!®t
seems to contain the word which has been read as Mousa
(g5.) in its slab C, which might well be the
Saka king Mauas, though, it may be said once
no purpose in helping to defermine the correct form of his name
in Kharoshthi, inasmuch as the slab itself 1
Cunningham's rough plate, where the

name of the
tor all, it can serve

s disappeared, and

contents of the slab are
now preserved, is, according to Prof. Sten Konow

to make it advisable to attempt to read the line % M-auas must
have therefore already invaded India and made Limself king over
the Greek provinces in the north-west before the year 38 of this
inscription.

. “too unreliable

No Saka coins earlier than those of Mauus are found in ITndin.
He would thus appear to be the carfiest Sal

a invaaer of India and
the first Saka kjng. 146

We have seen that he cp
od the imperial style eanlier than 77
Now Patika, who was the

n 1ot have assum-
B.C. nor later than 66 B.C.
crown-nrince of a kshatrapa. was himsel!
a Saka, as is once for all confirmed by the mention of his name
later on as a maha-kshatrapa on the Mathura Lion Capitall®? set
up in honour of the entire Sakastana as we hav

‘e seen—Sarcase
Sakastanasa pUYae.

From the Patika plate, the then reigning
king, who also was therefore no doubt a Saka,

is known as Maha-
raye Mahamta, Great King, which ig Basilews Megas in Greek.
In the case of his predecessors the Greek kings, however, Basilews,
which was rendered by Maharaja '™ was the customary regal title,
which however wag further enhanced in several instances by such
different epithets as Soteér,

saviour, epiphanés, illustrious, dikaios,
righteous, niképhoros oy ni

kator, victorious. aniketos unconquer-
ed, etc., which are respectively rvendered j

n the corresponding
Kharoshthi legends as tratare or tradarq. Skt wrdtda), prachacha
Skt. pratyaksha), dhramika, jayadhara, apadihagg (Skt. apratihata),

134, Ibid., p. 12, Plate I.
135. Ibid., p. 12,

136. CHI, pp. 554, 558.
137. Corpus, pp. 48-49.
138. It is unnecessary to r

Its Greek equivalent, as ig g he coins of the Greek Kings.
or‘mahata, the whole has to king’, though on some of the
coins of Eucratides (CHI, p. 591, Plate VIII. 39), however, the title on the

obv. Basileus Megas, the great king, is rendered on the rev. simply hy Maha-
raje, and not Mahdardja Mahata.

ender Mahardje or Mah
© well known from ¢
be rendered ‘ great

draya by ‘great king’.
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cle. as is evident fromlgrlliu fsfor;lazgnclz of’ his coin-legends,‘ 15(}3‘1:
of Buctatides, who ® the higher title Buasileus Megus, .1 ¢
known e boerIm;Lamja on the reverse'!” while on a L‘1n.11c1tL]11i
i ren‘dered' t;ytitlz coupled with his name in the I;lla:i(>s'}hc
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DBasileus, as is evl Cvl_ in India followed suit. Whex;x howelx%j e
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N e the au'blter’mediatc title  Basileus Mcga.s., hw b
Eucratides  the 1: Basileus before assuming Fhe yet‘.?xgve";egas
e ‘mm‘ Basileon megas. It is this title Basileus regas
perial title BaSll? ﬂ}i king in the Patika plate as mahmaw Ima o
thatfWefhave tflf:; t'\7:1‘ious coin-legends of the Sl‘;eis,juzst t‘,;le; have
o i - haraje, whic
just seen, Basileus '1ts ;zzge}izcjd}l);’ ;Jr:eaSaid ?that the adject'ivelr Zu;l;as-
as mahareye, &€ 3 n again be made out fror'n tho§e coin- egeiou:,
ita or maher atilca(}re:k adjective megas.1¢ It is thus o \\;he;l
exactly renders ientermediate stage in the career of C%\/Iautas,et en
that ther'e N 'E:;ler than Basileus, maharaya, .he. h;.a no’ aym e
havmghrlsenpx}'lel:ne Basileus Basileon megc}zls, mgatzra}jlz;:ngll P,atika
come the j and that was w
St knOWf_l aje;nahz?@vjfeqﬁzz;:wsli’n, he can not have assumed the
plate was issued.

586-91.
. xxviii ; CHI, pp. “
o ggfiii) p465 588, 591 ; Plates IV. 5, VI 3, VIIL. 3
140. , pp. i
141, Corpus, p. XXX, fn 1.
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highest title earlier than 77 B.C. nor
plate will have therefore to the i
. assign
66 B.C. Accordingly the epoch of the fraed' fo
can not be the vear 136—135 B.C, as i oV
is dated in the 78th year of that era
B.C. before when Mauas must have 3
title. The true epoch of the erq is th
year 1 is 154—153 B.C.; and thus th i
. i o € pre
[?late,.x\rhx(:h is dated in its 78th year orrl) t}feseStSate
first (intercalary) month of Magha, is Wednes Solar day

later than 66 B.C. The Patik
ika

a date before
hich it i dateq

Ssumed the hig
erefore 155—154 B C

nasmuch ag

the paksha (fortnight) has been mentioned in t}, 1 nelther
€ plate

day.h.as been called tithi (lunar day), nor eve i Por the
feml-mne, as it would justly be calleq in the ¢ oo icham in the
but is stated to he divase paiichame (loc. sg )as‘e of @ lun ’
the calendar followed in this case is cl‘eafi o the fifth day,
Pirpimanta in which the dates are reckonpdyra
days (divasa)!4 than by lunar days (tithi). y
to the Amanta scheme this day exactly ¢
lunar day of the dark half of the Amaintq

ther by the g
» Wherefore accor
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The year 15554 B.C. is thus
have seen that the Saka conquest o
the years 162 and 140 B.C,, the mstitution of thi
nected with that event, which must have ther . 1y con-
year 154~53.B.C., le., the Year 1 of this era A : n the
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first Saka invader and introduced into those par'cWlth pim by the
came under his sway, when he had conquered the ’ fof India which
rulers. In order to avoid coniusion, this era o o the Greek
nated the first Seka era, as we have to dea] \::ilay well be desig

even two other Saka eras, one of whi th yet anoth
, ich at least origi °r or
gnated in Ing;
ia.

the epoch of this erg

f Bactria was effected between

a is clear
efore occurred

147. Prof. Sten Konow is certainly not right j

etaye purvaye in this inscription (Corpus, Pp. 28-29)n rende

the M:anikiala‘ Inscription (Ibid., p. 150), and Simila)ra ;

f)ther. 1r‘15criptlons, as ‘on this first (tithi), because (lp rases occurring iy,

inscriptions having been obviously dated according t, ) almost all of these
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expressly stated in the inscriptions therﬁselves, and alssasb (ie. solar days)
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respective months as is evident from the respective i ent- O.ther days of their

translation of this phrase is therefore on this afore (n:z':lpgons.
- ay).

ring the phrage

S also etrq Purvee ip

» as
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The Maira Well inscription of the 58th year, which seems to
disclose the name of Mauas and is the earliest available inscription
dated in this era, allots itselt to the year 97—96 B.C., and the first
Shahdaur inscription of the 60th year, which is evidently the next
in point of time, belongs to the year 95-~94 B.C. In the latter in-
scription Damijada has been so expressly and no less justly de-
scribed as a Saka—Rajano Damijadase Sakase, (during the rule)
of r@jan Damijada the Saka—as is due in a record of an early
year after the occupation of the country by a new foreign power.
It may be here said once for all that the word Sakasa occurring in
the effaced passage standing between Damijadasa on the one hand
and the word read as as Shashtihae on the other in the first line
of this inscription must refer to its preceding word Damijedasa and
not to the succeeding, and even if the subsequent word is vatsdre,
(in the year), as might well be assumed, it can not be taken along
with its preceding word Sakese and explained as Sakasa vatsdre,
in the Saka year, but will have to be referred to its next following
word Shashtihae. sixty, and the whole passage ab initio will have
to be read as Rajano Damijadasa Sukasa, vatsdre shashtihae, and
rendered as (during the rule) of rdjan Damijada the Saka, in the
year 60. For the era in which this inseription is dated, though no
doubt it started from the Saka conquest of Bactria, was never
characterized as the Saka era or the era of the Sakas, as is so
patent from the fact that the Taxila silver vase inscription!#® of the
year 191, which is more than 200 years later than this inscription
and belongs to quite a different era, which, far from being the
era of the Sakas, readily superseded it in India, as we shall
soon see, begins with the word Saka (and not Sakase as pro-
posed by Prof. Sten Konow!??), which having thus nothing to do
with the Sakas, can never mean the Saka year or the Saka era, as
we shall explain in its proper place. Now already in the Maira
Well inscription of 97—96 B.C., there is the name of Mauas, and
from the further fact that Damijada has been called a Saka in the
first Shahdaur inscription of 95—94 B.C. the presumption is clear
that the Saka conquest of the Greek provinces in India must have
been then a very recent event, which therefore may well be placed
between the years 105 and 100 B.C. The first syllables Dami of
the name Damijada are sometimes found on the coins of king
Mauas.’®® Damijada was therefore the Saka ruler in the Agror
valley where his Shahdaur inscription stands, of the rank of a

148. Corpus, p. 82.
149, JIH, p. 3.
150. Corpus, p. 14.
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Mauas. It is thus certain tha p
first Saka expedition into Indj

: jan, under the Saka ki
t 1.t was Mavas himself who led i;g
a n 105—10p B.C. )

tore of the year 87—86 B.C_;
Lia, which as Prof. Sten K;
Liaka in the whole name 4
and the kshatrapa of Chuk
Taxila plate of 77 BC. B
and his son Patik

aka Kusulyl
hsa, as we k
; ut Comparing
&'s name Kusulylkg P

<@, of the father of Patiks
now from hig son Patika’s

his name 1,
. taka Kusy]
atika as it 5 itk

year 87—, ~ S seem t
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the due title of kshatrapa l
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of their kings. The Saka king referreq Tes Struck on those
the maharayq mehate in the Patika
course be nonc else than Mauas, who invaded i in
B.C:, iand later on assumed the highest ; e 2 in
Basileén megas in Greek and ‘
his Iater coins.

The invasion led by Mauas betw.

first Saka invasion of India, for as Ween 105 and 109 B.C. was the

e shall see later on, there wag

151, Ibid., pp. 19-20.
152. Ibid., p. 48.

153, Ibid, p. 26; CHI, p. 591, PL. vIII 42
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yet another Saka invasion by a different route, which took place
about a quarter of a century later. The date of the first Saka in-
vasion thus clearly falls it the reign of Mithridates II the Great
(123—88 B.C.). We have seen that Mithridates II reconquered
Sakastana and firmly established his sovercignty over it, and also
that that event must have occurred between 123 and 100 B.C., as
after the latter date he was engaged with the affairs of Armenia.
As might be expecied therefore the Saka expedition led by Mauas
must have started from Sakastana or Secistan (Drangiana)'"* as
is further evident from the fact that his earliest coins 1% as we
have seen, contain no legend in Kharoshthi, which was restricted
then in eastern Iran to the province of Arachosia (Ghazni and
Kandahar);'* and passing through Arachosia, which was the
eastern limit of the Parthian empire "7 into Paropanisadae (the
Kabul valley),’™ whence along the line in which the Greek domi-
nions lay, it must have reached Gandhara, where conquering the
two great kingdoms of Pushkalavati (Chéarsadda in Peshawar dis-
trict) '™ to the west of the Indus and Takshasila (Taxila) to the
east,!® which were till then ruled over by Greek princes, he
finally established himself as king, assuming the style Basileus
after the fashion of the Greek rulers whom he had just over-
thrown. Several of his coins are copied from those of
the Greek rulers of both the houses, the house of Eucra-
tides in the western Panjab and that of Euthydemus in
the eastern Panjab.!! This evidence coupled with that of the
coins of his satrap of Chukhsa, Liaka Kusulaka,'®2 which bear the
type Pilei of the Dioscuri, as represented on those of Eucratides
and some of his successors,, and the fact furthermore that the grant
of Patika, the son of Liaka Kusuluka, was made in the city of
Taxilal®—Takhasilaye nagare—must suffice to prove the certainty
of Mauas’ conquest of the western Panjab as well as that of the
extension of his rule over the eastern Panjab. So far as can bec
judged from his coins, which are said to be found only in the Pan-

154. CHI, p. 548.
155. Ibid., p. 586, Plate VI. 2.
156. Ibid., p. 569.
157. Corpus, p. xxxviii.
158. CHI, p. 541.
159. Ibid., p. 54b.
160. Ibid., pp. 558-9.
161. 1bid., p. 570.
162. Ibid., pp. 556, 591, Plate VIII. 42.
163. Corpus, p. 28.
5
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jab and not in Afghanistan,!®
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(To be continued.)
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Date of Kadamba Mrgesavarman
By

Mg. Dines CHANDRA S1rcar, ML.A.
Premchand Roychand Student, Calcutta University

IN my paper on the Date of Pallava Swaskandavarman (J. I. H.
XIII, p. 297ff), 1 have tried to show that Sivaskandavarman ruled
in the first quarter of the fourth century A.D. Elsewhere (Ind.
Cult, I, p. 502) I have also suggested that a comparison of the lan-
guage of the Chandravall inscription (Mys. Arch. Surv. AR.
1929, p. 50) with that of the Mayidavolu and Hirahad Y
would place the reign of Kadamba Maylrasarman some time later
than the accession of Sivaskandavarman (circa 300 A.D.).! The
use of § (1.1), and the numerous double-consonants like mma (1.1),
tr. Il (1.2), sth, nd (1.3), etc., appear to prove that the Chandra;
valli record was engraved after, but not long after the execution of
the grants of Sivaskandavarman. I therefore think that scholars
(see Anc. Hist. Dec., p. 95f. ; Kadambakula, chart opp. p. 15) are
justified in placing Mayarasarman about the middle of the fourth
century A.D. We may not therefore be far from the mark if we
suppose that the date of Mayiarasarman’s accession fell somewhere
between A.D. 320 and 350.

agalli grants

According to the evidence of the Talgunda inscription (Ep. Ind.,
VIII, p. 31ff.) of Santivarman, this MayGrasarman was followed
by his son Kangavarman, grandson Bhagiratha and great-grandson
Raghu; Raghu was succeeded by his brother whose name was
Kikusthavarman. Supposing that Mayurasarman’s reign began
about the middle of the 4th century A.D. and that the reign-periods
of the four predecessors of Kakusthavarman (viz., Mayurasarman,
Kangavarman, Bhagiratha and Raghu) together covered about a
century, we arrive at about the middle of the 5th century for the
period of Kakusthavarman. Moreover an inscription (Ind. Ant.,
VI, p. 22) is known to be dated in the 80th year of Kikusthavar-
man when he was still a Yuvardja. The era to which the 80th
year is referred is supposed to be counted from the date of the

1. That Mayarasarman ruled some time later than S$ivaskandavarman

has been shown in my forthcoming work, The Early Pallavas (in the press)
pp. 35-36. k ’
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establishment of Kadamba power by Mayurasarman. Kakustha-
varman’s reign thus falls more than ecighty years after Mayurasar-
man’s accession (between A.D. 320 and 350). The record issued
when Kakusthavarman was still a Yuvarije seems to have been
inscribed sometime between AD. 400 and 439.

Kakusthavarman was succeeded by his son Sintivarman dur-
ing whose reign the Taleunda inscription  was  engraved.
Mrge$avarman  was the <on and successor of Santivarman.
Thus the two reigns of Kikusthavarman and of Santivarman in-
tervened between the date of the former’s inscription (between
AD. 400 and 430) and that of Mrgebavarman’s accession. But
since we do not know the precise date of Mayurasarman’s acces-
sion, nor the exact reign-periods of Kakusthavarman and Santi-
varman, it is difficult to conjecture any definite date {or the
accession of Mrgesavarman. It is however almost certain that
Mrgeéavarman did not begin to rule carlier than AD. 415.

Mrgeéavarman’s last known date is year 8. He was succeed-
ed by his son Ravivarman. whose last known inscriptional date is
year 35. Ravivarman’s son and successsr was Harivarman whose
Sangoli grant (Ep. Ind.. XIV, p. 165 f.) is dated in his 8th year.
The date of this record is caleulated to be either Tuesday, 22nd
September, A.D. 526 or Thursday, 21st September, A.D. 545. So
Harivarman ascended the Kadamba throne either in A.D. 519 or
in A.D. 5382 Since Ravivarman’s reign of not less than 35 years
intervened between the end of Mrge$arvarman’s and the beginning
of Harivarman’s reign, Mrgesavarman could not have ended his
rule before (538—35=) 503 A.D. Thus we see that the reign of
Mrgeéavarman must have fallen in the period between A.D. 415
and 503.

Now, a grant of Mrgesavarman (Ind. Ant., VII, pp. 635-36)
gives a verifiable date. The grant is said to have been made rdjy-
asya trtiye varse pause swmvatsare Larttikamdsa-bahula-pakse
dasamyam tithaw uttara-bhadrapada-naksatre. The time is there-
fore, Pausa year ; month of Kartika ; Bahula or the dark fortnight ;
tenth lunar day ; Uttara-Bhiadrapada naksatra. This date fell in the
3rd year of Mrgesavarman’s reign. It must first be observed that

2 Mr. K. N. Dikshit who has edited the Sangoli grant (Ep. Ind., XIV,
pp. 105 ff) prefers the second date, viz., 538 AD.
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Bahula-paksa here is apparently a mistake for Sukla-pak Kk
- sa. Nak-
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Date of Rajadhiraja II
By

Mr. V. VENKATASUBBA AIYAR, B.A.,
Epigraphical Assistant, Madras.

IN the April issue of the Journal of Indian History, (Vol. XIV,
part 1, pp. 39 ff.) Mr. Govindaswami tries to fix the initial year of
Rajadhiraja II in A.D. 1172 as against the accepted date A.D. 1163.
In this attempt he seeks the help of the Pallavarayanpéttai record
of Rajadhiraja II which I also happened to edit in the Epigraphia
Indica, Vol. XXI, p. 184 fI, but, unfortunately he misses the vital
point stated in it by interpreting that the selection of
Rajadhiraja to the Chdla throne was made after the demise
of Rajaraja I, and not by the latter during his life time.
He is evidently led into this error by losing sight of
the word irunde in the phrase ‘Periyadévar elunderuli
[irunda] nalilé’ in line 10 of this record. Between the words
elundaruli and nalilé there is a gap for only 4 letters which are
damaged on the original stone, but which from the context and the
actual space in the gap, can, with certainty be filled up with the
word irunda. Moreover, elundaruli requires an auxiliary word to
complete the sense ; therefore in this gap we cannot substitute any
other word except irunda. Mr. Govindaswami also indicates the
existence of a word in this gap by accepting seven dots, but in the
literal rendering given on p. 48, he ignores this fact altogether, takes
the phrase as elundarul[na] wdlilé ard translates it as ‘on the
day that Periyadevar left’. This translation is faulty hecause
elundaruli can never mean “left” and elundarulina-nalilé is not
the inscriptional phrase to denote the death of a person. Mr.
Govindaswami accepts that with irunda, the phrase can give my
meaning, but without reading my article more closely, he remarks
‘in the absence of irunda, it may not give that meaning’ (p. 49),
when actually I have suggested this word in footnote 13 on p. 189,
Ep. Ind. vol. XXI. If he did not accept my suggestion, he should
at least have stated so. Further, his comments on my interpreta-
tion of the words Parigarittu, parttu, mandai-kavippittu, etc., are
misleading.

Next let me examine his proposed date A.D. 1172 for Rajadhi-
raja II. 'This date is unacceptable for the following main reasons :

1. A record from Tiruppachchir in the Chingleput district
couples the Saka date 1095 with the 9th regnal year which gives
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A.D. 1163 as the initial date of Rajadhira
(A.R. No. 134 of 1929-30). “a dland not AD. 1172

2. Inscriptions beyond the 19th regnal
Rajaraja I in the Tamil districts over :

aja 11 which he
Inscriptions in the Chola country carry hig reig:eo dlxrectly ruled.
1165. The real position, according to the Pallava?’j Up_to AD
seription, would be as follows - rayanpettai in-

year are not found for

A.D. 1163—Rajadhiraja’s homination,
A.D. 1164-65—Rajaraja’s death, and
A.D. 1166—Rajadhiraja’s coronation.

3. Kuldttunga-Chola III began to issue records as an ing
n inde-

pendent monarch in his own name from hig 2nd year onwarde

A.D. 1179, In fact, a record of the next year (ie.) AD J;;l;gs, HEn
tions him as a crowned monarch (mudi $ad; ti)‘c;si;ill oy
virrirundarvliya) S.I1I. IIL p. 209. The pre;zious kin ”L;{f’.lflttlf
raja II must thercfore, have died by this date ang we cag ajadh;
inscriptions of both the rulers in the same locality after XHDOt have
Since inscriptions of Rajadhiraja II run to his 14th rev n | ver .117?'
initial year cannot be placed in A.D. 1172 gnal year, his

4. If we accept A.D. 1172 as the initial
year of Rajadhiraja II would be A.D. 1184, which would ;
the reign of Kul6ttunga-Chala III, because the accessi(; frun o
ter, according to Nos. 57 and 60 of 1897, would bhe A B 01 the lat-
this case the continuance of the war of the Péndvqn}‘. '_‘17.8' In
the Chola general Ammaiyappan alias Annan -ij;uaDvUCSfessmn by
tioned in a 12th year record of Réjédhiréjé 11 (AP:EISHD e
1905) must be placed in the reign of Kulﬁttuflgq-c;q"l o 465 of
is impossible on the face of it. If to get over t;'ig ‘,10~{; HI whicl,
suggested that Kulottunga-Chéla was a crown;r;;ll‘ eulty, it is
position cannot be upheld, especially because Kulétéuse e this
tion with the war of the Pandyan Successio ,
nowhere mentioned in his Inscriptions.

year, the 12th regnal

b
Lul £a's connee-
N in its early stages ig

5. Even the Pallavarayanpéttai record

2. dven tt dated ;
ofiRa]adhlraJa II, must, if AD. 1172 is accepted blen tlhe oth year
reign of Kulottuhga-Chsla I11. '+ Paced in the

§. Tl’}e acceptance of this date leads My, Govind .
consistencies and contradictions. Aswami to in.

(a) He states that Rajaraja II died in A.D. 1168
his records are found in A.D. 1169 (AR.
and AD. 1172 (No. 704 of 1920).

(p. 42)  th
Nos. 324 ang 351 of 1(;;51)%})‘l

This position is inconsistent
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with his own remark made on p. 49 that ‘ no grant made after the
death of a king in his name would bhe valid .

(b) He is not satisfied with my explanation for the chrono-
logical difficulty presented by a copper-plate record of Rajaraja
dated in Saka 1091 (A.D. 1169) and 23rd regnal year, and quotes
my remarks in extenso, viz., ‘ we know that Rajaraja Il was not alive
in' A.D. 1169, and that the Chola country was then ruled by Raja-
dhiraja II’. In quoting me he draws prominent attention
to the sentence ‘Rajardja II etc, was not alive in A.D.
1169’ by putting it in italics. But his comment on this
record is ‘that we do not know that Rajardja II was
not alive in his 23rd year, i.e. Saka 1091=A.D. 1169. This is
quite inconsistent with his own observations made on p. 42, viz,,
‘ as the war began about 1168 A.D., the death of Rajaraja II and the
first coronation of Edirilipperumal might have taken place in that
year. For the next four years, the latter might have ruled in the
name of the former, as the name Rajadhiraja was conferred on
him only after the expiry of the term’. Thus it will be seen that
he contradicts himself by first stating that Rajaraja died in A.D.
1168 and subsequently that he was alive in A.D. 1169.

The apparznt difficulty which Mr. Govindaswami finds in ac-
cepting A.D. 1163 can easily be explained. We find thal no
uniformity was adopted in the dating of Rajadhiraja’s inscriptions,
because they are dated from the vear of his nomination and of his
coronation, i.e., A.D. 1163 and 1166. Further No. 209 of 1932 of
Rajadhiraja II states that his 12th year was also the 14th year.
The 5th year of the Arpakkam grant need not, therefore, be
A.D. 1168.

The date proposed by Mr. Govindaswami has, therefore, to be
rejected, since it conflicts with the history of the pericd, leads to
the anomaly of dual rulership in the Chola country, and is not also
warranted by the inscriptions found in the Tamil districts includ-
ing the one from Pallavardyanpeéttai.

I may also point out here that Mr. Govindaswami's identifica-
tion of Rajadhiraja II as the son of Kuldttunga-Chola II is not
convincing. If Rajadhiraja II was a brother of Rajaraja II, this
direct relationship would straightway have been mentioned in the
record without tracing it from two generations back. On the other
hand I believe that Neriyudaipperumal must have been a brother
of Kulottunga-Chola II—possibly younger—and not Kuléttunga-
Chola himself.

8
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BaBUR was the ruler of K
6,' 1508." The king had a
his father, Umar Shaik

abul when a son was born to him on March
;heguered career in the past. He succeeded
was immediately after invl(:/lhrzda’~ as the ruler of Farghana in 1494,
uncles, in which he wa .Ve- na desperate struggle with his two
epidemic in the enem ’S providentially saved by the spread of an
two uncles later on B'II'S camp and by the successive deaths of the
far-famed Samarqar;d Wlo vears later, he became the ruler of the
fortune smiled on hi, oY t? lose it immediately after. Once more
chief of Samarqand m and in 1500, he again was proclaimed the

gand. A much more powerful enemy had however

stepped in N .

Babur at tk?:vg:'attlShaflbam Khan, the head of the Uzheks. defeated
qand, 1501-2. ThrZeo Sar-i-pul, and drove him away from Samar-
sion of Kabul and GhYea.rs later, October 1504, he obtained poss€s”
his eldest son Nas?rzt?é&andwiit was at Kabul that two years late?
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born. The birth of the son was 1(l)}flasr(r))rl:ad Humayan ¥ored 00
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, every one of them ;
onslaught . was succumbing t * helk
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who could i
ride i .
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Now, in March lun, and his minister Baqi Ch Aniant
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peace and o . e adventur .
birth of a Srodne rnfor a while and then pass away into cifliu') reﬁ};}:ﬁ‘
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principles of hi ntinuity of his family
- alslsumptiohls fgovernr.nent. This would explain }r:l~ly %ng‘the
oy Mn of the higher title of Padshah ins,’ceaclls frelmcmgs
bogs, maal] an:}rza. Babur thus describes the occasion0 “t;f o
was heaped. un great, brought gifts; such a mass of h | the
ped up as had never been seen before” '\th lteCLankaS
: e rono-

e significance to The- ather.

1. 4th Zilgada, 913.

whole of the Central Asia.
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grams® ‘Shah-i-Firuz Qadr, Shah of the victorious opulence, and
 Badshah-i-Saf-Shikan,’ (rank-breaking king) explain the signifi-
cance of the birth of the son to Babur.

Mrs. Beveridge misses the connection between the birth of
Humayan and his assumption of the title of Padshah* It is not
clear 1o us how she could maintain her contention and reject the
explicit statement of Gul-badan Begum, Humayun’s sister and the
talented authoress of the contemporary work, Humayun Nama,
“ That same year His Majesty was pleased to order the Amirs and
the rest of the world to style him Emperor (Badshah). For, before
the birth of Emperor Humayun, he had been named and styled
Mirza Babur . ... 1In the year of His Majesty Humayun's
birth he styled himself badshah.

Humayun’s mother was Maham Begam. Babur married her
in Herat (1506) when he was on a visit to Sultan Husain Bai-gara.
She was a relation of the Sultan and was descended from Ahmed
of Turbat-i-Jam, a distinguished saint of Khurasan. These two
facts indicate that she was a Shia® The difference of sect did not
mar the cordial relations of the husband and wife, for, according
to Mrs. Beveridge,” she was to Babur, what Ayisha was to Muham-
mad. We shall consider the surmises of Mrs. Beveridge as to the
ignoble birth of Maham in the following chapter.

We are not given the details of the commencement of the
prince’s study but we know that a Muslim child begins his studies
at the age of 4 lunar years, 4 months and 4 days.’” A scholarly
family like that of Babur, may be expected to follow the usual
custom. Humayun was Babur's favourite child. Gul-badan Be-
gam quotes the words as uttered by Babur, ¢ Maham ! although I
have other sons. I love none as I love Humayin.™ So he paid

2. Other chronograms were (i) Sultan Humayun Khan, (ii) Khush bad.
Khush bash as given by some, would be wide of the mark by nearly 3 cen-
turies.

gives only 853. Beveridge proposes to add in
{=he) to make it 913.

3. See Babur-Nama, 344 (Mrs. Beveridge's edition).

4. p. 90

5. Sultan Hussain was an ardent protagonist of Shiaism. See Brown’s
Literary History of Persia, Vol. IV, 63.

6. Gulbadan Begam’s Humayun Nama, 256.

7. See Law's Promotion of Learning in India, Vol. I, 128 and Herklot’s
islam in India, Ch. IV.

8 G.H N, fol 17-a.
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some attention to his education.

of this interest in his son’s studi
before the

In Baburnama we get glimpses

s sor €S, g, when in January 152
Battle of Panipat, he captured Milwat?® he prZsente%

some of the books of Ghizi 5 -
Agai‘n, in his letton 1 hiy Son}{{'han LO(ZI(;S Iil}irarsf ‘to Hum§yﬁn.
'ixgt)(l;d. by Humayiin to }AliS newly-born son, ne:t ‘Z:ilt?cial_a?an »
» its style and spellings, and advises the aband s s lost
ornamentations as they obscured the meaning E;: (;lnment of the
future write without elaboration, uge plain cl.e : S savs
the trouble to thy readers be lesg ! He sent S ords. So will
some of his own compositions to the princ’e on other occasions,®

Humayin is supposed to h i
ave pick i
guages, Turki, Arabic, Persian and I?Iind?d o dour cifferent lan.

tongue and spoken by most of his relations 'rrnt;likl il mother
all had recently migrated from Turkistan’ The g, ale, who
was compulsory for every Muslim ; in fact .tho 'e'ts‘tufiy of Arabie
was made through Arabic Quran. s E\’;erjlr;;‘llatlon o studies
rote and r.ecited its verses in religious assem}yaliC R leal‘nt. € by
are left leth a Diwan of his, in which a lar ees. oy Cretan, we
and rubais have been included 1+ algof rtu;mk{)er (-)f ghazals
;{X}l?b?r N"z?ma,"' Turab Ali’s Tarikh-i-Gujrat,m I?‘erizzstlsn works

1story’ and others, may be found stray verses of ; G.ene-
He also had taste for mathematics, philos h " o the prince.
astrology. ; SOPhy, astronomy and

But literary studies
prince. When Babur directed hj

: 1S campaj
India, Humayan was ex 2

pected to take ful] s i
battle.ﬁeld. of Panipat, fought on April 20 Slggg 110n}jthem. On the
the right inner wing and with him were c;ther ried e manded

Khwaja Kalan and Hindu Beg. How the battletl;:zici V‘;z;rig)rs like
YV noon

did not form the sole occupation of the

ainst the Lodis of

9. In the Jhelam District,
10. Babur-Nima, 624-8, wr
11. Babur-Nama, 627,

12, eg., January 1528.

13. See Herklot’s Islam in India by Crooke
14. One such may be seen in the Bankipor’e
15. See pp. 127, 179, 271, 278, 362, 368

16. Ross’s edition, 7. , .

17. Newal Kishore Press edition, 243-4.

18. The subject will be tak .
and learning. €N up more fully in dealing with his character

19. 8th Rajab, 932,

tIarrett calls it Malot, see Vol. I1, 325
itten in November 1528 7 '

Chap. IV,
Library.
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by Babur’s artillery and tactics, may be read elsewhere. We
shall be content with the remark that Humayun bore an honour-
able part in bringing about the victory.

After the battle, the prince was sent to take possession of the
city of Agra, one of the twin capitals of the Lodi Empire. He reach-
ed there on May 4, and finding that the enemy—Malik Dad Karani,
Milti Sardik and Firtz Khan Miwati—intended to resist, he pre-
pared for a siege till the arrival of Babur. Though the town and its
treasury were at his disposal, he stopped outside the town merely
guarding the roads leading from the city, thus preventing his own
people, somewhat wanting in discipline since the battle of Panipat,
from plundering the inhabitants.

A day or two later, he obtained a victory over Bikramajit of
the Gwalior {amily, the Raja falling dead in the battle-field. They
offered him ‘the famous diamond which Alauddin must have
brought,” now identified with the Koh-i-nir. When the prince
offered it to Babur, the latter generously allowed it to be retained
by him. Babur gives the details about the diamond. He says it
was 8 misqals in weight and was appraised as equal in value to
two and a half days’ food for the whole world. Since he himself
gives the Indian weight-measures of his time" the weight of
the diamond comes to 3} tolas. When Babur arrived a few days
later and the garrison surrendered, he at first intended to capitally
punish the chiefs of the garrison; but when others interceded for
one of them, Malik Dad Karani, Bibur in his characteristic fashion
pardoned all of them, restored their goods and took them into
favour. Another noted instance may be mentioned. Ibrahim’s
mother, who was also a captive, was granted a pargana worth seven
Jacs of double dams or 35,000 rupees a year.

When he had occupied the region commanded by Delhi and
Agra, he set about to reward his followers. Humayun as the
eldest son got the highest reward, viz., 70 lacs, an uncounted
treasure house and the Jagir of Sambhal in addition to Hisar Firuza
already granted during Babur’s march through the Punjab to the
pattlefield of Panipat. Since Firishta mentions the same amount
to be 3% lacs of rupees,®' it is clear that Babur was counting in
double dams.2?2  All the other generals and soldiers were rewarded

20. See B. N, 517.

21. N. K. Press edition, 206

22. For a full discussion of Babur’s coins see Erskine, History of India,
Vol. 1, appendix E.
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according to their rank and distinction in the battle. But Bab

did not stop here. After dealing with his immediate followers EZ
sent other rewards to his relations in Samarqand, Khur &
ghar and Iraq, the holy men of Samarqand, Khuras
Medina and, as it these were not ensugh, he sent *
for every soul in the country side of Kabul and {he valley side
of Varsak,® man and woman, bond and free, of age e 2

asan, Kash-
an, Mecca and
one Shahrulehi

) _ i Or non-age.2!
This extravagance earned for him, according to Firishta, the title of

‘Qalandar’ or dervish, and Babur seems to have accepted it witl
good grace ; for at the Ajudhia mosque is inscribed the line : '
‘ Babur, the Qalandar, is well known in the world as king , The
extravagance was deprecated by the Indian nobleg 2 .
financial embarrassment to the king 2% years later.
self records, ‘ By this time (October. 1528) the tre
dar and Ibrahim in Delhi and Agra was at an end’ He had to tax
the stipendiaries to the extent of 307¢{. This empty treasury W;g
one of the chief causes of Humayin’s troubles in hig reign, Humé-
yun never realised it, but went on imitating the generojus instinets
of his father and further depleted the resources of the ”

and it caused
Babur him-
asure of Iskan-

state.

After the battle of Panipat, Humayin was busy in an eastern
campaign against the Afghans. Babur had two problems, each of
which demanded immediate attention: one, the Afghan affairs in
the east, and the other the Rajput affairs in the south-west
Humayun by volunteering to undertake a campaign against t};e
former, relieved his father considerably. He was given an inde.
pendant command, and he proceeded rapidly to meet the enemy who
had collected at Jajmau near Cawnpore under Nasir Khap and
Maruf Farmuli. The Mughal valour was appraised at such a pre.
mium,2 that at the pripce’s approach. the Afghans melted a\&:ay
They behaved in so cowardly a manner, that Humayan could pur._
sue them for a full distance of 200 miles or more?” At Kharid
he halted and retraced his steps to Jaunpur, the Mughal headl
quarters near the eastern frontiers. He tried to do further service
by conciliating the Afghan chief Fateh Khan Sarwani ang sending

23. In Badakhshan.

24, B. N, 523. There is a description of the arrival of these present
Kabul in Gulbadan’s Humaylin Nama. Farishta points out that one shs ;at
rukhi contained one misqal which is slightly less than 15 4 tola of Si]a .
According to Mirza Haider, one shahrukhi equals 5 double dams ver

25. G. H. N, fol. 9-b. :

26. For Sultan Bahadur’s opinion see Abu Tureb Wali
History of Gujrat, 229. ’

27. From Jajmau to Kharid in Ballia District.

5 and Arabic
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him to Babur in the company of Mehdi Khwaja. If Fateh Khan
left the Mughals for Mahmud Lodi of Bihar,”™ it was because he
was not satisfied with the title Khan-i-Jehan but craved for his
father's title of Azam Humayan. This Babur was not willing to
grant because of the anomaly that would arise in calling his eldest
son Humayun, while an Afghan nobleman, Azam, or the greater
Humayin. Other desertions followed, e.g., of Biban, Bayezid and
Shoér Khan 3 but their specific reasons for doing so have not heen
mentioned. At least in one case Humiayiin's success may be
recorded.  He was able to satisfy Jilal Khan Jigat’s son, Alam
Khan and bring him along with him to Agra.

At the commencement of the new year 1527, he was recalled
by Babur to his aid against Rana Sanga, who was rapidly approach-
ing the Mughal frontiers at Biana. On January 6, he rejoined his
father at Agra.

At the battle of Khanwah (Khanua), he retained the chief
command of the inner right wing and after the battle, was reward-
ed by the grant of the ‘ contents of the Alwar treasury.’

Almost immediately afterwards, the prince was ordered to pro-
ceed to Badakhshan, acquired since the death of his cousin Weis
Khan Mirza in 1520. During the previous seven years, the adminis-
tration of the province had been more or less neglected and now an
effort to rectify the defect was made. There were two other reasons
for his appointment. Humayan's soldiers who had fought at
Khianwah mostly came from the other side of the Hindukush and
were unwilling to stay in India; hence in order to retain their
services, he had to transfer their commander. Secondly, Babur
always entertained a hope for the reconquest of Balkh, Hissar and
Samargand and desired Humaytn either to accomplish it by him-
self?? or wait for his arrival. Hence his appointment as gover-
nor of Badakshan was made.

Historians point to one of Humayun’s discreditable actions at
Delhi. He opened ‘several treasure-houses and without per-
mission took possession of their contents” Babur severely
reproached him for this unseemly conduct. Mrs. Beveridge con-
siders this misconduct as one of the valid reasons for Khalifa to
doubt the administrative capacities in him and to propose a
change of the ruling dynasty at Babur's death.®"

28. B. N, 652.
29. Babur-Nama, 625.
30. This question is discussed later on.
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The prince stayed in Badakhshan for more than two years.3!
(1527-29), tried to introduce orderly government and organise én
expedition against Samarqand. But the period of his stay was
too short to bring about substantial success. The raiders and
disturbers of peace continued to exist. The expedition too did not
achieve full success. Humaytn in combination with the local
chiefs, Sultan Weis Kolabi and his younger brother Shah Quli
collected 40,000 men and captured Hissar and Qabadian botl';
situated on the north side of the Amu river (Jan. 1529), Th,is was
probably the northern most point ever reached by any Mughal
prince of India. The subjugation of Central Asia was a favourite
theme with the Mughal rulers till Shah Jehan’s time; but the

actual success achieved was much less than what was secured by
Humaytn now.

In July 1529, Humayan had left his post and was seen at Agra
paying homage to the king. Erskine and Mrs. Beveridge accuse
the prince of desertion and suggest the complicity of his mother
Maham Begam in this move. They think that Maham wanted

Humayln’s presence at the capital to prevent any plot or intrigue
against him.

First of all, let us take up the question whether he exposed
the frontier by his departure. We have already seen that he had
formed local ties by enlisting Sultan Weis and his brother in his
interests. The Sultan’s daughter was married to a Mirza®? and an
extension was made beyond the River Amu, so long the northern
boundary of the Mughal territories. Before Humaytn crossed the
Indus, he had sent Mirza Hindal as his substitute and of course his
tutor Fakhr Ali. Between his departure from Badakhshan and
Hindal’s arrival, there was an interval of a few days only. Fakhr#
Ali’s presence ensured an orderly government and so long as Sultan

Weis was attached to the Mughal cause, no fear need have heen
entertained in that quarter.

The Akbarnama mentions an attack from o
Hindal’s regime, but it came from an unexpected
Khan of Kashghar, son of Sultan Ahmed, Babur’s
and hence his cousin, seeing that the province was
a boy of ten, formed the ambition of annexing it,

utside during
quarter. Said
maternal uncle
being ruled hy
and forthwith

31. Akbar-Nama, 114, makes it one vear. It is likely th _
24 . t h
half of his time be spent in Kabul. v that the earlier

32. Whose daughter Haram Begam was married t i
o Mirz ;
Weis Mirza’s son. a Suleiman,
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marched against it. He besieged Qila—i-Zafar for thljeo]e molntl‘b
and then realising the hopelessness of his task, abundone: “Lt
siege and returned to Kashgar. We do not kn‘ow‘ of fllny ()1.1)-T1
attack on Badakshan in Babur's reign. Henc'c i is \'1_ Lz; c‘(m-'
clude that Humayin did not expose the fronticr province to any

danger at his departure.

Next, the question ariscs whether he had any V}a'h'.{‘r;‘;;.s‘oln(it::;
leaving his post and going <to Agra. It could.'not Bl;l}vlg | )10Ll1 due
to his mother’s instigation, tor she was away hu.m‘ )u x{,:i:‘,m
time past.33 Haidar Mirza, a contemporaly auth(’nv (‘uiil \ac lﬁo“l;
of Babur,*! who ruled in Kashmir for ten years, gi,lx\r(;f ~ 1€ ;{) ! H::
reason for the prince’s departure. ‘Rabur Padshah reca 0 Hu

i ' indust He sent for Humayun in
mayun Mirza into Hindustan . . . o - Hese o e
order that he might have one of his sons (con ,]1,} c by bim
so that if he were to die suddenly. the.l-e wo%&lc lA)c a })t 1)1"
near at hand?® Erskine and Mrs. B.evcrldge Q!sbc xe\/‘elztlin‘s};r?v;r
ment, as they do not think it possibile .for a wise ml%‘ 1:(_ ‘1:1
to wifhdraw the governor frora a fronticr province 10( r‘ ]
Similioly relying on Ahmad Yadghe's Tardo-

adequate pr()vis;i(.m. ) v relying en Al Faia s
i-Salatin-i-Afighina™ they atsholieve the state et co _Am’l
tracted illness and give him at least one .\;cars‘g‘a‘)‘w_' ()111(‘111[ \”x(:
activity before final breakdown and d«?ath. Th;:. .hrfttffTlt;;’reﬂél‘l:
have already refuted. Eabur must have rea lbf;‘;\:“ 3:11% ‘.,“,,H;..,\‘
ling Humayan and allowing him to mal'{c some make-snift arrange
ment he was not running too great a risk.

The second needs closer attention. When didA};SE}bLn' f;mhl]iy
‘ cording Nrishta’T Babur was il from hajab
eak down ?  According (o Firisnta, n L
g;’)feia (February 1530) and died ten months later on Sth Jamad! ui
awwal 937, (26th December, 1330). Taking the sta}cmo?mwt(;
/&hméd Yz‘x;lgér and Firishta together, we may allow g,ood‘ 1&11‘1 ;
¢ é'b r till February 1530, when he fnally broke dmx—/n and (l(,‘(‘
:O ) lrxlths later S()‘ that in July, 1329, when Humiyin returnea
en mo Y. :
from Badakhshan Babur was in good health.

\ -ival of Mahan is mentioned.
See B. N., 686-6, where the arriva har i -
gi Beeing son of his mother’s sister, Khub-nigar Khanam. See B

21-2:'35 Tarikh-i-Rashidi, 587 Edited by Ellias and Ross. For text sce

or ;27 Elliot, Vol. V., 40, 42, 43. Ahmad Yadgar’s father was Mirza Askar?’s

inister in Gujrat. The history was written in Jehangir’s reign.
is . et
mm37 Farishta, Nawal Kishore Press Edition, 211.

7
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Then, had he any reason t
s o send for the prince ? A i
? c
‘;t{) Gul-badan Begam and Akbarnama,™ he was ye o
- - 4 :

fumay;ms return, not due to ill health but to the death of a
avourite son _ca_lled Anwar or Alwar. There was also another
reason. Hunjayun had in several of his letters, referred to retire
1‘nent, ‘and Babur felt annoyed and admonished him for : ;
idea, in these words ‘As for the * retirement otiven,
spo.ken of in thy letters—retirement is a fault for sc;v
retirement maiches not with rule’3®

arning for

such
" retirement 7,
creignty ; . . ..

- ; In erder to persu: :
abandon his futile whims, he desired him to retEmSLtl;dE.hlm Ct)(f
im.

course, the ostensible reason mentioned i i
was getting weary and infirm and desiiidlilhzli)1'lee$tetrexr W?S hat he
zén‘;.b diSCom.e time before tbe prince’s arrival, he had a(i‘ie(;da o
atmg the throne in favour of his eldest son ! Ayl?pOken
igr(;lvfan:ﬁrerghke Babur, may be éxcused, if the conti.nuous :tf'-fk‘m%
ore than 30 years made him think of resigning his kined to b
;o}?, who now had.reac.hed his majority, being 22 'eb Om tor s
e proposal of resignation prompted by the dervish i'kars B
ment of Babur, should surprise no one CouldlS v ot
compose the lines ? ' any other king

“Though I be not related to dervishes

Yet am I their follower in heart and sc;ul
Say not a king is far from a dervish, .

I am a king but yet the slave of dervishes.”

If any further proof was n
I eeded for Babur's a
prince’s return, it is forthcoming in the feasts arrangzgrg;atlhdkl‘dle
e king

at his arrival and the praise bestowed on his son as * i
parable companion.’ o mmeom:

Babur did not neglect the Badakhshan affairs.  After i
when his fatherly yearnings were satisfied by the prince’s thhlile’
thought owing to state exigencies, of sending back one~\vhay’}1 ]
already achieved some success and had extended the MO }?d
terr‘itories beyond the Oxus. But Humayin refused to GOLt . Eﬁ
a distance and Babur, it appears, very willingly accept:d t(; -
fusal. The king’s next choice Khalifa, Sayyid \Nizémuddin Al'e tre-
refused. Then he made the only solution possible, viz.. to 1}’1 03
over the province to Weis Mirza’s son, Sulaiman ,Mirz.e; SLSZi

38. G. H. N, fol. 16-a; A. N, 115.
39. B. N, 626.
40. G. H. N, 15-b.

41. See Erskine: Babur and Beveridge Akbar-Nama p. 279
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man had a hereditary claim, going according to the author of
Tarikh-i-Rashidi,** as far back as 3000 years.

His immediate ancestry may be indicated thus,

— - W e

Shah Sultan Muhammad
(Shah of Badakhshén)

Shah Begam = Yunus Khan

| (Khan of the Mughals)
( A
Qutlag Nigar Khanam Ahmad Khan  Sultan Nigar Khanam
— Umar Shaikh M. [ — Sultan Mahmud M.
| Said Khan of |
Babur Kashghar Wais Khan M.

Sulaiman Shah Mirza®?

Babur took further action in Sulaiman’s interest. He rebuked
Said Khan of Kashghar {or molesting one who was a son to both of
them and asked him to leave him alone. In handing over the pro-
vince to a relation, he still had his old scheme in view, viz., the re-
conquest of Central Asia. He hoped Sulaiman would allow him a
frec passage through his dominions. It is possible that the marchk
0 Lahore in 1529-30, mentioned by Mrs. Beveridge on the autho
rity of Ahmad Yadgdr, was a part of this scheme. That he could
not carry it out, was due to reasons which cannot be discussed
here.

After a stay for some time with his parents, Humaylin was
allowed to go to his fief in Sambhal. For six months he remained
there, at the end of which period, he fell seriously ill.

It became imperative to remove him at once to Agra, where the
best medical aid was available. He was first taken to Delhi, and
thence to Agra by boat. On the way, at Muttra, he was met by
his distracted mother®t. At Agra, the patient was placed under

42. p. 203.

43. He claimed to be a Shah from his distant ancestor, Sultan Shah
Muhammad. He was a Mirza through his father’s side. He was also a Khan
through his father’s mother, Sultan Nigar Khanam. Babur refers to the tra-
dition that the family claimed descent from Alexander of Macedon. See
B. N, 22.

44. Gulbadan describes the meeting as between Jesus and Mary.
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the.treat@ent of the best physicians of the day. but it w f
?vviﬂ}‘- %Vin‘ Abul Baqua,*® a prominent ‘Fa*il}: of the tlii‘ov'l}:z
\‘v: g 133 7 oy . H i . :
N }Jé?l?ifﬁctfdl‘zy 1hr<\ -kmg, and ‘]Zitel- on by his son. suggested
o hestor m‘,“,“,l‘-”;:.l N ogﬂsomo precicus article which the prince
a1, : ¢, of cour

N se, the diamos TN .
ed from Cwalbioe ) amond, which lie had obtain-

-
Pibur accontog ]
(il Trom Gt » bur accented the suzsestion : but instead of
he diamend, considered himeelf o obje
e 1‘ nsicdered himeell 1o be the most beloved object to
] < e DT ( V N
n, and hrnec proposed to sacritice his cwn 1if

n:
‘he actu 1 . © ©
i] ( tuatl ceremony ‘\y \\’llicll ‘Ll ¥ a 1 S 1Qi‘§ (}(1 hdS
: 3 e X]Bl ayv vras tra )
|\, c SPAPREINS A 1 H ] . o e ‘ ‘
ceen do.jﬁlll_!\,d Dy tl’le 1\11 .Q’f‘ (1ak10.' ter 1% i'l(} \ ('llk:‘ ‘ r l\) 11(!‘ ”1(’3
])l'iIlCe’S bej \Nhile prayers were . ﬂ“ A(. l ] ] \vl 4 o
1] L 3 a S rer offeved t ~ I
1 ) C Y ' H (0] rat Ah m y 1
God ! V ) woras
;3'11) r n‘i\]( ] lfv ]13_5 be A(C‘Jang Od fOl‘ a 1lf Q [ \VhO am
ks EI) e My .1fe Lll'i(]. ny o1 {oy ' ‘ t { »
2‘@14{)1‘?(‘(1 to 1r1(“‘ti] . 1 ) b mg iov I’IUXD'J}'HD, I\Q){ day he
o : o 1€ as an al(l to th(,‘ saes F bSIN i ] < "
1 L eer, ne fCIt t]]at ‘].IC. ray } 1 1 '
. ] ] * nls prayers h"d ‘en ac
o 131 : ‘ll ‘ N i Al yeen ac CC])\C(L B'db v
ad L] . y ‘yl fl 1 I]Ill.)] A j mere 111‘ \\'hil(} ILUIT\Q\YU“ Sl()'\\'l 4 l'CCOvered
ot > LUty 1‘@(‘()\r’@"(‘d at d i ‘ . .
At 8 e f > H A1 met } € 1(1110' " i ]
2y W h() was 13'1!1" 1“ i
= el = n

his bed.

It was ¥ i

e tenc ;nfa };ilhotracted illness for Babur which ended in his deatl
alte { i ari a i : i

e 10n\, s, if Farishta is to be believed. The prin Cin.
sxperienced you i i . e
cxperiene yvouth of 22, did not take his father’s illness seriousl

¢ went on an expedition to Kalinjar e
LD 3 . .
ceription on one of the rocks there

U L"mml'lfl Ume Y > Ladlsxiiail-l- ]l AN (lclt(‘(l ‘.h(“ ast (Lls )f llle
I\II l <A {I ayun E ld\ll lh 1 G «
] onoul (f(]. Ill()ll\ll C{ Ra ab 93() 17 ) : (

The o i
he following is an in-

When his father’ iti 0
i s condition grew wors
. : » . rorse, he was rec
}l%s rle)tmn, he found the king had grown very fceble1 C“;:led' ;
Jis abse " e o ' ’ ' grett
is absence from the king’s side, he broke down and s‘pofbrteu;;g
spoke to the

physhlc'lall‘s l- 2 1
. enddnce eal‘nestly "C 28 ino 18
.AL' n a 3 reques t‘ln‘j thonl to cure h

Duri
brateduiﬁ]egrzhe .few months, yet vouchsafed to the king, he cele-
Chiboes e anallrrlages of_ tW? of his daughters, Gul—rangﬁyand Gul-
respectiv lg s, with Isan Timur Sultan and Tukhta Bigha Sultan
ely. The genealogy of the Sultans may be given

45. Connected with Khwaja
mir. See Tarikh-i~-Rashidi, 42'17]; Fwrand Mabmtd (i Nora) of fash-

46. Gulbadan must hav
e b . .
41, — 30th March 1530, een then a child of eight years.

48. G. H. N,, 17-b.
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Yianus Khan

Ahmed Khin (Ilacha Khan)

T |
Aiman Khwéja Khin Isan Timur Tulthta Bucha
Sultan Khan Sultan Khin
Whizr Khwija Khan m. Gul-rang m. Gul-chihra

m. Guthadan Begam

These were two of his last acts for the good of the {amily.
Afterwards his malady increaced. Realising that his end xwas
approaching, he gathered all his chiefs—Abul Fazl specially men-
{ions Khwaja Khalifa,* Qambar Ali Beg, Tardi Beg and Hindu
Bes —placed Humayun on the {hrone of sovereignly in their pre-
sence, and desired all to acknowledge Liim as his successor and to be
faithful to him. Turning to Humayun, he entrusted to him, the
welfare of his kinsfolk and people. His last directions were, ‘Do
naught against your hrothers, even though they may deserve it
Three days later, on December, 26, 153302 he expired.

The chronology of the last 19 months may be given herc.

Arrival of Huwmniyun from Badalkhshan, July, 1529.

1.
9 The prinee’s stay in Agra, July and August, 1529.

Lo

The prince repairs 1o Sambhal, August, 1529.

e

Stay at Sambhal (Babur at Lahore for a while), August
to January, 1530.

5. The prince falls i1l at Sambhal, January, 1530.

6. The prince removed to Agra end of January, 1530.

7. Babur’s sacrifice, February, 1530.

8. Humayun recovers, March, 1530.

9. Humayun at Kalinjar, March to August, 1530.

10. Humayuan recalled to Agra, August 1530.

11. The celebration of Gul-rang and Gul-chihra’s marriages,
September, 1530.

49. Syed Nizamuddin Ali, Deputy of the King.
50. A. N, 117.

51. 5th Jamadul-Awwal, 931

52. B. N, 681.
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12. Humayun nominated as successor, 23rd Decem

{mas ber, 1530.
13. Babur’s death, 26th December, 1530.

On the question of Babur's sacri

& . .
lowing observations may be made : v of ffe for his wom the fol-

(a) It was a common belief in
could be transferred from one pers
Intercessions. The belief still persi

Mediaeval times that a malady
on to another hy prayers and
sts in some parts of
the world
(b) Babur besought Ali’s i i |
. Intercession. It shows hi
of view, fo? generally a Sunni avoids Alj’s selection g e adth
Of view for & out of the four

(c) The transfer of malad

y was a slow pr 5
took several i :soverst
fore th ‘f’eeks t‘f recover, while Babur took several month ybun
ore the gravity of his disease was discovered A S

(d) It was not the prince’s mal
suffered from high fever while B
the intestines. Hig physicians co
the poison administered by Sul
years previously.

I a,dy that was transferred. He
ab.urs complaint was disorders in
nsidered them to be the effect of
tan Ibrdhim Lodj’s mother, four

Babur was buried in Char Bagh or Aram B
corpse was, in Shér Shih’s reign,
Afghan queen, Bibi Mubarika 7
garden on the slope of a hill ecalle

agh at Agra. His
removed to Kabul, by h;
» by his
The _torpb now lies on a terraced
d Shah-i-Kabul, It is the beauty

. : ndezvous of iday- i
relations lie buried around him. His descenda}rll(t)ilday pakers. s

constructing the beautiful mos i
. que in the neigh . ¢
tomb-stone itself is a low grave-covering, not lesf l')om hood. * The

of his relations’. The standing slab h i ipti
Jehangm g slab has an inscription put up by

53. B. N. 710.

Portraits of the Greater Moghuls
By

BurJor Bomandgr IcHaporia, M.A., LL.B.

Fellow, St. Xavier’s College, Bombay.

THERE certainly can be no denial to Mr. Vincent smith’s statement
about Moghul India: “ It may be doubted if any other country in
the world possesses a better series of portraits of the men who made
history.” It is not only kings who have been portrayed by
hundreds, but also ‘nawabs’, officials, whether high or low, down
even to the personal servant of the ruler? “The works of the
Indo-Persian draughtsmen and painters furnish a gallery of his-
torical portraits, lifelike and perfectly authentic, which enable the
historian to realize the personal appearance of all the Mughal
emperors, and almost every public man of note in India for more
than two centuries ”. Painting thus was a very highly developed art
during the Mughal period. This art of painting, we may say, had its
origin in Persia, which in turn derived its technique from the
Central Asian districts. Even these Central Asian districts
could not be said to have originated this technique,
for in the words of M. Blochet, of the Bibliothéque
Nationale, * the clans in Central Asia never possessed a single form
of art born of their own thought ”.* Indeed, these provinces looked
to China which “ formed the staple element in Central Asian cul-
ture and civilisation”. However, Moghul art came directly from
Persia, for it was Humayin who, during his stay of one year in
Persia, first retained two Persian artists in his service. Shah
Tahmaisp of Persia, Humayun’s kind host, was a great patron of art,
and some of the finest painters of Asia—amongst whom may be
mentioned the great Mirak—enjoyed his official patronage. From
the accounts of Humayun’s life given by his sister, Gul-Badan
Begam, we know definitely that Humayin too had some admiration
for painting, and that, during his stay in Persia, he availed him-
self of every opportunity to visit and study all the splendid gard-

1. A History of Fine Art in India and Ceylon, p. 478.

2. A remarkable picture of Indyat Khan, an attendant of Jehangir, is
in the Bodleian Library entitled The Dying Man. Ms. Ouseley, Add. 171-b, 4y,

3. E. Blochet, Musalman Painting. XII-XVII Century, translated by
C. M. Binyon, p. 75. -
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ens, the magnificent building erected b
lastly the old and venerated buildings—g heritage of
kingdoms. Shah Tahmasp saw to it that H
to visit all these; in short Shah Tahmasp pi
of the kingdom at Humaytn's feet.
pitality left a very vivid impression on Huméyﬁm and when finally
the Moghul emperor did leave the Persian soil, he o

with him the Persian monarch’s love of
ing in particular. The life of thig Moghul school of pain
indeed, a short one extending over two hu
only, and it may very rightly be referred to not exactly as a school
but only as a brilliant chapter in the history of Indian art.
the aesthetic point of view Moghul art may not be
certainly it has a fascination and charm that is m
more real. It hegan as the art of g court, w,
official patronage, and only gradually did it assimilate Hindu ideas
and Hindu traditions. Huméyfm’s—~prodecessor, Babhar, led a very
strenuous life, and whenever he was unoceupied by warfare he was
occupied in hunting and in the f.or}.)idden practice of wine-drink-
ing. Naturally his interest in painting was slight ; Humayin had
more leisure than his father, and with his reign the Moghul school
of painting began.

v Sultin Hussain Mirza, and
glorious past
umaylin had [acilities
aced all the resources
The Persian monarch’s hos-

arried away
art in general and of paint-
ting was,
ndred and filty years

From
interesting, but
ore human and

There are many portraits of Babar, and one of the he
the Collect'nn of M. Vever, Paris.* This picture shows Bah
ed in his court on a golden throne, surrounded by hi
others. It was painted by Farrukh Beg of Central Asia, and is
most probably an illustration from the « Baburnarng . Whether
this picture was painted in India or whether it was painted in
Kabul when Farrukh Beg was working under Mirza Muhammad
Hakim, is not certain. But the picture is decidedly foreign in
technique, having more the characteristics of the Persian
this too though the picture seems to be painted ahout f
after Babar’s death. Mr. Percy Brown believes this pictu
been painted in India about 1586, and he finds “ the treatment of
some of the figures in the foreground....suggcstively Indian .5
Babar was a very enthusiastic wine-drinker, even though his re-
ligion forbade it. In his youth he “had a strong lurking inclina-
tiZn % but later on he began to drink wine openly. A picture of

st is in
ar seat-
s officials and

style, and
ifly years
e to have

4. P. Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals,
5. Indian Painting under the Mughals, p. g5,
6. Memoirs of Zehir-ed-Din Muh-ammed Babur, translated by Leyden
& Erskine, and revised by Sir Lucas King, Vol. I, p. 11.
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,Babar indulging in wine is in the Louvre. Paris.? Babar is holding
& levee and is seated under a canopy. surrounded on one side by his
officials. Seated to his left is an official who loocks, more or less,
€Xactly like Babar : perhaps it may be Humdyin, for the likenesses
of these two figures are cxactly similar to those of Babar and

Umiyin in the Prince of Wales Museur, Bombay.® Babar has a
€Up of wine in his hand as also one or two of the officials. A ser-
220t is busy pouring wine in a cub in front of him, and in the
Oreground are two musicians. In the right background there are
Servants with some more wine (or is it rose-water ) ?, and the
anopy under which the emperor is seated is graced by a peacock

On its roof. There are niches in the wall of the canopy, gnfi half
also open, thus giving us

o .
£ tbe door——leading out of the canopy 15 2
@ View of the garden behind. This picture seems to gave ; eert1
Painted a ding and is as good as, if no
¢ the preceding one, . :
w years after g Bibar sitting 1n

better . f
tha  Yet another picture o 6 :
e e & (Mus. ) As usual, Babar is

4 durbar r . .
is in the Lahore Museum. s
Surrounded by his officials. In this picture. to0, half of the doot o(;
the canopy ; har's left is clean-shaven, an
a re to Babar's le
Py is open. The figu r, the picture does

looks as if he is pleading for some one. Howeve

ic-
N6t command as much admiration as the first two. Anotl'*xer pic
e same Museum'® shows him seat-

ture of the Moghul emperor in th )
ed on a thronf with aphawk on his right hand. The emperors
throne has a peculiar umbrella-like shelter above the head. The
Prince of Wales Muscum, Bombay, possesses a similar picture of
the Moghul emperor seated on a throne with a hawk on the left
1’?and. The throne which is of gold, stands on a carpet on what locks
like a terrace. Babar is leaning on a purple cushion whose ends

1 g . = 12
are tipped green. The same Museum exhibits a picture of Babar

which is not of the Moghul emperor at all. Babar (?) is seated on
a throne under a canopy and in full court. He has a hawk on his
right hand which has a red glove on, and he is sheltered by the state
umbrella above his head. The features of this figure, which is sup-
posed to represent Babar, are extremely girlish ; hence it is doubt-

7. E. Blochet, Musalman Painting- XI1-XVI Century, translated by
C. M. Binyon, plate CLXXXVIL

8. No. 372.

9. Loan Exhibition Antiquities, Coronation Durbar 1911, plate
XXX (a). l ! ’
® 10. Loan Exhibition of Antiquities, Coronation Durbar 1911, plate XXXIV

11. No. 475.

12. No. 483.

8
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fu_l wh.ether it represents Babar at all. There is : :
Babar in his youth in the British Muscwn.'” in \"l“u"‘d"po'1 e
§eated on a chair in a garden and readinn ‘frmn x P” 11»'10'1“5 o
in th.e garden are tastefully painied, emdﬁ‘- ‘neJ l’)(’;ul)‘l:() h e
is hexghte_ned by the flocks of birds ahove, O:uw o (?1' ‘}“U :;m‘(‘l(m
to be no'tlced in this picture is the desion of tlv: {?‘%““—‘(‘“f' ‘“”n‘j
coat, which is full of. pictures of rul'min: (lr\/cr 11;'\Cﬂul'n . B;"l"’“‘” :
must be §omething amusing in the l)t)okol’.e 1> r:a(ii ; r:"i'“"* fhoe
to_restram an artful smile. Evidently this %)f)l':l'qitn.\')‘-'lwi)r‘ h'C e
Kabul about 1505, probably at the time of ‘1 o e
Kandahar and India. The Riampur Staice paEn
ortr y i i T
gh; El;lpc;frotjlis I*S];r;i)ecllor dictating }.115 “Memoirs” to a scribe.td
loop. Tperor % e ' on Va carpet 1n an opon snace (i dees ant
ga? en) with two servants hehind L The
?eated almost in front of the Emperor, while on o ]1'1’4
o .3 . . R o N ™ &
;n;i}eaiuzfd C\ﬁ:ﬁ‘; .ﬂyi;whlsk, ?nd the other with a rd wrapned in
8 Plece o co ; t e latter’s feet are painted extraordi: » thin
i epicted with an unk i
occupied by mountains.
the whole lacks in appeal.

at
1 against
Library possesses o

soriho s

attendnnd 1s stand-

S

arily thin
empt beard, and the } ‘ .
d, and the hackoround i

T . 4 .
he picture has a simple horder, and on

‘ We _all know that Babar was very fond of
‘Ijlll\r/;dust?n ’there is a great variety of‘ ﬁowmi ,?]: :

emoirs "’ -4 e statos | ie:
Hindustﬁi i, znd .then h-e proceeds to describe the ﬂo:viri is
the Victori n detail. A picture of Pabar laying out ers of

edebyI: Vs;’lifazibAl?ert Mgseum London.1® Tnz bi-cture was pai
painted the face ar Z.pamters, Nanha and Bishan-Dés The (,L\ ii_m-
the rest of theC~iS,tW ile the .1atter prepared the SkﬁtC‘l‘] an:i e me:
Bt ot pt};: ure.1 An 1Hustfation from “ Baburnana ’.ITP?imej“_
horseback folzlaow ZI{)a i of z.]alal Khan near Agra, éé\)ara')~(m )
i the right h ; v his retm.ue. Some commo‘n people ar 115 o
has got ﬂ:e nar:;r; Ogcgr}ller drawmg water {rom wells. '1~hL,‘ pLict re
ot the door of th ‘ anraj ms?rlbed on it and shows «o \, ure
e castle probably to receive the e me people

right of the picture can he seen a Hindu temple with "Qril()lﬂ To (tho
: some ruing (?).

gardening. *In

a garden is in

S€e1

13. E. Blochet, Musalman Painti
. ) ainting. -
.M. Bingon, plate CIX. mg. XII-XV]I Century, translated by
14. P. Brown, Indian Painting under the Mu
15. Memoirs of Zehir-ed-Din Muhamme
& Erskine and revised by Sir Lukas Kine
16. L. Binyon & T. W. Ar c
Arnold, the Court Puinters .
plate 1V. s of the Grand Moguls

17. P. Brown, Indian painting under Mugha

ghals, plate V.

d Babur, transl:
Vol. 11, p. 236. el by Leyden

Is, plate XXXII.

PORTRAITS OF THE GRFATER MOGHULS 267

In the terrple there is a «mall image, squatted and with hands
folded in prayers. Flocks of birds crace the sky, while we also
notice that the clephant and the heads of the horses are drawn
very disproportionately. ifoover. the picture is of a fairly high
stendard, and was cither painted by Dhanraj or Dasraj c. A.D. 1575.

There is yet another piciure of Bahar supervising over his carde-
nors in the victoria and Albort Museum, ~and delightful as it is,
the painting has not the intimacy and {reshness of the similar sub-

ject treated on a double page in another manuseript 7.1

In almost all the paintings we have studied so far, the Persian
element is supreme ; thore is as yet no distinet visible trait of any-
thing decidedly Indian. Agald, from a study of the paintings,
we may describe EZbar as an averaze-sized man with Mongolian
features and having a clese well-kept and pointed beard. He
does not look stout in any of the paintings, and appears every-
where to be plainly dressed.

Tt is said that Humdytn “ and his little son Akbar took lessons
in drawing. and intereeied themselves generally in the subject of
painting 7. But Humoyan ; with all kis love of art, had to think
of other things than art. He was continuously ¢ on the move’, and
when at last he did succeed in regaining his lost kingdom, he was
only 1o enjoy the fruits of his labour for a few months only.

The portraits of Humiytm's time too show signs of foreign in-
fluence. There is one picture of Hurrayan in the British Museum
belonging to this class. Iere Humayan is seated on a square car-
pet with his head bowed and his hands joined devoutedly.*" In front
of him are two dervishes invoking God's blessing on the emperor.
Two young trees, one of which is blossoming, together with a flock
of birds, all thai forms the hackground of the picture. In the left
hand corner, i.2. on Humiyan's right, are two nobles whose names
are inscribed above thelr shoulders. Their names are Miza
Shaham ard Lashkar KHan. Eechind Humayin stands a page, and
his name is given as Khusal Bee. This picture was painted by
Bhagavati, one of the fumous Hindu artists of Akbar, and clearly
chows Pervsian influence. M. Blochet has reproduced in his book

18. L. Dinyon & T. w. Arnold, Court Painters of the Grand Moguls,

p. 49.
19, P. Brown, Indian Paintineg under the Mughals, p. 54,
20. 1. RBinyon & T W. Arnold, Court Painters of the Grand Moguls,

plate V.
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Akbar, Jahangir and Shah Jahan. Outside the pavilion stands a
handsome youth who is Prince Parviz, Jahangir’s second son.
There are four other [igures in the picture, probably attendants.
Akbar has in his hands a book, and it looks as if he is about te
hand it over to Humayun. Behind the pavilion are trees of which
some are blogsoming. The Prince of Wales Museum, Bombay, pos-
sesses an interesting picture of Babar and his son Humayun®® The
picture shows the two emperors standing, and evidently in some
close argument. Biabar is clothed in a slate-coloured robe and
wears a turban coloured purple and gold. Humaytn wears a robe
embroidered in gold flowers and has a book in his left hand. He
has a sword in a white scabbord, and has a dagger inserted in his
belt ; the turban, however, is white. In the background of the pic-
ture is a city, and the clouds are painted gold. A few small flower-
ing plants are shown in the foreground, otherwise the picture is
bare. The likenesses of the two emperors are very good, but the
picture is spoiled by a large border which is not at all artistic.

Now we come to the heginning of the glorious period of Moghul
painting. It is fror this time that Moghul art was emerging itself
out of the Persian influence. Akbar encouraged painting to such
an extent that “ over a hundred artists worked in the school orga-
nised by Akbar 2" This attitude of Akbar towards painting may
be attributed to his absolute rejection of Muslim tradition con-
dernns painting on the ground that the mortal man thereby assumes
the divine function of the Creator, for on the day of the judgment,
He will call upon the painter to put life into his work, and the
painter failing to do so is straightway sent to hell. On the other
hand, the great emperor defends the painter by saying that since
the painter is unable to give life to his work he is forced to think
of God and thus to acknowledge Him as his superior. From this
we may conclude that “ self-glorification was certainly not the
main motive in Akbar’s mind when he set himself to encourage
painting in defiance of strict Muhammadan orthodoxy ”** Abul
Fazl informs us that Akbar from his earliest youth developed a
great love for painting. So very enthusiastic is Abul Fazl about
painting under Akbar that he rarely economises in the use of the

26. No. 372.
97. P. Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals, p. 108.
28. L. Binyon & T. W. Arnold, Court Painters of the Grand Moguls,

pg. 40.
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superlatives ; we would have believed all he says, were it not for the
fact that Abul Faz!l is a flatterer ‘par excellence’

Portraits of Akbar and Jahangiv exist by thousands, and bLers
it is only possible to enumecrate a few. As Vincent Smith .4 ;
“the portraits of Akbar are tco many for specification in (1:-.1'1'1‘11 \
A very fine portrait of Akbar is in the possession of {he i/;cl
and Albert Museum, London™ It shows the great Moghul att:xl(lla
cd by Prince Salim and his two younger brothers, and an ' 'vni]l: )
receiving two Mansabdars in private audience in a garden h 7
deer, one of which has a peculiarly painted coat, are shown. in the
foreground, and the ‘amir’ stands, as usual, with crossed hands
The picture is painted by Manohar who attained great Nrenown asl
court painter during the reign of Jahangir and §héh Jahan an;l
may be placed about the earlier part of the XVII Century ’ Th
‘amir’ in this picture resembles Raja Birhal to a very U:;wt e )
tent.”! The border of this picture is decorated in gold er‘Llud : LX'-
ing with the usual flower-plants motives. h < is an

Two

i . On the reverse is an
illuminated panel of calligraphy. Jahangir tells us that Akbar

could manage vicious elephants very well®™ Abul Fazl has devot-
ed pages over his master’s ability to control mischievous gle hant ‘
and he sums up by saying; “For deeds which could notp caomsﬂ‘
within the mould of spech, and which could not be weighed in thL
balance of reason were displayed by this enthroned orble Ridini
upen ‘mast’, men-killing, driver-throwing elephants the' sight oaf
whom melted the gall-bladder of the iron-livered 01;03 of ‘t}fi“ art
were exhibited by this holy personality 3% There is a pi:‘ure
which shows Akbar mounted on a {urious elephant who is m;dl ;
pursuing another over a bridge of boats.”* The damage doﬁe to th)e
hridge by the infuriated elephants is great, and all round people are
fleeing for their lives. The picture is an illustration from the
 Akbarnama ”, and both Basawan and Chatar collaborated in its
production.  Painted at the end of the sixteenth century if is one
of the most vigorous of the whole series: it is now housed in the

29. A History of Fine Art in India and Ceylon, p. 480
30. Victoria and Albert Museum Portfolio, Thir . .
) ty Mogl ;

the School of Jahangir, plate 6. Y Moghul Paintings of

31. Compare the portrait of the ‘amir’ in this picture with that of Birbal
reproduced on Plate XLII (c¢) in Loan Ezhibition of Antiquiti .
Durbar 1911 f tquities, Coromnation

32. Tuzuk-i-Jahangiri, translated by A. Rogers, Vol. I p. 38

33. Akbarnama of Abul Fazl, translated by H. Beverid’ge'Vo.l IL p. 11

34, P. Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals, plate XXXIX. &
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Victoria and Albert Museum. The elephants, as is usual in all
Indian paintings, are drawn with some force, but the painter hos
comewhat failed to represent properly the smashing of the bridgce
as well as the running water. Therc is a {ine unfinished drawing
of Akbar mounted on a raging clephant in the possession of the
Bodleian Library.®®  The clephant has evidently broken locse from
its bonds. and the broken ends of the chains are seen hanging {rom
its rear legs. The background of this picture is purely Indian, and
the drawing shows us the influence of the Hindu style which crept
in the Moghul are towards the close of Akbar's reign. “The case
and vigour with which movement and gesture are represented are
vemarkable. But in style it certainly belongs to the time of
Jahangir, and some may think it represents Jahangir himself,
rather than his father ”.%¢ However this picturc is not as spirited
as the first.

It was Akbar's dream to build a city near the place of his spiri-
tual ¢ guru’ Shaik Selim Chishti.  In the words of Abul Fazl; “In-
as-much as his exalted sons had taken their birth in Sikri and the
God-knowing spirit of Shaik Seclim had taken pessession thereof,
his holy heart desired to give outward splendour to this spot which
possessed spiritual grandeur. Now that his standards had avrived
at this place, his former design was pressed forward, and an order
was issued that the superintendents of affairs should erect lofiy
buildings for the special use of the SHahinshah ? 37 One picture of
Akbar supervising the construction of Fathpur-Sikri is in the Vic-
toria and Albert Museum.” In the picture Akbar is giving instruc-
tions to one of the masons. In the middle of the picture are men
preparing cement mixture, and near them are the labourers busy
carrying the mixture to the masons. In the foreground are some
ctone chisellers, whilst on the right side are some officers. presu-
mably “ engincers . The picture shows us the city in an advanced
stage of construction, but destined to be abandoned in 1575. The
inscription below the picture informs us that the production was
the work of three painters, all belonging to Akbar’s time ; they are
Tulsi who was responsible for the outlines, Bandi who wainted over
the outlines, and Madht the Younger who worked on the faces.

25, L. Binyon & T. W. Arnold, Cowrt Painters of the Grand Moguls,
plate XI.

56, Ibid p. N

27 Akbarnama of Abul Tazl, translated by H. Beveridge, Vol. II, p. 530.
48 L. Binyon & T. W. Arnold, Court Painters of the Grand Moguls,

plate IX.
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of the deer and the cager and  excited look of the hound.
M. Cartier of Paris s 1he lucky owner of an extremely
beautiful portrait of  Albar, painted under the divection of
Muhammad Faquirullah KHan, head artist at the court of Shah
The expression of the face leaves nothing to be desired.

Jauhan
h his left hand resting on a gword ; the

The emperor is standing wit

head has the usual halo behind it. What heightens the beauty of
the portrait is the richness of the border which is full of flowers,
animals and figures. The actual portrait is surrounded by a flower-
ing border, and thig border has another outer horder which is full
of things mentioned above. The right hand side of this outer bor-
der is again full of flowering designs. The top of the border shows
us two angels and the bottom onc three very graceful deer. The
left hand side of the border is most interesting and shows three
figures, the topmost one carrying an umbrella, the middle one carry-
ing a sword which is wrapped up in cloth, and the lower one carry-
ing a shield. Coming to the portrait itself, it is undoubtedly a
faithind portrait of the great cmperor. The emperor wears a strip-
od coat. a pear! necklace, and has a ‘katar’ in his belt. The por-

trait shows the cmperar as an aged man.

Another good porirait of Akbar as an old man is in the Prince
of Wales Muscun, Pombav.t*  The portrait shows the emperor
Jeanine on a lony gvord, e ds wearing blue pygamas, a brown
cont full of flowering desicns, @ white and gold sash, two rows of
neclklace, a oold turban, and has a «mall dagger hanging
{rom his belt. The face of the emperor i$ wrinkled. The
backeround of the picture is  plain, and there are only

S

a few flower plants in the foreground. The same museum
. . .
POSSOS50S another  portrait of Alkbar as an old man*®

and it shows the emperor resting against @ pillow with
his hawk perched on the thumb of his left hand. Heis attended by
a servant who ¢ busy keeping the flies away from the emperor.
The picture is only partly coloured ; the pillow is coloured blue
with its ends painted green. The cmperor wears & plain white dress
and three rows of necklace. The dress is only coloured near the
shoulders, but the expression of the face is good. However, the
hawk is painted more like a dove. An excellent portrait of Akbar
was exhibited in the Coronation Durbhar Exhibition at Delhi in

44. P. Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals, plate XXVI

45. No. 286.
46. No. 500.
9



314 JOURNAL OF INDIAN HISTORY

1911'” The portrait shows the em
of jewellery and holdin
His sword, ‘ katar’

g a big je l;el‘or wearing a great amount
Cas well Ohi]s ‘:’e‘h (pearl ?) in his right hand.
ture ¢ probably & most cos s cash are all jewelled. ** The pic-
Akbar ”. The some E }: ‘L?ﬂ.ellent and characteristic likeness of
and his favmn-i;e RA ,‘,an.bmon also exhibited a portrait of AX{b'H'
which has an umbvdjl(]1 L‘*_ll‘b’ql, The emperor is scated on a thmr(xe
hawek on his i rella-like .shclter above the head. Akb( ne
is right hand which is gloved for the nurpose atha; ;

> T se. He has

a dagger in his belt, and he holds

prozaor In bis b , ne nolds a sword in his left

throne therr:azi Sl;fosnda };YI'&C(:) of a building, for tops (})]fa?lie The
e n 1 Standing o ?h 1 wo birds of paradise grace the sky ‘:) e,
vy o Sands ;n h'L e left of.the emperor and has an reordin.
: ‘ is hands ; it cannot b Pmordin
is chaped like the hilt of S alt for the top of it

iy . ) asword. One very j : i
point of history is in the Chestey Beaty Cosiliarc?t}i)(()):intlpmture o

J.es'uits, one Ridolfo Acquaviva and th

sitting in the House of Worship, * Thad X Ot‘her’Amoni
arg‘uing, no douht, with the * r;louli’ a’tkhana
training, exhibit a calm and cool f "
an eager—rather hasty—look on 3‘139" y
ever, is drawn somewhat stiff. ;

shows two

‘ 0 Monserrate,

, in Akbar’s presence
'I"he Jesuits, true to their

3 hilst the * moulvis’ betray

) ir faces. Akbar's face, how-

on at night time, for a pale m ; l'OOkS b iihe discu ’

. al oon is visible i

BO({L) are, and as they ought to be. too prz)l:it:e tle'ft Ppekaround,

and ¢ * thing cat ‘ qut

o b'motlTox thing that catches our cye is the exquisi

f e beautifully tiled floor. A delishtful picture ?if{lte e of
i : N ontl 1 (o]
.10.m Abul Fazl the second volume of his work, th .

is in the same collection. ™ tort

ssion is going
n this picture,

ar receiving
(13

Akbarnj ”
This preci i i it wae
i ci :
e same collection.” Thi p ous historical account was
» for, as Abul Fazl himself says: “ At

’;}Z{Lst }:;m\s;lt}l);j(ilma‘ Ruler, the ‘S_L-Iéhins_héh of the world, com d
o the wn g 1 he account of his rule. Wings came to rr;y sourilan :
:h() hz?dd ame. to my tongue, and in an admirable manner I b e
> 1 %n things of the heart from the soul’s ocean to the }fought
?jp?‘ he duty of ohedience was performed, and the thaikorfi o
r favours received were in part paid "5 Attributed to GS .
ovar-

4L N Lo
oan Exhibition of Antiquities, Coronation Durbar 1911, plate XX
» plate XXX,

(b).
48. Loan Exhibiti ntiquiti n
N ition of Antiquities, Coronation Durbar 1911 plate XLVII
49. E. Blochet, Musalm i X |
' , an Painting. -XV
M. Binyon, vlate . g II-Xvir Century, translated by
50. E. Blochet, Musalmay intin X
. , 1 Painting.
M. Binyon, e I mg 1-xvi Centun, translated by

51. 1] . s .
1 Al 1)0,7 nama of lkbul F aZI tr allslated by H Be Verldge V Ol II P 553
1 .

PORTRAITS OF THE GREATER MOGHULS 375

dhan the picture shows the great flatterer reverently vesenting his
book to the emperor in full court. Akbar is seated on a golden
+hrone under a canopy, and the latter is full of niches with decora-
tive vessels placed in cach, a type of Persian decoration existing at
that time. The study of this picture at once brings one thing to our
mind, and that is all the figures in the picture are cleanshaven.
This is due to an order of the cmperor who, in 1591, compelled
all his courtiers to shave off their beards. Again, we will also
notice that, at this stage of Moghul art, the stiffness so noticcable in
the paintings of Humayin’s time has disappeared, and in its place
has appeared the realism of the Akbar School.

But perhaps the most remarkable of all the paintings is the one
on cotton-cloth painted by Abdus Samad, probably at Akbar’s com-
mand, and entitled ** Princes of the House of Timur "% It is one
of the most valuable portrait groups of the Moghul period, and is
now housed in the British Museum. The picture has been to some
extent described in the first part of this article. To add to the
decription, Akbar forms {he central figure in the picture which is
much damaged. The group of figures in the picture contains
Akbar's ancestors as well as some of kis successors. Every figure
has its name inscribed near it and this makes it possible for us te
identify all the figures. All the persens depicted in the picture
seem to be enjoying in a garden.

Dr. Coomaraswamy has in his possession a tracing on skin®”
showing a group consisting of Akbar, Jahangir and Shah Jahan.
“The suavity of the line and the posing of the figures exhibit mark-
ed Persian influence; the well-expressed character of the several
emperors 1s typical of Mughal portraiture and is rather a Chinese
and Central Asian than a Porsian  (Sclevidean) element.  The
emperors’ names arc inscribed in Nagari and Persian charac-
ters !

We may now say that by this time Moghul art had practically
emerged from the Persian influence. Over and above that, ¢ ....
naturalistic drawing, shading, soft colouring, improved landscape
backgrounds and other advanced methods introduced by the
Akbar School finally replaced the stiff drawing, the somewhat crude
colouring, and the conventional mannerisms of the Humayun

59 P. Brown, Indian Paintings under the Mughals, plate LX.
53. Indian Drawings, Vol. 1I, plate XXV.
54. Ibid. Vol II, p. 32.
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l"1igi]i)fofl\}ll.)(C}:rtite?.( Paris”? It slmws‘ 1}19 yo}un;z .]p;m‘(:;;} stalzl(i:
(t‘ ith a hawk on his right hand-—which is g.oi'(t(, | or the p '
e m(]( 4 small hird in his Jeft, cvidently brought by the.hla\:/]\.
; o o : 3 N H TR MATES . 7 he
{;Z:;I({_llﬂ’,il" ar to he move correct Pr].ncc Sa}ml\g:li:d\ (1(:\?\\]1? ar:d
sual }1()\\'c1‘ patterns, a sash in which h.o has i1 serte (' ! ilﬁ o and
hall i <. The hawk is secured with a chain attacherd to the
haH-Sl%ppl:llbt. Tlln(é foatures are very smooih, young and healthy,
. ‘o N o . 7 ‘
:pnlilf;mae:mail Chinesc-like moustiache adorns his y;:,uctlh[{:] {i,:eed }}i\;:
El; ly this portrait depicts Jahangir beforc he a. co ). "
dently sices and pleasures. There are a few shiubs on the ground,
;;‘;f(i’?\;;j‘}l‘p picture is quite harf. ‘Th[e mo:l»;t.cno:w.:]( fll,)v];\uf;”;fkéz
this portrait is the ear-ring. Jahangir trom Jl.,)[(};il _/ \1 th fked
to hwear car-rings, and this fashion was later on , o .r,'m uv} :lybited e
courtiers. Another picture nf Jahangir as a yr‘\::th .V\(]aS.fO::,“l pited o
the Coronation Durbar E};hibition. at Delhi. an-,. 1_..111(\)\[\5 e
rince mounted on a horse which is very c‘\le.gantl_\/ }t)a“m (c The
' es of the prince, however, are very g}rllsh: T e:ne is .rflil;eu
no background except for the clouds wlnch‘ axe' V?}P.- °
‘nted. The samc exhibition exhibited another mct\uc. o ‘ rince
F)‘alr‘li. is ti seen drinking water at a well, a favourite subject
S t;)mf ainters. The [eatures of the prince resemble the
for e p-' w—'m other pictures, though not to a great ex-
feawre; of the prlnlcnrtcclu';ter reund a well in front of a cluster of
even wome ¢ .

featur
cally

tent. . “nking water to Prince Salim.

trees. and one of them pours out drinking wa ‘ o t

T o women are scen carrying away water in earthen pots.
Wwo more )

It looks as if Salim has returned from a hunt, for he has two at-
t 100 SEL’ sdiately behind him one carrying a gun and the other
t(‘ndan{tsdlrﬁlari;k( In‘ the background a city is plainly visible. _113;
?)Ll;az(t)lcffxl picture of Jahangir as a pri.nce is indthowAHI)tu@h(:vafkii‘;
Jahan in the Chester Beatty Collection, Lon‘ on.r ts (;. )
& Jeaning against a pillow in an open garden and indulging in
;);:nfC:voen?rite pat;t-time, wine-drinking. M. Blochet wrongly des-
Jis

i inti 3 gnats, pla € s g. a.
59 I: BI'OWI’I, I)l(ll(!n P(untmg unde7 Ihe 1”1 ( h [ 1 XVII, | 2
("O I '()(zn, E,l‘hlbltlo”. Oj Antiquities, Coronation Durb 911, P XX B
DU, ar 1 ate XV

(a).Gl Loan Exhibition of Antiquities, Coronation Durbar 1911, plate XLI

(2()'62 E. Blochet, Musalman Painting. XII-XVII Century, translated by

C. M.'Binyon, plate, CXCIL
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cribes him as conversing with soldiers, for th
prince—except one—hardly look like

they are Jahangir's friends—the flattere
astray later on in life. There are two m
ground entertaining the young prince,

other part of the garden, a servant is preparing a comfortable seat
under a canopy meant certainly for the prince. The garden is
beautifully laid out. Jahangir wears a long pearl necklace and an
another with a pendant hanging from it. Thig painting is attributed
to Bichitr, the celebrated artist. In fol. 18 of Dara Shikoh's
Album is a very beautiful picture of Jahangir as Prince Salim."?
Jahangir is seen talking to a holy man on a carpet which is full of
exquisite flower patterns. A cat is very comfortably settled on the
right of Jahangir, and a city is shown in the left background.
Flocks of birds heighten the beauty of the picture, and the trees
behind the two figures are very beautifully painted. The clouds
too are painted faultlessly. Jahangir's pleading attitude is in sharp
contrast with the calm and grave face of the hermit. Some books
are scattered in front of the hermit, and it looks as if Jahangir has

made an offering of flowers to the holy man.  The painting is
really very beautiful.

ose round ahout the
soldiers. Most probably
rs who led him so much
usicians in the right fore-
In the distance and in an-

A very interesting portrait of Ja
torial document of great interest™ (
of Ahmadabad in the Collection of
which is 13 feet long and about 13 in
portrays a historical event, viz, the gr

due to the efforts of a deputation leq by Vivékaharsha, Udayahar-
sha and Raja Ramadasa. The ro]] bortrays a large number of per-
sons who have got their names inseribed near them in black ink.
It is a durbar scene, though not a magnificent ope, Jahangir is
receiving a glass of wine, and Shah Jahan standg on the left : Raia
Ramadasa is presenting the petition on behglf of the deputation,
In the foreground of the picture, and also somewhat in the midd]e,
we see a mixed crow of Arabs, Turks

and Persians. A little above
the elephant in the middle stands what looks like a Jesuit, for the
dress he wears is very similar to those worn by the two Jesuits ina

picture in the Chester Beatty Collection. 5 (See page 14). The

hangir 1s to he found in a pic-
iscovered by Muni Jinvijayaji

Munj Hansvijaya. The roll,
ches broad and In two pieces,
anting of a firman by Jahangir

63. V. Smith, A History of Fine Art in Iy,

64. N. C. Mehta, Studies in Indign Paingi

65. E. Blochet, Musalman Painting,
C. M. Binyon, plate CLXXX.

dig and Ceylon, plate CXIX.
ng, plate Nos. 28.99.

XI-XVvIl Century, translated by
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i 11
icians playing for a
. three musiclan hough
icture shows 5d Salivahan, and, thoug
fOre‘c-;roun(l1 Ofl‘}:hi)ifture is painted by Ustad Salivahan, and,
their worth. e 7. .
very interesting, yet lacks in appea 4 about with a staff
i ‘d of Jahangir that he always mov aint any interesting
It is said o 1.]( u:“f‘ to order them t}(: thh th(; assembly of
inters, «nu e USCU « th, SS '
of painter, d his eye, and when " on { i place "% he commis-
thing that crosse 5 ) water) too

. o 080 jcture,§?
sulah-pashi (sprinkling of rose 7 ssembly. The pic
Gulah-pashi (?p to ma;{(? a picture of the a SSL te Library, can be
sioned G()Val'dhd“ ssession of the Rampur =ta

. P O Sk
which is in the p

aneir ted
- ] marvel, and shows Jaha.ngn sezfause
deseribed as nothine S};;ll-:);i,aelegantly dl-ess'ed an(ii:;’;th Iir(;ront
on a jewelled gOldC? and surrounded by his courf w};om A
jewellery on his pel‘ﬁc;ln) hish officials of the state, (1 the en;peror.
of the emperor a7¢ the’ (?Jrepal'ation of almon(.is,-), . and next to
offering a ‘ ma* ul-la m a eroup of female m,USldean,ter on to one
Immediately bel()“" al?bhi:ti * who squirts 2 jet of e Next to him
them on the rifght:osrr?e pux‘}aose knowf‘lfo }&r: alior;l;;)rtant events
of his fingers 1o0v ; <ing down 2 the
occurring in  the urt, and two or thre.e th en ‘ g ol
lower officials of the c?er £>11 those present In t.he asseril iricribe(1
sprinkling the rOS.e'Vr}?e assembly have got thelrk—ne:’rie".; preerher
principal figures m‘ them : 1 ‘timéd-qd—daxfla, Ja gn;i;'; tch) o
very minutely neat Ora‘nae-coloured turban. Rig ‘m ; Y
law, is also there 1 ?nureg bwho look typlcau}f Eéul()p?‘ia.l con-
ground are “'VO relgwilf show that the t}'n‘one is o l;:;l;?l o
glance at the pictu f its principal accessories, tbe over nopy
struction, and one o mbroidery in velvet, is by its desxgp pres- ne
decorated with gOIdjacture' The pattern c.)n t'he cushion ’::1%:11ns
bly of Ttalian :;s:LiS leaning is also not Indian in character ”.
which the empe

sesses a portrait of Jahangir? show-

The Lahore Museum Do e vight hand which is gloved
ing him standing ‘théngir’s coat is made of very transparent mate-
for that purpose Ja are wholly seen. He carries a svior(% ?S \yell
rial, for his 'trou'Sel};S 1t and the hawk is secured to Jahangir’s right
as a dagger In h:)sf aechain- Jahangir’s face is rather stiff, and the
hand by means

1. I, p. 265.

i angiri, translated by A. Rogers, Vol. I, - 2%

6. Tﬁzuk—1-Ja’Il:g?aI:,Painting under the Mughals, frontispiece.

67. . Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals, p. 172.

6. » Bmg}zibition of Antiquities, Coronation Durbgr 1811, plate
69. Loan

XXXIV (a).
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portrait seems to contain g Iarge element O
Is nothing particulay to recommend i) t}
Museum possesses a good picture of Jahﬁngir, attended by
persons, drinking wine tnderneath g canopy in

gir sits on a golden throne, hold. the
—his left resiing on hig word—and
sized jewelled one and the othep of thre
hung either by a thread or a gold chain. Nearhy ig a servant stand.
ing with a tray ful] of sweets (7). In front of the fanopy is a foyun-
tain in which two birds, that look like ducks, aye making merrs,
But perhaps the most remarkable thing iy

of Jahangir’s servants, one the fly-wisk
one who gives the wine-
even large-sized ear-rings which nene
Lastly, some birdsg are seen perched iy 4
The same mugeum possesses another pj
showing him crossing a lake.?! Jahaneiy, wh
full bloom of youth, is going on g hunting trip, for Some of the gt
tendants have several hawks i their charge, Six bo

seven figures are shown in the Bicture Jahangiy i seated
served seat in the royal Loat ang IS proteced [rom (he bm‘nimz
rays of the sun by a covering above hig head. Ay island standg ;
the middle of the lake, and on it, amidet the denca foliaga, can he
seen a pretty large houro, The background is full of Mot aing,
and “instead of a Persian nfluence o NOW find {raen

influence. T should not be surprised if the drawing |
thing in its landscape background 1

shading of the mountain-masses on the horizon g We
character 7.7 g statement cannot be denied, fo
does contain some Eurcpean influence. Jahj '
entertained many Europeans in his ey had .
powerful influcnce on the art existing j ;

Jahangiv himself was 50 much pleased With the work of ono
European artist (goldsmith) that, to uge his own Iangua;{o, “ Hun.
armand, the European who had made the jewelled throne.
sented with 3,000 “darb’, 5 horse ang an elephgny »

f Hindy influence. There
15 portrait. The British
five
a garden. Jahin-
cupn of wine jp

s rioht hand
WeAYS tur necklaces, o alars

alrze-
¢ stoneg only ~which are

Ve treeg behing 1}

e canopy,
clure of Jaha

nair, this time
9 seems 1o he the

n

of g Europenn
- owed some.
an print,  The
stern in g

71. L. Binyon
plate XIV.
2. Ibid., P. 67.

73. Tﬁzuk-i—Jahdnngi, translated by A Rogers, Vol. 1, p. 82,
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icture of Jahan-
m possesses a p ; ting an
ictoria and Albert Museu nd inspecting
N -4Thhe Vfcmr}i?rr? seated on a jewelled tgog?sa The figure right
glr ) 5_ O‘:ﬁzg resence of his “amirs ,. al'l'd thec pe;sian style, i.e., by
.Im?be Iln f thé3 emperor is saluting him mh, s the person who has
In front o . - perhaps he : ime of
i i d to his turban; p ’ to be in the prim
iu“m}i }t);ls I']rilr;ge Jahangir, who here S-Cetmrse are a hit dispropor-
roug €1 Je. I3 ) -os in this pictu ’ . d
. - figures in - h are painte
life, as well .ai g]erséll?slgpgcially Jahangir’s legs whic
tionately painted. E

= ili i ”.

i ]. nis a
ly hapeleS‘S TWO deer m fl()nt Of (]le paV O s
x“’aOIdinarl S .

. ich is not at all artistic.
that completes the picture whic e rarely allowed any
ing, and he rar .y g

I e porisyed, o o G, o 1 s o
hunting trip ioe:tehljlrrlﬁer by Posterityl-) ]ief;(ii‘cei’ticﬁeerid;ghul paint-
b as a gr ; 1bjec . ..
Zi?;zzftions were qufti aefao\;o‘}:ggnsgzr]shooth‘ﬂg a lal‘ge }tllgel‘ ;gll(:
ers. An excellent pic L;rutta 75 Evidently this hunt 15.'[ ¢ OInh ‘e
the Indian Muse(t‘lm’ Ca .CS » .fo!‘ he says, “ Of all the tlgers‘ :cx\
ferred to in his. Men}jl()lrf I ’was a prince until now I never Taw;)a
shot from th.e time w :nd majesty and the Syn?mgtl‘y.?f 1ts(11fnn;.
tiger like this for' SIjze take its portrait accordlrig to iis I’O.d fohﬁ
I ordered the f’fflsm ttojf it is a tiger that Jahangir says he shot .JL ’t
and body. TR .Eua Lo votthout its mane. .Probably the pgm,;
picture depicts it I_l ed this scene after receiving oral aQCQL‘lnttg (?L
ers must have painte ho were actually present \‘:here, thoggh it is
the hunt from tbose ‘}:’ t they utterly forgot to paint the s?;npes. It
a bit hard to believe tha I accounts given by the courtiers about
may be that the .s,up_er;}atuflaoting the beast may have resulted in
the skill of Jahangir in sho ture shows the emperor, accompanieq
this strange product. The pli uelephant and exhibiting his pride in
by his retinue, mountetﬁl Or; aThree of his officials are on elephants,
shooting so large an ammah-‘l t the menials are all on the ground.
and the rest on horses, w 1;1ate the emperor on his skill, and the
Every figure seems to ‘?‘;ng;; vanity from them. The tiger is, how-
latter himself cannot hl‘eted and one carnot understand why
ever, very poorly palilcliers’ it as the best painted figure in the
Mr. Percy BI“‘O\ZD é:z::h throes as the beast rolls over being very
Wh(l)le,scine' r ertldzred "7  The figures best painted are the
realistically )

Victoria and Albert Museum Portfolio, Thirty Moghul Paintings of
74. Vie ;
School of Jahingir, plate 5, No. 6.
the Sc P. Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals, plate XLII.
- T.‘zuk—i—Jahdngiri, translated by A. Rogers, Vol. IL p. 284,
;g Pu Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals, p. 133.
10
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“shikari” who runs towards the emperor excitedly pointing at the
beast, and that of the emperor who turns his face towards his offi.
cials with the deliberate intention of receiving some flattering
praise. The actual death of the bheast takes place in open ground,
but some thick growth of trees is seen in the right background.

However, it does not look like the type of a forest that would suit
either a lion or a tiger.

Another picture of Jahangir at a shooting expedition is 1o
some extent curious.”™™ The picture shows the emperor ahout to
shoot a deer in the foreground, but in the middle of the picture we
see a deer being killed by a cheetah (?) which is probably trained
to do this. In the left foreground a servant is carrying the carcase
of a deer on his back, and all round the picture are
attention is directed more towards the cheetah than towards the
emperor. But a more exciting picture of Jahangir out }
in the Indian Museum, Calcutta.™ The pictyre shows a tiger charg-
ing at Jahangir who, by the way, was then only a prince. The
scene is very exciting and can be hest described in Jah
words :” . . . A powerful tiger appeared out of the W00
him from the elephant, and the tiger in great fury rose and came
on the elephant’s back, and I had not time to put down my gun and
seize my sword. Inverting the gun, I knelt, and with both hands
struck him with the stock over the head and face < that he fell to
the ground and died ".*" The elephant, frightened to some extent.
begins to run. The ‘ mahout’ erouches down on the elephant’s neck
to escape the claws of the tiger, whilst an attendant is in the act of
jumping from the elephant’s back. Two of Jahangir’s armed af.
tendants, both of them mounted, rush to their master's aid. one
with a spear and the other with a sword, However,
shown hitting the tiger with the barrel of hig
stock as he mentions in his “ Memoirs ”.

figures whose

hunting is

angir's own

d. 1 fired at

Jahangir ig
gun and not with the

Jahangir was interested in many things besides wine-drinking,
and his “ Memoirs ” abound with descriptions of things historicarl“
scientific, curious and artistic. Any object that interested Jahangir
was at once put on canvas by his artists, for «gp the Imperial
journeys the artists are an integral unit of the

sovereign’s escort,
and at all times and seasons he calls upon their services st One

78. P. Brown, Indian Painting, plate 5.
79. P. Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals, plate XLIII
80. Tazuk-i-Jahangiri, translated by A. Rogers, Vol.

I1, p. 270.
81. W. E. Gladstone Solomon, Essays on Mogul Art,

p. 29.
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turnine from Kabul, Jahangir “ saw near ‘Ali Masjid .and
day, on re,_umma] rge spider of the size of a crab that had seized
Gharib—kjlana‘a a«ngiiko of cne and a half gaz in length and half
by the th}'o‘é’li .?nl:arcwi;‘ “ delayed a minute to look on at this, and
strangled it. vtc‘-i" died (the snake)”>  Jahangir at once com-
after' a 1110}?1.0“1 ir1‘“‘1"'9 {o paint this scene, and that picture is now
migioncd -}“-%")1? o‘fwt};c Rampus State Library.™ Unfortunately, the
in the P‘_)SSCSMO"‘m,‘OCd {o be criticized.  Jahangir is mounted on a
picture 15 10(1’1 (1 : ;fcﬁcia]s are standing bchind him. They all look,
horse, and a “l'lt at the deadly fight between the spider and the
with great mt?ltedr,e (shows clearly the huge spider having the neck
snake. The plfcju1 - eripped in its mouth. The mountains, which
of the snake llifz)jnd are nicely painted; they seem to be bare
form the backs casiénal cluster of trees here and there. In the
apart from an (ic a city wall which looks as if it has long fallen
f01~eg1‘9un§ \ver,maie icture is much damaged, but the figure of
int()_ dILS‘U%& . (;L fpully preserved. The emperor wears threfz Trows
Jabansi! * 2 :?(‘ >ha§ another row of jewels in his turban. His look
o Ilocbl’diz;lctiyxuzo ‘fol‘.the fight he is witnessing is very unusual.
is ver B i

- noir made many trips to Ajmér, and there are many pic-
\ qalmf;l(;inr:qﬁics sta; in that city. One of the be:f of t}fese'
fuyes *eF is i Clthe Prince of Wales” Museumn, Moml?aY- Hl}lﬁ- A
however, 1‘5 mr1 ich is pretty large. is described by its custodxar} as
The plCtU‘-&f“"?t and the best example I have seen of several simi-
“a mar.VGI 0 \dl "I(‘he picture shows Jahzngir seated under a canopy
lar subjects d 1 by his officials. In all forty eight other ﬁgure; are
and surl'OU?de? thsose of the emneror and the peacock. Imr.nedlate-
paiflted hesi Fsthe émperor squat three men who, by their }ook§,
ly in fmntl‘ok religious men than officials. One of th? officials is
look. more li e rd;er from the emperor who, as usual, is profusely
recelv e Sof’ﬂ; : ellery. In the left foreground there is a crowd
bedecked Wl‘; t]eVtho’rr; .some food is being distributed by the ser-
of poor 1‘)(10};) Omo cror. and the cagerness of the poor people to be
vants of_ ‘t;m’ 0 PH be;alltifuny depicted. In the bac.kgr_ound of jche
served ﬁ'lst 15‘ v’eh ine of KHwaja Mu‘in-ud-din Chishti, the sam‘t,
pictu.re is ;i};;ylibehind it is the city. .The m(?nzril} 1?
a‘rlld TZZ usual) in profile. and so are the courtiers behind him ;
show <

.1, p. 117.

Tazuk-i-Jahangiri, translated by A. Roger;’ lVOI latep XIX.
Y ~Brown Indian Painting under the Mughals, p late V11
82- \P;V E Gla’dstone Solomon, Essays on Mogul Art, p '
8 . . .

85. Ibid., p. 22.
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but the units of the crowd in the foreground are draw

n in three-
quarter and full view easily .8

Jahangir had great regard
for the great saint KHwaja Mu'in-ud-din Chishti,  from the bles-
sing of whose illustrious soul great advantages had been derived by
this dignified family ... 78 and when he went to Ajmér he took
the earliesg opportunity to pay homage to the saint
ble shrine I had not visited after my accession to t
picture showing Jahangir paying

*whose venera-
he throne”, A

homage to the shrine of this holy
man is in the Rampur State Library® It shows the emperor

Jahangir and his son very reverently approaching the entrance
to the tomb, and being received (?) there by four holy custodians.
Alms are generously distributed—at Jahangir’s command, of course
—to the poor in the foreground of the picture. In the background
are depicted a few buildings of which one looks more like a
mosque.” . . . The details of the upper part . . . are reminiscent of

some of the illuminations in the early fifteenth-century manus-
cripts of the English schoo].”s?

Portraits of Jahangir in his old age are but too numerous, An
excellent one, however, is in the collection of Bharat Kala Parishad,
Benares,® and it shows the emperor standing with a flower in hie
right hand. The drawing is absolutely unpainted except at two
places, on the lips and the ruby in the necklace. The likeness is
very good and the portrait is drawn with some force ; the border.
however, is very simple. Another portrait of Jahangir in old age
is in the Chester Beatty Collection, London,* ang shows the em-

beror, supporting himself on two women going towards the royal
bed. The scere is evidently lai

d in the harem, for the picture is
full of women, in all twenty-five wi
The women seem to be making
Ing on musical instruments, some are busy squirting some colourful
mixture (?) on to others, whilst we actually see one woman fore-
ing some liquid down the throat of another. All the women are
bedecked with jewellery,

and so is Jahargir, The royal bed is
jewelled too. It is a beautiful picture on the whole, and gives a
possibly correct idea of the royal harem, Lastly, we may examine

86. Ibid., p. 38.

87. Tuzuk-i-Jahangiri, translated by A. Rogers, Vol. I, p. 249.

238. P. Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals, plate XX.

89. Ibid., p. 134.

90. N. C. Mehta, Studies in Indian Painting, plate No. 35.

91. E. Blochet, Musalman Painting, XII-XVII Century, translated by
C. M. Binyon, plate CXCIV.
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92 when
:«hed portrait-sketch of Jahangir as ar-l elderly rsnjfr;eri\:g "

an e ] . Jeave visible marks on his face. ring s

his vices. k.)egan tiis face, and the artist has succeeded‘Ave‘ry

Cllearl'ygl:}ll};lirz;cl‘c.)r crushed by dissipation and worries.

showin '

. . aneir without any mention of
Can there be &1 Ilrzf:t.}ziﬁ(:gia\};jgjout Nur Jahan is l_ikfz con;:
Nur Jahér.l ’ Tov‘cﬁ!:upt reading its last chapter. Nur J?htan SCSS t
pleting a book wit non. hut many critics have re.fgsec‘ o a evgr
traits are not uncor?fue (;n the ground that the artists were n e
these likenesses as 1‘ zenana’. The argument, no doubt, > }Slou-n)
allowed to enter th? t that an artist may have succeeded.m axflcei
but we must not fOlgeof the fair queen in the course .Of his Se'r\t” >
an occasional ghmpsfe the best pictures of this type 1s n the VIC_ or_l.
at the court. Oneo 91 |t shows the gueen entertaining Jahi?ignlg
and Albert MU-S‘e}_lm'in her private quarters. They are all squa uc}:
and Prmce.Khul rar‘?s on the ground : Khurram i'S painted very n'lwho
on the Spefm&l i‘arpl(\?ur Jahan is offering some;;}}mg.:cr%tkﬁl:;léglr N
alike his tather. ardly in his rig )
;_g{des (7 Som_eth_;mg ,Zefgan?:;{\;g;;in:t comfortable cushions, F)ut
Jahan and Jahangir alare eight other figures besides these thleht?,
co Khurram. Thel“‘ee women. Two maid servants approach t;
and 2t O'fl t}\fi‘ﬁ zlelicious dishes. The que(;n WTG}?;S;:;}:na (;Lfrazlhp
royal family he appears bare-breasted. _the desig cl';
arent dress that she al figures are sitting is very mu
S;rpet . '\IY}? icl}ilkg;liszhgeﬂfs yqueen, howeve;:‘, is ﬁeri{o?ug? 12)1;];3
Inese. y ; rirait in the collecti '
tCh}: fikenow S}:;\?aigrjioi\}:}f;‘go“ the chiselled purity of outline
Gogonendrona o

I) i iti a Ongst
rt Tal giVeS lt an almOSt uIllque pOSlthn even

0] 't Y m

l.n the

L P03
Indian drawings.

d on its

angir Moghul Art starte

Emperor Jahangir . e,

On the death OfMogI;‘lUl art depended essentl"ght’. on paftrt;r;afrt
r. : ns o

downwards Cf re:tronage was withdrawn, the fouln felz?lif?lce 7 a few

and onee t};akz finally to bring down the W}-lo ete lover of paint-
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sitive guidance of Jahangir """ The paintings of Jahingir's time
are wholly Indian in character. Persian influence disamsoalzed for
good, but a new influence gradually crept up with the IAnAdian t\")(-
and that influence was the European influence. The second hairr(;i
Jahangir’s reign really saw a large number of foreioners in hie 1{{n~—
dom, and they cxerted a noticeable influence on tl{e art of 1,“; timl
Another peculiarity about the paintings of Jahangir's peien i th: "
very few of them are signed, a practice quite conil»ars. 1031}»1eAp1-az.‘
tice of Akbar's painters who usualy signed their works. Again
during Jahangir’s reign portraiture was encouraged ruch r:nore‘
than large paintings. “ With Jahangir’s advent the Hour and the
Man had come once more for Indian painting ; and at hig passing
there passed with him one of the brightest phases of Momﬂ artb

The advent of Shah Jah@n on the Moghul throne of India ai:
witnessed the advent of those forces that contributed to the o . “,)
of the Moghul art in India. To give justice to Shah Jahan it L‘ n
not be said that he was against art; on the contrary Shi-ll"l Jal?-‘{
loved art very dearly. This love, however, was directéd in a diff:r1
ent sphere, for Shah Jahén loved to see exquisite buildings rath -
than exquisite paintings, he patronised great architects ;-aa“ler thf‘r
renowned painters. Henceforth Moghul art had to reckon with(ir;
a patron, and in the words of a renowned art eritic. * there \TU)S:I'
be patronage or there will not be art "% Shah Jahan's I‘Oier; frc
point of view of Moghul painting, is noticeable for one thiﬁ(; rom
dividual portraiture had begun to he the fashion of the 5: .
Jahangir’s time. and this fashion was developed to its Utmoﬂ( 131 n
by painters during Shah Jahan’s reign. Some of the ﬁne.“ mit
traits of Shah Jahan are individual portrait studies and t(.)dt;zor-
we shall now return. o ese

In-

One of the finest portraits of Shah Jahin is. at present, housed
in the Victoria and Albert Museum, London # The pOrtra!it shj?v-
the emperor seated on an exquisitely-jewelled throne. shows
dated under a pavilion in the garden, holding a rose in his righ
hand and resting his left on the ‘katar’ in his belt. The o ight
has rows upon rows of costly necklaces round his neck witﬁ)eror
or two more in his turban ; even his ear-ring consists of ~tw0 i :gr:)e

accommo-

96. W. E. Gladstone Solomon, Essays on Mogul Art, b, 10
97. Ibid., p. 34. - 10.
98. Ibid., p. 10.

99, Victoria and Albert Museum Portfolio, Thirty Mo

the School of Jahangir, plate 10. ghul Paintings of
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sized jewels. The top of the canopy is graced by two dancing
peacocks, but the fan-like formation of the birds’ tails is not natur-
ally drawn. The outer border of the picture has got the usual
gold brush drawing with the Moghul flower-plant motives. Un-
fortunately, we have no evidence to establish who the painter of
this excellent portrait is ; suffice it to say that it is one of the finest
creations of Moghul art, and a work extremely pleasing to the
eye. A very similar painting lies in the Collection of Baron
Maurice Rotschild of Paris10® It shows the Moghul emperor
seated in practically the same position as in the picture described
above. The difference between the two portraits lies in several
minor details. In the first portrait, Shah Jahan rests his left hand
on a ‘katar’ in his belt. whereas in the second portrait his left
hand rests on what looks like a dagger. In the first picture Shah
Jahin wears rows of necklaces made up of very large-sized stoncs,
while in the present picture the size of the jewels is comparatively
smaller. In the first picture Shah Jahan wears a turban decorated
with jewels. not so in the second picture. The trousers of Shih
Jahan. in the first portrait, are made up of a cloth with flower pat-
terns. the material of the trousers in the second portrait is a muslin
of striped design. Both the pictures show Shah Jahan in the prime
of life. but the most noticeable object in both the pictures is the
throne occupied by the Moghul emperor. In general design the
two thrones are very much similar, but a careful comparison brings
out many differcnces. For instance, the mounting stool at-
tached to the throne is a very plain piece in the first picture, but
a work of art in the second. The shape of the legs of the throne
vary in the two pictures, and so do the supports of the canopy over-
head. The setting of the jewels in the two thrones differs ahso-
Jutely. The top of the conopy of both the thrones show two pea-
cocks with spread-out tails, but ecach of the peacocks in the present
picture “*had a large ruby in front of the breast, from whence
hangs a pear-shaped pearl of 50 carats or thercabhouts, and of a
somewhat yellow water.”190 This part of the desciiption by
Tavernier tallies with what is in the present picture, hut what
follows does not agree at all with the picture. Tavernier says,
« Upon the four feet, which are very massive. and from 20 to 25
inches high, are fixed the four bars which support the hase of the
throne, and upon these bars are arranged twelve columns, which

100. P. Brown. Indian Painting under the Mughals, plate XXV.
101. J. B. Tavernier, Travels in Indig, translated by V. Ball, Vol. I, p. 383
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susatin the canopy on three sides, there not heing any on that which
faces the court.”!”? These columns are not visible in both the pic-
tures. The columns must have attracted more than ordinary at-
tention from Tavernier, for later on in his description he mentions
“ But that which in my opinion is the most costly thing about thi;
magnificent throne is that the twelve columns supporting the cano
are surrounded with beautiful rows of pearls, whic}: are rouig
and of fine water and weigh from 6 to 10 carats cach 03 In other
respects the description given by this French traveller tallies wifh
the description of the throne in the second picture,
no doubt, in this description alludes to the famous Peaco
and in the light of this account of an eye-witness,
Mr. Percy Brown that the throne shown in the ge
the famous Peacock Throne is unacceptable. Again, Taverni
describes another part of the throne which is not af all in oler
present picture. In his own words, “ On hoth sides of the peacol:li
there is a large bouquet of the same height as the hird, and o e
sisting of many kinds of flowers made of gold inlaig wit’ o
stones.”104

Tavernier,
ck Throne,
the opinion of
cond picture is

h precious

Another fine portrait of Shah Jahan was exhibited in the Coro
nation Durbar Exhibition at Delhi in 1911105 The picture show-
Shah Jahén, again shown in his early life, mounted on 5 beautif ?
horse and carrying a lance in his left hand. The picture is uu
finished, but the hints to final colouring are very faintly indicatez_
Both the rider and the horse are drawn with some force Th-
Prince of Wales’ Museum, Bombay, has in its collection a; v €i
good portrait of Shah Jahan," but in thig portrait f}?
emperor is depicted as conquered by age and. no d be
by worries. The emperor, as usual, holds in hig l;eft handoutht.
Moghul symbol of sovereignty, viz., the rose. Dressed in p| e
white, the emperor has a few necklaces round hig neck, and pfam
jewels in his turban. There are only a few flowers ryollnd ab ew
the emperor, but these are drawn with great delicacy Whila (:}L]lt
clouds in the background indicate a bright day. Ho,we e

even the beauty of the flowers or the brightness of the gu\;ler, not
to take away the expression of care and worry from tixe f :eemi
ce o

102. 1Ibid., Vol. I, p. 381.

103. Ibid., Vol. I, p. 384.

104. Ibid., Vol. I, p. 283.

105. Loan Ecxhibition of Antiquities,
(a).

106. W. E. Gladstone Solomon, Essays on Mogul Art plate XIII

Coronation Durbar 1811, plate XLV
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this noble emperor. Perhaps he is thinking too much about
Aurangzéb, perhaps he remembers his beloved Mumtaz. There is
another fine portrait of Shah Jahan!%? showing him in middle life,
with all the sternness of the Moghul emperor depicted in his face.
The portrait is painted against a very dark hackground, and shows
the emperor simply dressed in white, with two rows of necklaces
round his neck and a ‘ katar’ in his belt. The emperor stands bare-
footed. Balchand, Shah Jahan's court painter, has drawn a por-
trait of the emperor!®® showing him standing in full state dress.
He holds a fly-whisk in his left hand and a sword in his right. He
has profuse jewellery round his neck, and some more in his turban
and in his belt. The emperor is dressed in plain white, and his
features are those of a middle-aged man. Two hirds of paradise
grace the sky, whilst the foreground is decorated with a few deli-
cately painted flowers. The painting, which has a broad border,
is rather stiff and there is nothing particular about it worth
noticing.

The British Museum possesses an excellent picture of Shah
Jahan consultine a holy man.1®® The Moghul emperor, very plain-
Iy and simply dressed, is scated hefore the holy man who is equally
plainly dressed. The scenc is laid in the simple countryside, and
the emperor and the holy man are sheltered from the burning sun
by a very crude canopy overhead. The ‘mulla’ is seen offering a
rose to the emperor who is attended by one of his warriors squat-
ting a little behind him. The background shows four women busy
drawing or carrying away water from a well, whilst the foreground
shows three other persons, only one of whom seems to be inter-
ested in the emperor. Two storks beautify the picture in the right
foreground, and so do two or three birds seated on the branches
of the tree in the background. The middle of the picture is occu-
pied by a poor farmer, he, too, busy drawing water from a well
with the help of his bullocks. The whole scene is bathed in charm-
ing simplicity, not even overlooking the emperor who looks to he
advanced in age.

M. Blochet reproduces in his book a composition picturelld
painted by Bickitr, being one in the Album of Shah Jahan, of three

107. P. Brown, Indian Painting, plate 13.

108. Victoria and Albert Museum Portfolio, Thirty Moghul Paintings of
the School of Jahangir, plate 9.

109. L. Binyon and T. W. Arnold, The Court Painters of the Grand Mo-
guls, plate XVIL

110. E. Blochet, Musalman Painting, XII-XVII Century, translated by
C. M. Binyon, Frontispiece.

n
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Moghul emperors, whom the learned custodian of the Biblichéque
Nationale describes  as Jahangir. Akbur and Shah Jahan, oL
Blochet is, no doubt, correct ahout
regards the third he is entirely mistaken. for what he descreibes
as Shah Jahan has been definitely identified e Prince Khusru A
little description of the picture w
ment.

the first two emperors. but s

M certainly sirenotion thi- stide-
The picture shows the three Mo

in the centre, Jahangir on his right, and Shah Juhin on his left. all
the three seated on three identical thrones seemmmodatod under a
graceful canopy. In front of the 1]
sons who have heen identified e S}
and Asaf KHan, the first {w

Yol
ghul cemperors. Alba

wee emperors are three per-
whnawiz KHin Khan-i-Azam

o reading something from a sero!l, and
the third seen standing with his hands resting on oa lona sogeed
Akbar is depicted with Mongolian features. but not s, the orher five
figures, However, the most arresting thine in the
is the action taking place betwern the t
seen handing over a crow
hands in but too plain

whole picture
hree empevors. Akbar is
n to Prince Khusrit whe holds forth his
an eagerness. Jahingir resents this. and
in his anger he has almost drawn his dagger from its <heath, We
knoew definitely from history that Akbar at one time felt w0 dis-
gusted with his unworthy son Jahangir that he thought of giving
his kingdom to Prince Khusr. Hence Shih Jahan is absolutely
out of this picture, and one fails to understand how

the calibre of M. Blochet could have made such
An exactly identical painting is in the Prince o
(Illus. VI) Bombay. The latter is quite mode
ivory. With the exception of a few colouring
tures are very much alike.

a scholar of
a serious mistake.
f Wales’ Muscum.
rn and painted on
details the two pic-
The first painting has got an absolutely
barren background whereas the one in the Bombay Muscum has
got the background of a beautiful garden.
first painting are more naturalistic ; t}
what stiff. Curious as the picture
worth studying.

The features in (e
nose in the latter are some-
Is, it is one of the best and well

There are many beautiful pictures showing Shih
full durbar. Cne of the hest of this class is in the Bodlcian Library.
Oxford.!!! It shows Shah Jahan in full durbar in the ‘Diwan-i-Am’
receiving a Persian Embassy. The embassy consists
Persians, the chief of whom is seen saluting t}
true Persian style. The Persians’ dress is s
dress of the Moghuls that they are ¢
Behind the Persi

Jahém in

of many
¢ emperor in the
o different from the
asily marked out in the picture,

an officers are their attendants carrying trays full

111. P. Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals. plate XXIV.
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ble presents to the Great Moghul. Shah Jahan is seatced
R d' ‘ghx")no and bhehind him is an attendaflt. Facing
e e Olevz‘ltT t on\lh’(; same hizh level are the emperors two sons,
the em‘pLjro!. ’>U 1 Shuia, and their aged guardian ; the tw<.) prmce?
Di‘“—“Shlk“h“”“‘ b(‘=';;'liéxlxc'(* by their docile lock and t.hon‘ foldea
hoving CX“mlli)'tlcjl‘\}'&l').(‘lm.'.' th'e emperor are 1wo fly-whisk bearers.
I'}gn?;e 111?)1}:0(?[ ‘thov picture are the Moghul officers, fa?d tthhee fl(;r;:
. 1 'I’b v five horses, being, no doubt, presepts rom Lo
i IO\HT -+ of the courtiers are wearing jewclled Pen ants
5'131.1 kl]?g't 1'1\1)&]];;1]1;1.0 portraits of the emperor, a fashiop 1ntrodtfc:
e a" cd by the pleasure-loving Jahangzir. This fine pic
cd and enfol'cg’(}v 15 many signs of European influence. The scene
. ho“'o"of;j )1?)10 d':xdo»below the throne, viz., tl.le scales of
pamted 03 13:: ()llﬂ'md the lion (the lion painted more hkg atb}flzi;
yustice an MO Hon pa ore 2
.1.1ound) drinking at a pool azo ii}élcigilrelzuﬁfaﬁng But more
defmitehf FL}lNI}?a(iea:{u?lo tll\emtzl’n‘one.o The emperor’s fea‘turuis
pammd'm ;11(’—1' )1‘140% of a middle-ased man.  The central flgulei
. d'opz'cw( 10 " <£~cms‘ to have been a cause of Worry to {T%ll’l}l
S '1]‘]("1)1‘1”"M; P-(‘l”'\' Brown mentions that , the horjgl?':
s adhmirers. 1. O . o ) o
‘Vﬁgctlil‘;‘ok)zsj(l\lrmncr)w;ly ineeribed ‘Jah.angxlr Padsh?:lt;k;n()} M;\str&
}.) Cof a later bFand . but more amazing Is Fhe mis of Messrs.
L 0 on ad T W. Arnold who have clasgified this LGP ! ]_,h:
- Bmyon‘“’l ur T.hi<T central figure is undoubtedly Shah Ja 'un
o B -f r 'n; oxfcilv similar face appears in the Bodl.el‘ai
o . Cl»‘i“» ;,]' Ldm*}'y;r s‘cene of Shah Jahan!® and the ']3)“1'(1:%
Libravy pm-.tm,e. ° E‘a %im?lar scene Mt both the pictures being ve
l\/luseun}]plsitlil‘wohgy l;\' Messrs, L. Binyon and T. WS}?Il'nc‘;ldh_llg
]t)P:zl}”}(;:‘ok .a f‘:' p‘ag‘os before. Again, the fe‘ml:l/[rosezfmmat;u; e‘x-
in the two portraits in the Victoria and Albqt thxilss .
l'1ct1y with the features of the central figure in p
‘

Another similar painting lies in the collecvtlonhof ‘%Slafjitf\g;m’

Sal f'Benaros.”G It shows the emperor in the Am

ey 1 and receiving a European embassy. The empe : t,

. funa:;msueatZd on the clevated throne and has, on the same plat-
as usual,

Bi n and T. W. Arnold, Court Painters of the Grand Moguls,
112. L. Binyon . W

late XXXVIL
g 113. Ibid., plate XXI.
e I':)latenci(}:\.lbert Museum Portfolio, Thirty Moghul Paintings of
115. Victorla a ) ' .
7 , plates 9 and 10.
the SChOI(iIl 0"f ‘I\Z::lllf:fl.rStSdies in Indian Painting, plate No. 29.
116, N. C. ,
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form i i

Tt e o v e s

panied by a F’uardirinezr f I:]ach group of two princes is accom-

are two ﬂy-w?\isk bLeaperg u’llf; I‘.m‘nediamly below the emperor

by Moghul court officors 1 1 hQ middle of the picture is occupied

bottom left hand cor “n( the European embassy is shown in the
ner. The embassy consists in all of fourteen

figures of
gures of whom at legs
ast seven are women, all elaboratcly dressed.

The two figur 4 i
presents g;‘ilf}ie“ho ‘head this group are seen carryinz valuable
The upp,er portionr;esai\ilz‘llof ‘these t\'\'f) s more like :l \\'Olna;l'
simple in this picture and as th.e polrtlon below the throne s quite
which shows these s qullte different from the preceding one
looks a bit yOL;ng in Portions hx.ghly decorated.  Shah Juha h
. the preceding o o i
age in the present one. y
as, if not more, than t

Simple as li)ic.tul’e}; 1091-:5 more advanced in
he preceding 1s, the picture is as heautiful.
possesses another picture of S}M‘B g one. The Bodleian Library
is very similar {o {] ‘ ha Jahan holding a durbar''” and
Shah Jahan occupics ltoh pl(}:\cedmg two pictures described above
platform ; here the MO (}itl rone which is as usual on an 010\'ate(i
and not the left as he § u .emperor faces the right of the picture
100, shows his sons e the last two pictures. This pi

’ s standing obedient! 's picture.

only three i . v before him. } oo
y three in number. The elevated platform in th')ut they ave
15

much higher than the one shown in each of t}

so much so that the two fly-whisk be

two elephants, an effect that is more

scales of justi aw i

scale .of justice that we saw in the first picture is her

m. eir place we see a sword, a bow and ot] ) 0_19 Abeent. and

alllnmals, however, are there again though in g

this pl is

Show;; aacedt‘hevhall is fenced off, and the foreground of the pict
great number of persons with thejr heads all shfwnure

m in

profile. The wall behind tt . .
style. 1 e throne is decorated in purely Moghul

picture is
he last two pictures,
arers stand on the bhacks of
comic than impressive. The

! the two
a different pose. At

B}lt perhaps the most extraordinary picture of a durh
of .Shah Jahan’s reign is in the British Museum.!!8 Itr' 'ar e
ﬁms_hed picture—a drawing to be more correcé——sho 15 " ah
Jahan seated on a throne in the centre and surrouna d“lu?g Shab
.than.ﬁfty-one officials the majority of whom have UotC h)}" o less
inscribed on them. This magnificent picture, show?mg tinel::llmfi‘rfrzes
ifty-

two figures, is of very great historical interest, for we are enabled
St are enable

117. L. Binyon and ‘ _
plate XXI. yon and T. W. Arnold, Court Painters o

118. Ibid., plate XX.

f the Grand Moguls,
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by it to identify the many unknown portraits in the different col-
lections. The most prominent man in the group is Asaf KHan who
is seen oflering a necklace (?) to Shah Jahan. The emperor’s
sons Dara Shikoh, Shuja and Aurangzéb stand immediately to the
hilst the unfortunate Murad stands immediately
Another interesting figure is that of Mir
Jumla who stands (hird from left in the front line. So exquisite
is the drawing of the {aces that it is no wonder the artist did not
feel templed to paint this masterpiece in colours. Every face in
this picture shows force and character, not omitting even the eight
minute faces in the right background which are unnamed.

cmperor’s left w
below the emberor

Shah Jahan was overthrown by his third son Aurangzéb, who
now ascended the Moghul throne. The decline in Moghul art
which was a bit unnoticed in Shah Jahan’s reign was clearly mark-
ed in the reign of Aurangzéb. This puritanical monarch was too
sealous a Musalman to ever think of patronising art, let alone
think of allowing it to continue. He did his utmost to discourage
art, and never cared 1o extend his patronage to an art that was so
tenderly nourished by his four predessors. When he tock pos-
sescion of the throne he proclaimed that it was with the design of
insisting upon the law of Muhammad being observed in al its strict-
ness, as it had been relaxed during the reigns of Shah Jahan his
father and Jah#ngir his grandfather.”1? Probably Aurangzéb was
a well-meaning man, but his relivious fervour even went so far as
to destroy other arts. His destruction of Hindu temples and their
gods and goddesses annihilated the sympathy of his Hindu subjects,
and Aurangzéb’s long rcign was a reien of warfare between
Mohammedanism and Hinduism. The latter ultimately won, and
thus proved the wise and diplomatic policy of Akbar the Great.

A very fine portrait of Aurangzéb as a young man is exhibit-
ed in the Prince of Wales’ Museum, Bombay.2t  (Ilus. IIL) It
is a fine drawing showing the emperor standing against a very
Dressed in a simple coat, wearing a simple

plain background.
simple pair of sandals, this strong-willed

turban and an equally

119. J. B. Tavernier, Travels in India, translated by V. Ball, Vol. II, p. 177.
120. One of the most painful examples of this vandalism of Aurangzéb,
in the opinion of the writer, is the destruction of all the heads of the figures

carved in the two temples in Gwalior Fort, known as the Shas Bhau temples.

The most inaccessible and the most minute figure in these two temples has

had its head smashed at Aurangzeb’s orders.
121. W. E. Gladstone Solomon, Essays on Mogul Art, plate XVI
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monarch looks the very picture of health. The turban is coloured
golden, and so is the sash; the sandals are coloured orange. The
emperor has a very big ‘katar’ in his belt, a curved sword hang-
ing from it, and what is strange, a big round
his shoulder by means of a strap ; equally
the emperor is shown without any jewellery on his person. One
feels that the emperor has deliberately posed for this portrait, so
beautiful is his face study. This fine face is again reproduced.
though to a much lesser extent, in another fine picture of Aurang-
z€b as a young man.!?2 The emperor, or to be more correct. the
prince, is wearing a heavy chain armour with all its accessories
and an iron helmet, and mounted on a white horse on whom em-
broidered trappings are laid. The horse has al
covering over the head and the ears. whiel
that it (covering) must be made

shield hanging from
strange is the fact that

so got a peculiar
@ fits the head so snugly

either of cloth or of leather. The
prince rests a naked sword on his right shoulder. and has a quiver

of arrows by his side. Evidently he is riding towards a battle, for
in front of the horse, and in the distance, can he seen artillerv and
cavalry marching in a line, and nearby some hills crowned with
forts. The prince is accompanied by five attendants, one of w
is carrying the fly-whisk made of peacock feathers: another
‘s behind the prince and towards his right, carries a bag, presu-
mably, of coins, and this is a bit odd considering the general idea
running through the picture. But the fisure that attracts our at-
tention the most, more even than that of the prince. is the fiaure of
the attendant in the right hand corner of the picture. This figure
is supposed to be turning a bit towards the prince, and the result
is that a grotesque figure is painted with the upper part of the body
fecing the prince and the lower part facing us. One fails to un-
derstand this horrible slip on the part of the artist, for the other

figures are tolerably well painted. The prince, however, is paint-
ed very stiff.

hom
, who

A better portrait than the last one is in the British Museum 12
It is a very fine drawing, particularly the head which is drawn
with real force. This portrait also looks as if it was taken during
Aurangzéb’s youth, but Aurangzéb’s nose Is a bit too prominent
in this portrait. Mr. Percy Brown, however, hesitates to accept
this portrait as Aurangzéb’s, but a comparison with other definite
portraits of Aurangzéb makes us brush away this douht. A very

122. Loan Ezxhibition of Antiquities, Coronation

Durbar, 1911, plate XLVII]
123. Dr. A. K. Coomaraswamy, Indian Drawi

ngs, Vol. I, plate V, Na. 1.
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portrait was exhibited in the Coronatlolrlu 5u1;biz
ibiti { Delhi in 19111 which shows a very sTna. .1‘15 *
EXhlbmo'n ; his very carly youth. This small pour'alt is SULM
Aurangech 1 ’ 1St amount of elaborate designs. The Prmc;s- .Wealé
rounded by & " small necklace, and he also has a row ot J.ewelb
a fur-edged coat}éit‘hc‘tter than all these portraits is the onc 1{1 thé
in b turl)an'l - Musceum. Bombay,!* which shows Aurangzéb as
Prince of Wa sb"“ed- in a purple coat with another fur-edged coat
@ voune }11':;51\’»'0 rows of jewels in his turban anc.l wears -tv;O
. I;Ie ;n the two wrists. He has two rings in thF ug't‘

pearl WISl S - ring (?) on the thumb of the same hand ; on his
hand. and anOthnel 1:I‘hz er'nperor stands against a very simple %ack-
left e haé threfbl' wer in one hand and a sword in {mother. "1 he?e
round e f(l) rering plants at his feet. Another drawmg in
are also 2 o ?'-\'A“e*‘hoxbvs Aurangzéb receiving homage from a de-

different type of a

ab()Ve it.

» same museum e o sar mounted
the same rangzéb strangely. is without a beard and
ion. Auran AR
putatio

i i e seven other elephants, and before
on an elephaflt; 1?57});:1(1‘(:31111\;?16. is the leader of the j:ieputati\on.
him prO'S'trat}l)nb-kﬂround can be seen a city and some Lills nearby.
In the 1'18}'“ t'a;r; beantifully drawn, and the only su%n of colou}l;-
The'dephdln sbit of grey in the hills and a little pink in the .elep ;
ing’ls : htt'e s. The picture has an inner border‘of a de,mgndo.
ant’s (appns .a background of dark blue, and a bxg outer hor ‘el
gold leaves ?n r. H H the Maharana Sahéb of Udalpul". pgssesses
of orange c'ok(')u ' ort.rait of Aurangzéb!?? which shows him in earl_y
another #t7 alng pAurangZéb stands leaning on a long s‘.worcl, is
ad\{anced. aoec-l has a dagger in his belt and only a little jewellery
plaml‘y dles-se , The background is very plain and onl;,r a fe;;v
o hlS: periont-s decorate the portrait. The inner horder is simple
iowiqumgoflz: ’bordcr is grand, both being full of Moghul flower-

ut the

plant motives.

come to the durbar scenes of Am‘angz;zbéI /;I v:}\;z
now ar. Aw A
w'e of such a durbar is in the possession o . 1
o pl?u‘]rgflhéb of Udaipur.!?® Aurangzéb. who is shown in early
Maharana S&

. . i a Sh-h’
1d age. is shown sitting on a high platform with Bahadur Sha
0 ge.

124 oan R . b 11, late
i EL’hibl‘tl‘OH OI A?lliqllities COIO'I[G,LLO)L Durbar 19 P
24. «

XLVIIL, (a).
125. No. 517.

. : 11, plate
o IZE. 219E7:hibz’tion of Antiquities, Coronation Durbar 1911, p
127. an L

XXVI (b).
X 128. Ibid., plate L, (a).
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his successor, to his right and Prince Azam. his third son. If’ hlz
left. The durbar is full of many officials and the numes "% m.,
majority of them are inscribed neay them, For inounce. the “‘L,;U.I,L
reading the petition in the middle iy Asad KIHan, the Prime Minis-
ter. Opposite the Prime Minister is the 7{15-»\';}1'1%: bearer. and
behind him aye Nawab Rohilla KHian, Khalil
Sipahdar KHan ; the fourth is unnamed.
ter stand four other officials ;
scribed, viz., Amir KHan,

ullah Khan and
Behind the Prime Minis-
but the names of caly two are -
who is second, and Fatehifillah Khan,
who is fourth, Similarly the names of the m
other officials in the ou

ajority of the ten
ter enclosure are inscribed on them. At this
stage of the scene there is

a railing to mark off the officials of the
lower rank from thoge of the higher hank. The picture reaches a
high level, most of the faces being painteq very delicately. H. H.
the Maharana Sahéb yet Possesses anothey picture of a durbar
scene of Auraangzeh.12 4 shows the Moghul emperor seated on
a golden throne in the centre of a courtyard and surrounded on all
sides by his officials and attendants. Behind the emperor are seen
attendants carrying the

scales of justice and other symbolical em-
blems. Only a few officials are in th

is, but there are many more beyon
picture shows attendants bearing t
elephants two of which carry the
scene is fenced oft from the courtyard, and so jg another portion
which fences off eleven menial servanty and fouyr musicians, the
latter displaying their talents for all their worth.  This picture is
not so elegant as the first, and the faces in the picture sadly lack
expression, except that of Aurangzah which ig a very true likeness.

The top of the
he ‘méhi-o—marétib’. and four
‘haudahs ’. This portion of the

Aurangzéb spent the greater part of his life in fighting, special-
ly in the South. The Rampur Durbar possesses
ture of Aurangzéh conducting the siege of Bij

scene, the central figure in it being Aurangzéb before whom stand
two figures in an attitude of surrender ; probably they are the
leading persons instrumental in withholding the Mog
for so long a time. Aurangzéb wears a fur-edged ov
a long spear in his right hand and a shield
shoulder. Round about him is his cav
efficient artillery seen pounding away
fortress in deadly earnest.

an excellent pic-
apur.3 It is a hattle.

hul onslaught
ercoat. carries
Supported on his left
alry, and further back is his
at the massive walls of the
But much more majestic than the

129. Ibid., plate L, (b).
130. P. Brown, Indian Painting under the Mughals, plate XXX
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ii= i bhack-
£ Blldpur in the ;

. ighty fortress of b . &b bit-

b e a solidarity which Auxangz'e dine

lls denote The Bijapur soldiers crowding

emperor or his army

. Its very wa y o in
ground jenced in the Slege.‘ to be feverishly interested 1
terly exper { the battlements scem

of the
on the top

. {eel them-
d in the foreground, for pelfhal:fe:}sml‘::oks as if it
the scene enacte '1 ﬁrt of the walls of the o‘r Aurangzéb con
selves doomed as ‘;p\;n by the Moghul ar“.uuegl‘n-qndzébk“"as pos-
has been batt.ered- 0 crson, but to say that 1 a; ft)nd of seeing
ducted this s1c2¢ ' pweakness of Vamty’ P V\;cbtures of some of
sessed of the ;i?znprominent pogition‘1 ;11 J};Esparduous campaigns
occupyling . -eer, especiall; ' : a
: O.f. IE;S :oag et;e err{)peror of hlsldue',rf,?i jr;eawt;spi
in the Deccan''. .. ]Tdier and loved to see battle. Qoo
great and stubborn s0 d devoid of any European in
! t.132

himsel /
the stirring episodes

re : ‘
ial Moghul picture, a;‘ e
Mr. Percy Brown finds

Aurangzéb, and a
- state quered by ibited in the
, other state con xhibited in
C'Olconda.l “ahsirinat the siege of G(_)l,condail“gﬁs eThe emperor is
picture Showmgbﬂr Exhibition at Delhi o H 1:tter' he is reading
Coronation Dur‘ “t he is carried about in a lh- ;vhole attention
shown 5o cld 5 teresting from a book, foi\. 1Srincipal prisoner
ng very n and not even on the p logical
he beOkixim hy two soldiers. The ?}?Chizoragther
ore . ‘koran ’; 1s 18
e ethat he is recading the km:;on to be so much
Department says - no one would expect any pe "eh surroundings.
hard to swallow, for 20 S0 the midst of o ime: if it had
n the ho hat it was prayer time, 1i il 1id
s suggest tha ft alone in his
Perhaps someoneérgla\}mufé have been SeVerelzf 1tehe prisoner who
o i
been SO Aurarclibz ot disturhed by the Present;e r figure, an old man,
meditations anf nehim. Again, there is ano ?ooks as he is plead-
is being leq be or front of the litter and ‘Who'n’ in such surround-
standing right in Can a man read the koralks another Moghul
ing for somethmi-le unfortunate prisoner W;:in his hand, and dis-
. l ki
ings ? Be};:nt(line severed head of S(;lmfh Ol;iide and expectation of
. it . ith a e . hisk
soldier wl object wi R . the fly-whis
playing the gruesngwaid To Aurangzéb’s right ;)sr e oriks in
. r . .
winning credit a?her attendant with the Stati I;Tto' In the line
bearer, and ano eror much further than he (;lfropean who is but
front of the i?pd Aurangzéb can be seen a
behin
of officers

somethi ,
is focussed in tb
who is brought

engrossed 1

hals, p. 178.

131, Ibid, P 102india1t Painting under the Mughals,
Brown,

132. P.

i 1 11, plate
b i O' Anthultles, CO?O'ILatIOn owm 9
an Exh’l ition

XLIX. 12
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too prominent with his cocked hat
e o, nd : - and breeches. In fr
emperor, it 1edo1\:;rjsMhlshleft‘ is a whole battalion of Ogtlr(;f .
but facing the fort in th Oi omcer, To the left of this bat I;ean
but facing the fort b bee ackground, is the Moghul cavéih'\b' \a'll'olr?T
e e s’een the Moghul artillery in acti(;r; \ Elht
elephant is actuall ,es Oug}?t to, but too prominent '1 "
poorly painted andy seen putting a gun in positio e fort 16
not at all impressive as the Bijr;puTth fOrtI N
r tort. In-

deed, the whole pi
) picture lack RY .
last picture. s that vitality which is so visible in the

Aurangzéb died
) a very old m
died—hence it i an—he was eighty-ei
s b i 1ghty-ei .
ermperor in eXtrem;lt 1I:atmal that all the portraitz ofg‘:}ht “'blen e
old age should show him as gaunt ; i oshul
gaunt and stoop-

ing very low. O
ne of the best of such portraits is in the P
e Prince

of Wales” Museum, Bombay!3*
. m, y (Illus. IV.
ot e el s
person, and carries aar oo S‘ta&‘ s devoid of any je‘l‘ju{e Whlt?.
penting his severity orosary in s band Perhaps he ie;s o o
he looks very muc}; crtpir}:laPs he loresces the Fmpirc's fr:ﬁ;v ]f‘e-
waiting for the end. W}llsatea clkrllarslgierifts am}i ne fecks he r,eal(l):
G ‘ rom the co Hanu
featur:lc::jzi‘,e;rgrguthed presmler of brilliant durgzriefofl‘;feBllépur
e e acee l1n another portrait in the Johnsonseé Sﬁme
tion®® showing the fg c<em;?eror at a window, white-beard >O o
B e o ame gcugsid in a small hook. The window tdfm'd
trait occupies a ver . 1y means of & string. Actuall tﬁmtam
e eing fusilsmfal space of the whole picture t};q e
e S D ot of llosorders of different desion; ';r%t *
e readmpofl rait!? but much simpler in e;ec‘ut' pee s
BT S e wgithrotr}r: a book at a window which is s The
e other windows.  auite plain

Aurangzéb died at Ah
k madnagar i
bv h - ‘ gar in 1707, e
ating in Bahadur Shih who got the throne only s oeeted
Bhing N ic both Azam and Kambaksh 1 nly gfter severe
portrait of Bahadur Shah is in the Lahore MUSC;S; tl'l\;xr lives. A
m,*" and shows

134. W. E. Gladstone Solo
mon, Essa: A
135 i i Js o M
V. Smith, A History of Fine Art in Ind(:zui r(t:: plate IIL
nd Ceylon plate CXX
2 Xv

136. Loan Exhibition of Antiquiti
LIL (b). f Antiquities, Coronation Durbg
137. Ibid., plate LIIL, (b). T 1911, plate
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as a short and stout man dressed in a profuse amount of
(11us. 11) He must have been a very short man, for
ridiculously short sword. He is white-

him
clothes.
he holds in his left hand a

pearded, wears three rows of necklaces, and has three rows of
jewels in his turban. The background is plain, and there are not
even the customary few flowering plants at his fect. An exactly
identical portrait of this Moghal emperor is reproduced in another
picture 138 which shows him chatting with one of his nobles on
what looks like a terrace. Here to the emperor is dressed in the
same type of clothes. The scene in the background is very barren,
and the expression of both the figures is blank. Bahadur Shah’s
reign ended In 1712, and with it ended a glorious chapter of Indian

art.

an art that reached such dazzling heights could not
on, and after Bahadur Shah’s reign the nawabs and
the princes continued to extend their patronage to it ; but the re-
sult of this patronage was as poor as the emoluments which the
painters received from them. After Aurangzéb's death Moghul
painting lingercd on at bit under the rule of his feeble successors,
put the art began to degenerate more and more as one feeble mon-
another. A brave attempt was made by the Nawabs

However,
disappear so S0

arch succeeded
of Oude, but it Was only for a short time. « Originating in the at-

mosphere of imperial state, its existence depended largely on
artistocratic patronage, and when this was withdrawn the end
came. Its roots never penetrated the subsoil of India proper, but
as a splendid pictorial record of Moghul pageantry and power it
holds a prominent position in {he history of Indian painting.”’13

138. Ibid., plate 1V, (a)-
139. P. Brown, Indian Painting, p- 48.
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By
Mg. Sita Ram Kourr, M A, FR. H
AL FR. Hist. S.

ec s ge. {
L tl“e' m 112810’ Y GOLt CO”Q e L,( d; wan
uanda.

(Continued fr
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L
INTRODUCTORY.

WitH a view to . .
Singh seems to h;:ioilrf;.tdlsc‘phne in his armv. Mal )
it a code—of punishing dl ‘il.ted an elaborate Sy;{er;:;ar"_‘m Ranjit
and showing his appreciaiimQuencies of various kinds will not call
on the part of his soldiers bon of conspieuously merit - .and degrees
like to explain at the outs y special marks of reC()anvo.rlouS conduct
Khalsa Darbar RecOrdsset hat .throUghOut my o;a:lfm' R should
years, I have not come E;C:;:tendmg over a perio‘d (;lflna}t)lon of the
or rewards.! All the infom;us ?ny set rules regulating iy O-Ut forty
gather, in spite of a fairly ] ation t}.]at 1 have. so fq; gumshments
%n a few slips of papers hea(zlnfl continued search fo; N ecn able to
ing deductions), and the C as Aim-i-Wazd'dr (the rlsl contained
sorts® which here and therelegm)tental account bOOksu efs govern-
;r.ions on account of absence cf:g:jlge(: bare entries shO\\.(-:ng\;;:ious
apses. It 1 . uty, overstayi 15 ue-
v i e e s e o
able to construct consiste s of new recruits, 1h;;t Ll uctions
I imagi sistent account of the princi have been
form it:lnnelyo:: eosrel:s\: ?gds tWCre made. As tieplf;:dct?zlt?znon which,
ctaff of the Pay Office fv’l.faléase& i s veasonable to infer ths tm;f'
were familiar, although 1 hgatile iitb i;edeﬁn}i)t e rules with whic}j1 t}tlef’
m : en :

ent of them. Even where a brief explaiwalteof*z iff::’:—’ 1;1.any state-

' s given along

1. In a i i
previous article of
Journal of Indi i o e .
it series i
S e Su‘).:ttmy, Vol.. V, I have had occas‘{:]h1Ch e o
of pases on t neglelctc fofdpumshments awarded to m:n 'to evote @ Souple
sub , of duty, breach of discipline anz mththe e
| other simil
2. A detailed d ipti e
il b dea myc;c;rtllpilon of the nature and form of ‘
icle No. IV of the present series : 'dthese gy
, vide J.1.H., Vol. V
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age is 8O Lrief that it has not

with an item of deduction, the langu
certainty what exactly the

been found possible to say with
reason for some¢ of the deductions was; while in a few cases to
b

which T will specifically refer later on, the entire nature of the
foe charged s obscure. Under these circumstances, 1 have
comented mysclf to reproduce in the following paragraphs, such
as T have been able to collect on the subject.

D NON-RECURRING CHARGES

information

RECURRING AN
avenient, for the sake of clearness, to refer to the

~¢‘Gt under two separate major heads, namely »
4 the recurring deductions. The former
are almost in the nature of fees of fixed charges mad v
fied occasions such as the first enrolment in the army; '
at one's own requesl or on promo-

1t will he co
deductions oT Wa
the non-recurring an

course,

certain speci
transfer to another unit either

{ion, etc.
/}

NON—RECURRING CHARGES

ain be divided into three separate groups namely,

These may a¢
Mauldzmi. (B) Kasrdt Tzafa Mansab, (C) Kasrdt

(A) Kasrdt Nau

Badl.
(A) The feos under the head Kasrdt Naw Muldzmi comprise

the following cight items and appear to have been charged at fixed

rates:
(i) Nau Muldzm
ance 10 gervice in he case of an

i—a deduction amounting to fifteen days’
pay on entr infantry soldier, alnd
one month’s pay from a trooper.

(ii) Mohr-i-batlah. I have not, so far, been able to under-
stand the significance of this item of deduction, but the records
show that a uniform fee amounting to fifteen days pay was charg-
ed both in the case of a foot-soldier and a cavalry man. From a
couple of references to {his term in Sohan Lal’s Diary of Raniit
Singh, I am inclined to infer that Batlah ” was a sort of provi-
sjonal pay—roll of recruits who had yet to undergo some further
test of fitness:

(iii) Na-rdna o7 Nazr rusuwm daftar. This was apparently a
sort of presentation—fee or douceur made by the new entrants.
The charge under this head is sometimes also called Sarwdrna, in
which case it would signify a sort of charity offered by a sub-
rdinate rd off an evil omen from his superior. The amount
was ;nvariably equal to Gfteen days’ salary in the case of a trooper
while a foot-soldier Was required to pay 2 fixed charge of Rs. 6. ,
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(iv) Wardi. One month's
uniform from g cavalry man.
from the pay of an infantry sol
(Jacket) and is charged

pay was deducted on account of
A corresponding item of deduction
dier is shown under the head Kurti
at rupee one only.*

(v) Mohring (literally fe
Rs. 8 is shown charged under
and half the amount from an
drawn by them.!

(vi) Nazr Kitab. This charge appears to have been a sort
of enrolment fee, the amount of which was Rs. 2 charged from a
trooper and Re. 1 from a foot soldier.

(vil) Nau Batlah Nawis.
meaning and object of the dedy
clear. The amounts of deduct;
trooper and Re. 1 in that of an i

e for fixing the seal) .
this head in the case o
infantry soldier on the

A sum of
f a trooper.
first salary

As in the case No. (ii) above the
ction under this head is not quite
on were Rs. 2 in the ¢
nfantry soldier,

(viii) Ddgh. This deduction w
for branding cavalry horses and amo

ase of g

as, of course, made as a fee
unted to Rs. 5 a horse.

Note. It may be mentioned that a gunner (golandaz) was
treated as a foot-soldier for purposes of deductions,
combatants attached to the Regular Ar
above-mentioned deductions.

The non-
my were also subject to the

The Nau Muldzmi deductions wer
pay of recruits joining the Regular Ay
to the Irregular Cavalry and the
Jama‘at;

e made not only from the
my, but also of those admitted

Garrison Infantry force (Sair

It will be convenient to give the

deductions under various
heads in a tabular form: —

3. All deductions under heads from (i) to (iv) were subject to the
administration of the military department and were credited to regimenta}
account of the regular army. Nos. (v) to (viii) were assigneq to the civil
account. Some of the latter may, therefore, be taken to signify some sort
of office charge.

4. It is necessary to explain that a much smaller bercentage was made
under the head Mohrina, on all payments made by the treasury. Even the;
items of the personal expenditure of the Maharaja himself werq ot exerm
from this deduction whenever these were made from the treasury. In a fouy
cases, especially in the case of charities ang gifts to the briests and othe
religious persons, it is specifically mentioneq that the charge on account o
Mohra'na is remitted.

DEDUCTIONS CHARGED.

approximate
deductions.

Total

“Laeqes
,(IL”UOLU Jo
ajul 2fvdaAy

‘ysed

‘simeu
yeprq NEN

Qe JZEN

"eupdyon

Tany
10 1pIEM

“1BYEP
wnsna azeN

yeryd 1Yo

TWIZ [ WNEN

Units.

Regular Army.

months pay

3

t~

Rs.

R

Rs. 6 to

15 days

15 days

Infantry.

Rs.

15 days

months pay

4

Rs.5 Rs. 20

2

2

Rs.

8

Rs.

1 month

15 days

1 month

Cavalry.

or Rs. 10
Rs. 6 to

Re. 1 Rs. 3 months pay

Re. 1

Rs. 4

Re.

15 days

15 days

Artillery.

28 *

Rs.

Rs. 20

2 Rs. 2

Rs.

1 month

Irregular cavalry.

115 months pay**

6

Rs.

1 Re.l

Re.

Re. 1-8

1 month

Garrison infantry.

‘Amla or non-

115 months pay **'

Re.1 Re.1 Rs.

Re. 1-8

1 month

combatants.

y C -Ut=- Kasur-Kd thl and
e ads H Sb ul amr, 3

* Be Ide the fees wven above, an irre ular Cavahy Soldlel' was charged Spemal fees und ) ¢ lhe he d a nr. a T 1

S S g g

» i j i Deductions.
htr Wh ]L t approximately e} S. per a m, a d e expla ned ndet he majo head of Recurrlng
Hasht roza 1ch amoun t R 12 X nnix n ar 1 u 1 T

T he arrison lnfantl Y were pald fOr 10 months durlng the year —'—the pay for two months belng deduct d un ecnnica oal
g e der the t ch 1 h d

bar sdli kasur do shdhr.

- y , t thS during the year.
Th combatants like the SOldlerS of garrison mfantr class were pa id OHI} ior ten mon g
€ non Vv he
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It may be poi i
pointed out in thj
" el 15 connection th
kzz of dlbfirlbutmg the salaries at the enq l(ft}l
wn under the Sikh Go !

i vernment. T i i
rule, about six m - The salaries were paid. as
made on the ﬁontths after the due d As sx:;h tH( 11“*1“1' e
rs . S ¢ < the deductions

several month appolntment were obviously distyit Lo

onths. and were thus not sly distributed over

. " so burdensome as
statement given above would lead one to i:fenmmL s the tubular
er.

at the modern prac-
cach month was not

ate.”

service. The directions laid d grade or rank of
ec own for the a e
d;:ducted from military officers of various gr::i(:m ~Of ot 10 b
of paper dated sambat 1900 (A.D. 1842.43) are . o " 2 SHP
. -43) are:
In.the case of an officer promoted to the
fee claimed by way of nazrina was Rg, 1 50')r
ofﬁ.cers promoted to the ranks of g Colo;1el aC
Ad]utant, the fee levied amounted to one-hial(f Omm?ndam o
sixth of that charged in the case of a General : eresthird, and one-

ank of a General, the
; while in the case of

Roughly speaking, the am .

mansab comes up £ about thortézt :li :ta;]z:’alr)l: or;faccount of rusiim
calculation is based on the average salaries 5;or t;n gmcer. This
1900 (A.D. 1842-43) to which the slip refers. The ? 11 am‘bat year
lar statement will give, at a glance, the amount of ;do'v,{)g tabu-
the. monthly salaries of the officers and the uctions apd
which one bears to the other. It may be mentioned ihafrt;zortloln

scale

of pay of all grades of officers and men i
n ; ~
Maharaja Shér Singh in 1841 A1 " the army was raised by

5. For fuller details on this subject see Article N
Ranjit Singh, J.I.H., Vol. V. o IV on the Army of

caef ot e L -le S O s

THE ARMY OF MAHARAJA RANJIT SINGH 405

Fee
. Monthly
Rank. claimed. Remarks.
an on promotion Salary. ®
Rs. Rs.
1. General 1,500 400-500 Approximately
3 months’ pay.
2. Colonel 750 250-350 do.
3. Commandant 500 160-180 do.
4. Adjutant 250 60—~ 90 do.

With regard to the Company Officers, the rule about the fee
charged on account of rusum izafa or increment of pay is simple :
in all such cases an amount equal to one month’s pay is claimed by
the State from every officer of the rank of a Siibedar down to a
Naik (az Subaddr ta Niik yalk mah).

The following statement gives the rules of rusiim izafe in the
case of privateers or Sdir muldzmin : on account of nazrana an
amount equal to one month’s increment in the salary ; on account
of mohrana—one month and a half ; on account of Batlah nawis—
one to two rupees per head ; on account of nazar kitib—one rupee.

Note. Ordinarily the increment allowed at a time to a pri-
vateer did not exceed rupee one.

(C) Still a third set of non-recurring deductions was made
when an officer was transferred from one unit to another. These
were known as Kasrdt badli. The rules under this head are expli-
citly laid down and read as follows:

(i) When an incumbent himself applies for transfer, a deduc-
tion equal to his two months’ pay shall be made.

(i) When he is transferred under orders of government and
on the same salary and in his own grade—no deduction.

(iii) When he is transferred under orders of Government,
but on promotion to a higher grade—deductions equal to three
months’ salary shall be made

13
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(iv)  When he is transferred under order

to a lower position he shall lose two months’ s of Government but

salary 7
RECURRING DEDUCTIONS

| -BZSIdeS these non-recurring deductions, which, as [ hav

. , . . . K] > ’ C C‘v_
plained, were made only on a soldier's first appointment in (} )
or subsequently on his promotion, transfer  tnder

. . » or degradation
i . u T
;pemal circumstances, certain recurring deductions se lndu
. eem also to
ave been made, throughout the period of his service, when .
) ever, in

fact, he had to »draw his salary from the treasury. So far ac
been a}ble to discover, four of these recurring deducti al.as ! l‘xav.c
cated in the pay rolls of the army. chions are indi-

(i) Kasur mohrana, hashtdini q
: and toshakhang: U
three heads a deduction of about six to eighthg:;a ' Rder these
" cer

from the pay of every member of the army. Ind (;t was made
fee under this head seems to have beep Chal"ged eed, a umfoxjm
bursements made from the central treasury on all cash dis-

. (ii) Hashtroza :
'of 8 days’ pay in the ye
only.

As the name signifies, this was a deduction
ar and was peculiar to the irregular cavalry

7.

. i -
13 onF ’/b;?g‘-“"‘"f.-"f *obaso,0 395 4 KWLy
. 3
. [ h * .
L SICLTE TP AR S g L (I I N
; - -
ol 2 2t G (F i

These rules are dated Sanwan 32’, 1900 (14th August, 1 843) g
dated Har 26, 1889 (7th July, 1832), which I came acr;SS a - Another note
rolls of the Year A.D. 1832-33, would seem to suggest thatniﬁngst“ the Pay_
No. (ii) was made some time in that year ; and that before e a'in or ryle
transfer was ordered by the Government under normal conditi
tion amounting to one month’s pay was charged from ap oﬁlitlons a deduc-
head Kasrdt badli: ¢er, under the
7~
!

’.:&/}b)’ti‘l'f“{"ﬁ”&{;’) Cﬂ‘fg}iﬁél')-.d:"r')g
ngié.obh'-{;‘/:'(.)j’&o,;\);')‘:du._’,J,’/a[:::}x;tuw “

this date even if the

-.‘;:'L.-,z/;('
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(iii) Kathi. This deduction amounting to Rs. 3 per annum
was made from a trooper of the irregular horse, and as the name
shows was confined to cavalry men.

(iv) Hasb-ul-Amr. The charge under this head ranges
between Rs. 4 and Rs. 5 and is made up of two or three small items.
This fee was also limited to the irregular cavalry.

I have spent a considerable time in trying to trace the origin
and the purpose of some of these recurring deductions, but have
failed altogether. My own view, however, is—and I give it for
what it may be worth—that they are connected with some old
customary charges derived from the feudal basis on which the irre-
gular horsemen (Ghorcharrah force) of Ranjit Singh were main-

tained.®

I have not, of course, included in the above classification of re-
curring and non-recurring deductions ce.rtaifl qccasional fines, such
for instance as absence from duty (ghair hazri), overstaying leave
(rukhsat), desertion (farrdri) etc; which were clearly laid down
and strictly enforced except when satisfactory explanation was
forthcoming. Overstaying long leave, or furlough, and absence
from the general annual muster at the time of the Dussehra festi-
v was considered particularly serious and was visited with

val, ) L
severe penalties than other minor breaches of discipline or neglect
of duty. But here also, the first nine days after the expiry of long

leave were treated as if the soldier was on lea\./e with-
out pay- But beyond that period the pe;nalty increased
in proportion to the days of absence. Thg regulation dated Sambgv
1895 (A.D. 1838-39) which was reiterated.m A.D. 1841-42, and again
in A.D. 1843-44, states that, if a man did not return to duty ten
days after the date of expiry of his leave, the penalty was one
month’s pay and if he overstayed for twenty days the penalty was
one and half month’s pay, and it was further raised to two months
if the period of absence exceeded from three to four weeks.
After one month’s continuous absence, a man was automaticial'ly
discharged from service, and was to be treated as nau muldzim

g For fuller details of the organisation of this army of the Khalsa forces

d the use made of it see Article No. lII, Army of Ranjit Singh, J.1.H.
an

. 179-200.
Vol.gIIv 'Il,'ﬁis festival falls at the end of the monsoons early in October.

particularly convenient for a general muster and review

i lected was
The time s€ their taking the field.

of troops previous to
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(fresh recruit) i
if
ore 1aid dow)n Eorlrz c?r?d to rejoin’® Very m
gsirana or delinquencies fr uch similar rules
om sentinel duti
uties.

Not quite uncon .

we have been considrz?;ied.wnh the question of deducti
allowances of a trooper .g is the interesting fact E uctions which
tent, regulated by the in the regular army we that the pay and
declared unfit for Serv_COIldxtIOn of his animal re, to a certain ex-
provide himsel{ with alrcletl(nakdrah), the troa;;e Whenever it was
was not done he was Ii b(; her suitable animal ardwas required to
the death of his horse able to be put on half—p:'a '?l so long as this
draw the pay of a foot_a tlx(-;oper of the regular ; In the event of
The rules governing thso' ier, till he provided h;m}’ was allowed to
irregular cavalry man Eo?fr‘.?gular cavalry were hr;ls,elf with another.
for which his hors eited two-thirds of h" S wever stricter. An
se was declared “ unfit o a:dSalary for the period
. such a horse was

10.
UM‘:‘A}/;”MJ v
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The rules governing razd or 1 + JLL’}")’!/. ~ 3l
ong leave or furlough /o

ugh were ve
ry explicit

he offi ¥ ’
cers were al y e -
()wed SIX we kS durin he ear, w th
e g tl
hﬂe
i
T pri

vateer (sdir sipdl i
pih) were given eight weeks on ful
1 pa
y. Short |
eave was

granted on half pay J:/( .
- EN s
6’ . _)")-),af/’ I’. - b .
(P Vel ut if one

overstayed the leave ori i
| iginally sancti
“for each day of absence netioned, he had to forfeit
et two days’

ys pay

PO EU n
i j{':”.)fﬂ}b&:;/ Pyl
- M

In actual practi
?nd the ofﬁcerpcomrcnez:ng?:ever, the rules were
in excess of short leave 1% 1t1he brigade was authnOt- very strictly enfo:
a certificate of Condonati:) e was satisfied. In orised to condone absrced:
of the Pay Rolls, I ha n to the disbursing off that case, he had to issue
’ ve come across scores of e:jr: During my exar:; e
ries to this effect nation

11. The
pay rolls sh
ow that some consideration
was shown
to the m
en

of the Special Bri

gade (Fauj-i-Khé

exceed about 20% (Fauj-i-Khdss) in whose case this
’ this deducti

on did not
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om the muster-roll of cavalry horses” (asp az
jamd berun Jcashhidah) . Special strictness was shown in the case
of mares. The rules, probably, forbade their being made to pro-
duce an off-spring. The neglect of this rule was punishable by a
fine of fifty rupees in the first instance, and in case of repetition the
was liable to confiscation, and the trooper’s pay was reduced

a foot soldier.’
be mentioned in this connection that, when
duty, no kasrit or

in fact © removed fr

animal
to that of

It must, however,
as killed or disabled in action or on

the animal W
from the pay O allowance of a mounted

deductions were made

Soldier.“‘

/,vv/w//ff«oc%ﬁfd

13. Several cases of this kind are met with in the army records of the
Khilsa Government. In November 1821, during the siege of Mankera for
. nece, when the salary of the troops Wwas distributed, Ranjit Singh is’sued
;nstructions 10 the effect that « of those who are present at the time should
get their pay while the undisbursed salaries of those who have been Kkilled
o their relatives in accordance with the rules

or burial) ; such of the mounted soldiers

12.

in action should be given 1

(viz., less the charges
forces without their horses shall receive no

oincd the expeditionary
ho lost their animals during the march should get their
ly told to provide themselves with a suitable

who }
v whereas those W
y and should be definite

animal.”
/ Eof@'ﬂ,/g/’:’-"f(f/(’ ')'{PJ‘."}:'; "/’L’))’/‘.//(-JE'

2?7
P Siasianie (G

J)v)b’/‘rfﬂllﬁuf{fa)bfﬁ Lal ;’}W)’;)W’I

March, 1824, when a division of the army was ordered t

swift current of the river at Attock with a view to re(') ?‘055
aged in action against the Afghans, a large number of nl'lx -
or carried away by the current. The entries in the P nd
Rolls of the Sambat year 1880 (1823-24 A.D) show t;i e
e made on account of the loss of the animals and that at rfelo

Jeductions wer
mark to this offect is made against the names of th
e troopers whose hi
orses

were lost while crossing the stream:

pa
pa

Again, in
the deep and
the troops eng
were drowned

PGP 28 Syt
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It may be of interest to present to ¢
the deductions to which reference has
pages. The following schedule cont
troop of thirty-seven irregular horse
enrolled as Jagirdars and were attach
Jawala Singh Pidhania but who
brought on the list of naqdidars or
Rolls cover a period of eighteen mo

he reader a concrete case of
been made in the preceding
ains the dueg paid off to a
men who had been originally
ed to the contingent of Sardar
Were, on the latter’s death,
cash-salgried men. The Pay
nths from Asuj 1890 ¢t

P
1891, viz. September 1833 to February 1835 AD o Phagon
Rs. A. P,
(A) Total number of men on the ani?;n
rolls .

3T @ 8685 0 ¢
(B) Total salary for 18 months

from Asuj 1890 to Phagon 1891
(September, 1833-February, 1835)

Details of (A) above as given in
the regimental rolls are:

3T @ 13,027 8 =

(i) Number of men compared and
verified from the Descriptive Rolls in
the army office 23

(ii) Number of men recruited by
Sardar Jawala Singh himself and
certified to be present at the general
muster taken at Peshawar, by Mian
Labh Singh 4

37

—_—

Details of disbursements in (B) above :

Rs. 4 »p
(i) Cash payments made to the troops in
Kharif 1890 viz., autumn 1833 A.D. - 3600 8 ¢
(ii) Cash payment made in Har or Rab; 1891
viz : June 1834 A.D. 1,000 00
(iii) Cash payment (date not stated) . 3,050 0 ¢
(iv) Cash payment at the time of transfer - 2579 5 @
(v) Amount credited to Government op
account of deductions : 2797 10 g*+
—_—
13,027 § ¢+
—_—

THE ARMY OF MAHARAJA RANIJIT SINGH 411

(a) Mohrana, Hashtani, etc .. igg zé g
(b) Dagh Aspan 2;;9 50
(c) Hashtroza w80
(d) Kathi ] 1668
(e) Sarwarna or Nazrana

Nagarah aspan (unfit
O e 1 147 13 9

o men) .
hOlse(bg)fongadli aspan  (renewal o1

379 9
horses, 13 men)substitutes; 4men). 13 4 9

<

Iwazi ( i
Ejh)) Fateh Singh dismissed from 01 3 0
service —

Totall* .. 2,797 10 6**

REWARDS AND DISTINCTIONS

ith the Persian language of the Moghuls and1 theu:

Along Wi hinery, Ranjit Singh also adopted the whole sys
administratl've mac : etic;uette and ceremonial with only shg'ht
tem of their Cour and there. Like them the confermegt of the
modifications h‘fer}ionour)’ the grant of jagirs, honorary titles and
Khild'at (robe © e regarded as special marks of favour and fur-
monetary gifts wer k. on the part of the Maharaja to deserving
ther incentive to wWor o this mark of favour shown in the case of
Not Onlytl‘:zacivil and military service of his own Govern-
Iso to other distinguished individuals ‘such as represen-

ment, but also States or private persons of weight a’nd moment.
tatives of Otherb of Honour). The Toshcikhana_ papers
Khila‘ats (Ro ;secordsw and Sohan Lal’s Diary of Ranjit Sll.’lgb S
of Kalsa Darb"‘.‘fth references to the grants of Khila‘ats for distin-
rule abound_“” to the Government by civil and military officers as
guished services inent persons presented at the Court. In fact, the
well as to other en}lllila‘at formed an essential part of the ceremony of

persons. .
those who were 1n

conferment of a K

curring Deductions, from Nos. (a)
14. The amount undirta\hgz }ll;séiﬁoig‘etroopef per year or in other words
to (c) works out on an a This is also corroborated by a similar reference
about 14% of his pa:x'nongst Pay Rolls for the year sambat 1902 (1844-45
which I came acmssthe total recurring deductions are stated at Rs. 32 per
A.D.) In this Casethich comes to a little more than 13%.. ,
annum per tr‘;;;ri’:;’s ‘Catalogue of the Khalsa Darbar Records,” Vol. II, pp.
15. See

304-315, Lahore, 1927-



412 JOURNAL OF INDIAN HISTORY

the appointment to the posts of high di
Ranjit Singh’s Court, as it was at the court of the Moghul o

of Delhi. Distinction was, however, made accordin ? Liht)n‘l'pcmr.s
position of the receiver. The value of 5 Khila'at \\'qgg f)t ,L“h.n?k o
ed from the number, variety, and quality of the : ier?d-urfd ¥ Jude-
comprising it. The biggest Khila'at which I have E)CQU?S .
the records was that conferred on 3 certain occuasi i
C. M. Wade, the British Political Agent at Ludhianha (m[()rT Cap?aln
twenty-two pieces together, with five jewelled ornar.ne o omprised
mented sword, a dagger, a richly-caparisoned horse, an
ring. The R3aja of Nabha was honoured with a,s'
of twenty-one pieces together with jewelled orna l
and an elephant. As a rule, a Khilg'as con .
was regarded as of the first class, and was
whereas a fifteen-piece Khila‘at was looked
iinction and was only bestowed upon pe
very special occasions. Prince Nau Njhaj
the Maharaja, for instance, was awarded s
departure for Peshawar (May 1837) in co
ments from Lahore in support of Sardar
he was hard pressed, on the frontjer by the Afghans
Sanwan Mal, the famous governor of Multéc;l wz;s
one occasion with a fifteen-piece Khily'qt along ’with t
ornaments and an elephant with g ho h
Mohkam Chand, Misar Diwan Chand,
Nalwa, three of the renowned generals 0
alsc each granted, on different occasiong
gether with a kalghi (aigrette), an orn
risoned horse.

gnity and responsibility at

garment
n mentioned in

nts, an orna-
d an emerald
milar Khila'ar
1 ornaments, a horse,
sisting of eleven pieces
given to high officials,
upon as a special dis-
rsons of importance on
Singh, the grandson of
uch a Khila’at™ on his
mmand of the reinforee-
Hari Singh Nalwa when
Again Diwan
honoured op
hree jewelled
wdah. Similarly, Diwan
and Sardar Harj Singh

» the special Khila‘at to-

amented sword, and » capa-

General Avitabile received v oo g

with a pair of gold bracelets onagiselz;);:;s:zs nflat together
Peshawar, in June 1837. A similar Khild‘at with an cleph

a silver howdah, two horses, and two pieces of je\\-oll(\o1ep~ant and
was conferred on the Barakzai Sardars of Peshawar ;N(In nvum:mg
The conspicuous heroism shown by Sardar Dal Singh N“}Sl‘ 18.)7.).
the Déra Ismail Khan campaign, {October 1821), was '1<a }Trna n
ed with the distinction of a Khass Khila‘at’ com?)l'si:ingn?r};

ic

nt as Governor of

16. This Khila'at comprised 15 pieces of
garm i
and one elephant with a golden howdah, together e:r:f}’x 5R10We11ed ornaments,
ling expenses (kharchi-i-bahla). See p. 394 SDhanlal'S. ‘12,.000 for travel.-
Singh, Dafter, IIL p. 394. s "Diary of Ranjjt

-3
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Kashmir shawls, an elephant with a howdah, a pair of gold brace-
lets, a Jigha and a Kealghi. Instances of smaller khila‘ats
comprising from seven to threc pieces mentioned in the Records
are too numerous to be referred to here.

The official chroniclers make no detailed mention as to the
character of the several picces comprised in a Khile'at hestowed
on various persons. They content themselves with merely refer-
ring to the number of pdrchas (pieces) of which it was comprised.
By looking up the official records relating to the toshakhina de-
partment of Ranjit Singh’s government, I have been able to
obtain fuller particulars as to the character of various pieces which
were, as a rule, included in the various grades of Khila‘ats. The
1more important garments included in a Khila‘at were (i) doshdla
(Kashmir shawl) ; (ii) a piece of Kimkhwdb (brocade) ; (ii) a
dupatta (scarf) ; (iv) a dastdr (turban) ; (v) a piece of gulbadan
(a kind of striped silk cloth) ; (vi) a rumdl (kerchief) ; (vii)
jamdwdr (a kind of shawl cloth for a chogha or long coat) : (viii)
a kamarband (a sort of scarf for the waist). Of the jewelled
weapons and ornaments that often formed part of a Khila‘at, the
following may specially be mentioned : (i) Kara (Gold bracelet) ;
(ii) Kantha (Gold necklace) ; (ii) Kangan (Gold bangles) ; (iv)
Madld marvarid (a gold chain-set with pearls) ; (v) Bdzu band (gold
armlet) ; (vi) Kalghi (aigrette) ; (vii) jighe (a turban orna-
ment) ; (vii) Sarpech (also a turban ornament) ; (ix) Shamsher
Murass‘a (Sword with its handle inlaid with gold) ; (x) Kard (a
dagger with ornamented handle) ; (xi) Tabr (a sort of battle
axe ?) ; Tarkash (ornamented quiver for arrows).!”

As we have noticed above, horses and elephants with gold and
silver trappings were also bestowed along with the Khila‘at upon
officials of high rank and position. In a few cases, pdlki mukelif
or palanquins with cover fringed with gold lace were also present-
ed to high officers as a mark of special favour. Such grants of
horses, elephants, palanquins, etc. were, in fact, looked upon as
a special privilege and a mark of the receiver’s high social or offi-
cial position. Thus Misar Diwan Chand was honoured with the
distinction on the occasion of his promotion to the rank of an

17. 1t is worthy of note that the various pieces of garments as well as
some of the additional gold ornaments and jewelled weapons mentioned in
the above list were also included in the Khila'ats bestowed by the Mughul
emperors. Cf. The Army of the Indian Moghuls by William Irvine, p. 29.

14
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artillery general (November 1819) .1~ A
ferred upon his hrother, Misar Suk
to succeed him in A.D. 1826. 1 have also come across mention of
the grant of a naqdral (kettle drum) to Lala Sukh Dial (
be confounded with Misar Sukh Dial, brother of W

Chand) on his appointment as Chicf Office
partment, (1813-14 A.D).
mand of 500 troopers.!

similar privilese was con-
h Dial, when he was appointed

not to
1sar Diwan
r of the Customs De-
He was also honoured with the com-

It is worth noticing that such special marks of favour as the
Khila‘ats and the other tokens of dignity to which I have re
were generally conferred immediately
When, for instance, the Maharaja was
a special department called the toshdk
service treasury) always accompanied
ergent purposes.

ferred
after the announcement.
away from the capital.
hdna bahla (a sort of small
him for this and other em-

It may also be mentioned here that, whenever an official was
brought under disgrace, such special marks of favour and dignity
were wholly or partially resumed by the State.v

m

TITLES
Like the Moghuls,

again, Maharaja Ranjit Singh
fairly elaborate system

adopted a
of granting titles for conspicuo

usly meri-

18. Sohan Lal's Diary of Ranjit Singh, Dafter 11, p.24. For a fuller
note on the life and achievements of Misar Di

wan Chand, see Article No. Vv,
Army of Ranjit Singh, J.I.H., Vol. X1, part 3.
19. See Zafarnama Ranjit Singh, Edited b

A similar reference will be found in Irvine’s
p. 30, showing that the Moghu! emperors “

favour, kettledrums (naqgdrah) and the righ
subject.

y the present writer, p. 80,
"Army of Indian Moghuls’
granted as a mark of speciul

t to play them (naubat) to a
But he must be a man of the rank of 2,000 Sawars or upwards.”

It is difficult to say whether the privilege granted to Lala Sukh Dial was
the relic of a similar custom prevalent in the times of the Moghuls.

20. When, after two years of trial in his new post in the Artille
partment, Misar Sukh Dial proved unworthy of the honour and was g
ed by Sultan Mahmud Khan, the special privileges
appointment were resumed. Schan Lal,

ry De-
ucceed-
granted to him on his
Dafter II, pp. 376-77.

. Z *

gt Sl
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i i i loyal and faithful work. In
o _Sem?&s tiz (iinltncff? rt‘l}tmlev Titi[zs, itywill not be withoutiinterest
Conned“‘m “?t ncwotitlcs were often coined to suit a special OCCE'I-
e e 't 1‘(:' nee. when Misar Diwan Chand conquered ‘Kashr’mr
o s ;ht ah-o—Nusra.t. Nasib?! were added to his previous title
o Words' ) i}ah(idu'r. Thc‘till(‘s were, of course, suited to the
o Zafa'r_w?{:qb “nd’ conduct of the receiver. The titles granted to
pr'o'fesswn, . Zre necessarily different from those bestowed upon
T r?:;‘ “iivﬂ department or those of the priestly order. Thus
o amilit ‘ ?'tles referred to qualities of bravery, courage and so
o mlhta}?{ 1civil titles praised honesty, sagacity and .n}dust.ry.
fo'rt}'llsi\rl“f ;ceclesiastical titles were based on qualities of spirituality,
i:;‘:illityy(’)f life and conduct, ete.?

it rer i of Persian, Arabic, and San-
'Some " 'the }}112:(: :rf lstfe}rlnupr?]ilfals made to produce euphony
Skr'lt W_OYdS md“d as an important characteristic of classical P'er-
“']hmh' ls*reg?r eAs an example of this I may mention 1:he title
ot hte;latmoen. Bhai Ram Singh and Bhai Gobind Rar’n which re?ad
conferr'e Sl'llpibdn Kirpa Niddhdn, Tarntdran do Jahdn. The tltlg
HS"Bh:cil{ l’a Lnirn;al buddha, Sardar ba wiqar h‘izbr-jang,'conferre
Ui Sur(gz;r Lehna Singh Sindhanwalia, in A.D. 1837, is anothﬁr
;lrﬁ(:;est?ng example of mixed language of {titles granted by the
Sikh Government.

The title of Diwan, also an old Moghul litle, '1s SO sesld;J;riln;g
ferred to in the Sikh record that it would.seem' it was 1;‘ gl
ete ‘d d was, perhaps, the highest title given on the civ
b_eStOWQ atl']nd the,title of Raja which was reserved for: very spe-
S{df’ Z:eC:E"l ';he title of Sardar both for military and civil officers
cial cases.

ictor always attend.
o ¢ upon whom victory and .success
2 ;ltelzzy,beonfouns of some interest to give below a few examples
22, m
of 1ftes i;/[iﬁgtl;?y c?ii?e.s:-—Hizbar-Jang (the lion in fight), Zafar-éznq_}iv:s:
i @ in war), Samsim-ul-daulah (Sharp SYVOPd of the State), ujatc
torions °* lour of the State), Tahawwur-pandh (asylum of bravery), :dc;st-
daulah (vé‘?;il titles : —Diydnat-pandh (abode of honesty), Firdsat-
1 . . :
1 ® cious), Mashdkhat-pandh (refugej of greatne'ss'),'etc Uial didar
ik (Sagziacclesi;‘mtical:—Brahma-Mu’mt (image of divinity), Ujj
(C') ht looks), Nirmal-buddha (of pure intelligence), et itle of Diwan
(of brig (;f,tlle military officers were also granted. the title o - 1,
23. So'mc Mohkam Chand, Diwan Devi Sahai, Diwan Hul;mial ingh
such as Dlwa%ut this was an exception rather than the rule.. O t! e{)m(:}r;e
Chimf_n, ettC~a mongst the civil officers who were awarded this title by the
prominen
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was considered one of considerable distinction but was almost
always conferred upon Sikhs. Some of the greatest Sikh gencrals of
Ranjit Singh's forces like Hari Singh Nalwa, Gurmukh Singh
Lamba, Dal Singh Naherna, ete.. never got any thing morc than

this title or i‘zdz-i-sarddri, as it was called. If at all a couple of
Persian or Hindi words expressive of a Sardar’s exalted dignity

or position were prefixed to this title, by way of algdb, in official
correspondence.??

The three Dogra brothers of Jammu, Mian Gulab Singh, Mian
Dhian Singh, and Mian Suchet Singh, rose in high favour of
Maharaja Ranjit Singh.  All the three were honoured with the
title of R&ja, along with grants of extensive Jagirs and other marks
of special favour. The eldest of them, Raja Gulab Singh. occu-
pied high administrative positions, while the second brother, Raja

Dhian Singh, rose to be the Prime Minister of the Maharaja.®

Maharaja or were permitted to retain the title of Diwan on their entering

the Sikh service were Diwan Bhiwani Das, Diwan Ganga Ram, Diwan San-
wan Mal, Diwan Dina Nath and Diwan Rattan Chand.

24. Such prefixes as ba viga'r, ‘azi'm-ul-sha'n, ‘a’li Hqtida'r. ete.
25. As he rose higher in power, additional high sounding titles were

betowed upon him such as Raja-i-Ra'jga’n, Raja Hindpat, Raja Dhian Singh
Bahadur. See Zafarnama Ranjit Singh p. 184, Again, in Har. 1895 (June
1829), shortly before his death when Ranjit Singh nominated his eldest
son, Prince Kharak Singh, as his successor, Raja Dhian Singh was formally
and publicly appointed as the Minister-in-Chief with the additional title of
‘muqgarab ba'rga’h-kha’ss, na'ib saltanat, ‘azmat khair Khwa'h sami'mi
daulat Sarka’r-Kubra .Wazi'r-i-A'zam, .dastur-i-muaz'zam, mukhta’r-ul-
malk, ete. These additional titles were conferred upon him in a sort of
semi-Darbar, in the presence of all the leading courtiers, and the fact
was gazetted throughout the Sikh kingdom by issuing parwdnas to this
effect to all the civil and military officers of the State. The document as
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t brother, Raja Suchet S'mgb, was placed in con?rr;z;?;ll
o yO}mgeS - horse called Chahdrydri derah, and was a sp i
of the treegy > ‘my 28 Of the younger members O'f the fami y,‘
favourite OF e ‘a\I )yf' Raja Dhian Singh, was in partlcglar favoT.u1
Frira Sis th'e S(: r(nluch for his intelligence as for his graclegfgz
of e Mahaflalﬁa?ldcome appearance. On the 20th Mangh, 2
7o a‘?‘ 18'3:3) the Maharaja was pleased to .bCS'(.O‘\V .upoa
- Jam‘ld!y‘l v ‘titlc of Far-and-i-Khass™ For this occa?;ﬂlon ,
o t?eD311r;3géLi' a\;/as held, at which the courtiers and other officers,
special bar ',

147, dafter iii,
duced by the official historian, Sohan Lal, on page
uce So
I’e::;ov of his Diary reads as follows:
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is { 1690 men in AD. 1823,
reng his corps 1S recorded a .
2 Thi ;tltenr’;t:reoih;:sls{)o men in the following 12 years. For fuller
and it swelled to

€ ¢ . y . 113—14.
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7 hi informal talk with the young chxef, the Maharaja w
29. In his
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both civil and military of the State, who w
were ordered to present nazars first to 1
the Farzand-i-Khass. ‘The othery office
side Lahore, were also instructed to
to the Maharaja, and then to Raj
Misar Jalla, when they happened to come on State business in
the capital. At the close of the presentation, the Maharaja him.-
self conferred upon Hifa Singh with his own hands (dast-i-mu-
bdrak) the robe of honour (khildat) appropriate to the occasion.?

ere present in Lahore,
e Maharaja and then to
rs of the State. stationed out-
present the usual na-qrg first
a Hira Singh through his tutor,

28. The following is the full
1892, (31st January, 1836). It also
sented to Raja Hira Singh,

text of the document, dated 20th Mangh,
gives the details of the amount to be pre-
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Then follow the details of the amounts of nazqrs to be presented which
I reproduce in English for the convenience of the readers :

(1) Customs Officers, Amritsar; 5 golden butki’s;  (2) Customs Offi-
cers, Lahore ; 2 golden butkis; (3) Diwan S
tan, 51 golden butkis and 5 horses ; (4) Sard
for the province of Kangra, 11 golden butkis;
7 golden butkis; (e) for other distriets under
horses ; (5) Faqir Aziz-ud-Din, for his distric

(b) for the District of Rehly,
his jurisdiction, Rs. 65 and 2
ts of Wazirabad, etc, Rs. 12¢

“ylos LQWL’JA_}'/igoV}‘ b yeie b{(./{,)l.{/jz) S
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DECORATIONS

About two years before his death, or .more exa;}t.l}): 102;}?1?

ion of the marriage of his grandson, 1.3r111.ce Nau Niha 01‘ gh
o 1837), Maharaja Ranjit Singh instituted an Order of
(Ma'rCh’ft '(thc; fashion of Western nations. It would.seem that
Me“t_ “he. s influenced by the French officers in his employ.
i this he'vflasd the medal which was the insignia of the Oider
e Orde;) o pearance of being largely instituted after the style
bave 21 tLe apn de Homnour instituted by Napolean Box?a-
o th'e 183313\ D. Even some of the phraseology used in describ-
Fa:tet}i: Order ‘aépears to have been taken from the French
ing

original®’

¢ rnor of Jallundar and Hoshiar-
and one horsc:;d(G)neM;i’:fsegu%)Ldll\;[is(:im};eeli Ram, for the districts under
pur), 1 98ch‘“12(" (8) Rajz,x Lal Singh, for his districts, Rs. 10 .and one
pis chams Msi"ar i{am Kishen, Rs. 5; (10) Officers of Dera Ismail Khar.l,
pre (O)b tl:is and one horse; (11) Officers of Tonk, 5 golden butkis
2 gOIder}ll -l;' (12) Officers of Kalabagh, Rs. 11 and one horse; (13) S}a:r—
and one oISM‘uhammad (Tributary of Peshawar), one horse; A(14) S falrl
dar Sultan f Punch st 21 and one horse; (15) Officers of Kohistan (Hi
Baz Khan . 56 and’ 9 horses; (16) Governor of Kashmir, .101 golden but4-
district), Rs.h se ; (17) Remaining districts, 17 golden butkis and 7 horses.
kis and on® tir r:est—namely, the Irregular cavalry, the Regular army, the
In ?egard " (; rrison infantry, the Officers of the Secretariat, the Officers
Artillery, the ? —the document furnishes no details but simply §tates that
of the stables, © C(;f all grades in civil and military departments will present
officers and r;'en to their pay and rank from rupee one to rupees five (az
nazars ccorting nj rupaye nazar ba qadr-i-khud bi dihand). On page .297,
yak ru;.)'a.ya e p;l Jf his book, Sohan Lal also refers to this event. He gives
Daftar i, pat :1 ’Fobru;n'y 181;6), as the date of the actual performance of the
23rd Mangh '<31 3 sa s lat’er than the date given in the official documept.
AT ga few items of the nazars presented on the occasion
Sohan Lal also.ilv;os (1) to (5) reproduced in my note above, except
Whid? agree u‘nt of FaI.(ir Aziz-ud-Din (No. 5), Sohan Lal gives 11 goldfen
that in the ease horse (ydzdih butki-o-yak ris asp), whereas tl'le official
butkis andhonein that case, Rs. 126 and one horse. The value in rupees
docume;ldt aslltki did not exceed rupees six. o ‘ -
of @ B he contemporary references on this point are rather conflic
2. Some of ! eark of the French Naturalist, Victor Jacquem(lnt, corro-
ing. A Chancf? re'i“ have expressed above. “ Ventura and Allard,” he says,
borates the VIewM haraja to create a military decoration ; but he soon mad‘e
N persuaded the }? (]n him to suppress it.” (Translation of Jacquemont's
it so cheap that 1 0{ gO Garrett.) But this would seem to suggest that the
Journal., byrggx.-r?é t(; b;' Jacquemont was different from the one under re-
decoration
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The title of the Order was Kaukab-i-Igbdl-i-Punjib (Star of
the prosperity of the Punjab); and the Grand Master of the Order
was Prince Nau Nihal Singh?® It was represented by a I IL’
gold medal of three different classes depending upon t‘hc ‘11 “C
of the precious stones with which they were :mamcntcd n’?ln'u‘
three classes correspond to the three grades of the Ol‘d(r*;' \"IX'L%IL
they represented. The following is a brief description of the ‘t}“‘“‘
classes of the medals (taghma). It may be mentioncd 'Lt “C-L»
Fhat all the three bore an effigy (pratima) of Ranjit Sinvhdi ‘{“LF
in the centre on one side, while on the other side thebnan x?ui
the Maharaja was artistically engraved in the mindkdri m?blg
The medals were provided with a slik riband of gold and ?‘ Ur‘1 .
colour (surkh-o-Zard), and the recipients were ex\pected ‘tsca'l et
them round their neck’ (dar gulu dwdzinkhwdhand bud) 0 “t;:l
the medal itself rested on the breast of tﬁe wearel; A" th . g iy
i{)dicates, all the three medals were in the shape of.a S*Zr 'e'ta‘mje
rays radiating from the centre. Five of these rays \;'cx'e“; :“‘
and the other five somewhat smaller, and the long }de sh r(tmiof‘y
alternated. The size of the medals of the first :nd se;m:)d :ld}‘s‘
were the same, measuring 2V inches (yak gireh) along the lar ésst
diameter. 1 have not been able to come across any t1"eferencge‘(s
the size of the medal of the third class, but I presume all the tsrez

ference, since the French traveller visited the court of Ranjit Singh in AD
1831, that is, six years beforc the Order of Merit was 'mstitut;gd In t.hé
records of the Sikh government, however, I have not come across a. mention
of any other Order or decoration except the Order of Merit under reference
Again, Cunningham in his History of the Sikhs, observes that, * the‘
object of the Maharaja was simply to gratify his English neighboux:s and
advqntagc was accordingly taken of Sir Henry Fane’s presence to est;’ablish
the “ Order of the auspicious Star of the Punjab” on a purely British model.
This view of Captain Cunningham seems also to receive support from a couple
of letters of Captain C. M. Wade which he addressed to the Government of
India. Captain Wade, it appears further from these letters, had also something
to do with the drawing up of the rules and regulations of the Order [or th;
Sikh Government. Since these letters are so informing and throw so much
of additional light on the whole scheme of instituting this Order of Merit
that I have thought it worth while reproducing these in full, at the end (;[ my
paper.
30.
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medals were of equal size, the difference in the value and impor-
tance of the three medals being, as I have mentioned above, in
the number and character of the precious stones set in them.

Medal of the First Class was ornamented with a diamond
(Murrasa® ba almds).

Medal of the Second Class had two precious stones set in it,
namely a diamond and an emerald (almds-o-zumurrud). Pre-
sumably these were smaller stones than the single stone set in a
medal of the First Class.

Medal of the Third Class contained a single stone emerald set in
it without any other kind of stone

The document which gives details of the three grades of the
Order (with the three corresponding classes of the medal) shows
that the admission to the Order of the First Grade was limited to
the members of the family of the Maharaja, and a small number of
distinguished chiefs and noblemen who had given proof of their
devotion and, fidelity to the person of the Maharaja and his House.
Order of the Second Grade was bestowed upon loyal courtiers,
notable Sardars, governers of provinces, generals of the army and
ambassadors or very high officials in political service. The Order
of the Third Grade was open to (a) military officers of the rank of
Colonel, Major or Captain who had earned distinction for bravery,
resourcefulness, alertness and faithfulness ; (b) civil servants dis-
tinguished for ability and honesty, and (c) other persons enjoying
confidence and worthy of greater confidence and honour.3!

31
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In this connection see also Sohan Lal, Daftar I, Part IV, p431.
15
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It is worth mentioning that the admission to the Order was
accompanied by an award of a title as well as an appropriate
Khila‘at. Thus an Order of the first grade was accompanied by
the award of the title of the Raja and a Khila'at comprising a sword.
a shield, a pair of gold bracelets, a golden chain set with pearls
(mdla-marwdrid) and a sarpech for the turban. Similarly. ad-
mission to the second grade carried with it the title of Sardar to-
gether with a Khila‘at consisting of a sword, a shicld, and a pair
of gold bracelets while the title of Bahadur and Khila'at of a sword

and a pair of gold bracelets was bestowed upon persons of the
last grade of the Order.?

The recipient was also presented with a long document (as a
sort of certificate) in which his official position as well as his ser-
vices and qualifications for the grant were recounted in great de-
tail3 A duplicate copy of this document was preserved in the
toshakhdna Department of the State.

. . At the same time. a brief
entry of the gist of this document was made in a special bound book

kept in the custody of the Diwan's Office. The fact of the award

was duly notified to the officers of the various government depart-
ments as well as to the public.

The decoration, the document further states. ‘is revokable by
the State in case of misconduct on the part of the vrantee More
than this, in case of the misconduct of the grantee not only was

32.
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It appears that at this time, the Maharaja was contemplating to syste-
matise the award of medals, titles, and Khila'ats, but, probably, indifferent
health and the frontier complications during the two short years of life
left to him did not allow him to carry out his intentions.

33. One such document I came across while examining the records
of the year Sambat 1893, (1836-37 AD.). It is a long document and is

dated 28th Sanwan 1894. It is a copy of the certificate granted to Monsieur
Avitabile at the time of his admission to the Order.
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oss all the entries (qalmnﬂ—nqhi bi kushfaczéi::;t

s publicly disgraced. His tl‘qes \fvere o :
also the man' “-Ia{ the document, viz., the one n his f)wn Posses
and ot COplebho)r in the State office were torn to pieces 1n the
ston ane t}fmal;)tthcc eourtiers, and * if the man belongs to the army,
presence o

. p d
: < ovilar punishment on the parade groun
1 be sub}octed {o similar puni o

a line drawn acrt

1.1'3 t\}\f: presence of his own camp Or palta
in 1 from Sohan Lal that the ﬁ.rst re(.:ipients Ofs;}}e

e earnP inces Kharak Singh, Nau Nihal Singh and ar
Orde e '“me bseveral Sardars prominent amon’g whom were
Singh. NOXtS%ich Raja Dhian Singh or Raja Kalfm, as he was
Rare Gulal o ’Raja Suchet Singh, Raja Hira Singh, Jamadar
POPUIarly }'mol\xvnéardar Attar Singh Sindhanwalia, Sardar Dhana
Khushey Sm%’ ’Sardar Lehna Singh Majithia, and several others
Sine? Ml d position. After these came the turn of a large
of e rank’ 2;111 f’f?cials of the State including Diwan Sanwan Ma.l’
e O'f hlgN (t)h' Generals Avitabile, Court and Allard, Faqir
Diwand%l-la Lzla l]awaher Mal, Mian Illahi Bakhsh, and several
Aziz-ud-Dm,

others of the artillery department.

: jarist, whom we have just quoted,

We also 1ef€‘g§3rf; Orrgr:xlgy?;ir (Slommander-in-chief (Sir ‘Henry

that the four’ OSahib’ (Captain C. M. Wade), Mackeson Sahib (Lt

Fane), Captar(li Wahi (?) Sahib had not been permitted to wear the

NIa(clk;sox(lt)aji:v)l(L ha dar ‘unaq " andakhtah) awarded to them
medals (1!

34
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Diary of Raniit Singh. daftar iii, part IV, pp. 490-91.
35. 1ary
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pending the approval of the sovereign of England. On the Gov-

ernor General informing the Maharaja of this fact, the latter appre-
ciated His Excellency’s point of view.

It was my intention to close this paper with a facsimile of the
Kaukab-i-Igbdl-i-Punjdb, but with all my efforts 1 have failed to
come across the medal or even a portrait of it. In a photograph of
General Allard taken from some old oil painting and reproduced
in the life of Alexander Gardner, I find two star-shaped decora-
tions worn by that renowned officer. On examination of the
details of the two decorations in the picture I am inclined to believe
that the upper and the bigger one represents the ten-rayed Star
of the Punjab whereas the other probably signifies Napoleon’s

Legion of Honour which Allard had received when he was in the
service of the French Empire.

Since the above was writen, a portrait of the medal presented
to Captain C. M. Wade has been received by the Keeper of the Re-

cords of the Government of the Punjab. and he has very kindly
permitted to make use of it for my article.

LETTERS OF CAPTAIN C. M. WADE*

SECRET CONSULTATIONS, 24 APRIL, 1837
No. 11.

To.

W. H. MACNAGHTEN EsqUIRE,
Secretary to the Government of India,

FORT WILLIAM.
Secret Department.

Para 2Ist. Ranjit Singh has chosen the late event of his grandson’s
marriage and the number of distinguished persons which it assembled.ai
his Court as an appropriate occasion for giving effect to an idea which
he had long ago entertained of establishing an Order of Merit. At the
audience of leave H. Highness conferred the decoration of it on the Com-
mander-in-Chief and myself (Wade). In investing His Excellency the
Commander-in-Chief with it, he requested that he would obtain the sanc-
tion of his sovereign to wear it. He mentioned also to me his intention
of sending one to the Right Honourable the Governor General and another
to Sir Ch. Metcalfe who are, I hear, preparing for despatch. Five other

*] am indebted to Mr. H. L. O. Garrett, LES,, Keeper of the Records of
the Government of the Punjab, for permission to reproduce these two letters
and other documents from English and Vernacular records.

By court

esy of the Gorernment of the Punjab
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decorations of the same grade as my own were to have been conferred on
Colonels Beresford, Sumley, Churchill, Tarrens and Dunlop, but one only
was prepared in sufficient time to be presented which was sent for Col.
Beresford, who was formaily invested with it by His Excellency. The
Maharajah has entrusted to me the designation and the framing of the
rule and regulations of the order in consultation with the Commander-
in-Chief, and His Excellency having kindly agreed to afford me his aid
1 propose with the permission of government to concert with him the best
mode of carrying the wishes of His Highness into effect.

Camp, Ferozpur, (8d) C. M. WADE,

7th April, 1837. Br. Agent.
No. 961.
To
W. H. MACNAUGHTEN, Esq.,
Secretary to the Government of India,
With the Right Honourable the Governor-General.
SR,

with reference to your letter of the 2nd October last to my address
forwarding a Khrita from the Governor-General of India for Maharajah
Ranjit Singh, conveying His Lordship’s congratulations on the occasion of
His Highness instituting his late Order of Merit, I have the honour to transmit
the Maharajah’s reply together with a copy of a letter, dated the 15th of
\January last, which I wrote to Lieut. Mackison, who was then at Lahore
and that officer’s reply giving effect to the instructions contained in your
jetter.

1 forward at the same time a draft of the rules and regulations which I
prepared at Ranjit Singh’s desire for the institution of his Order agreeably
lto the Tth paragraph of your letter of the 24th of April, 1837, to my address.

The asterisks shew the place where the one finally adopted differs from

the original.

In compliance with your request it now only remains for me to state that
the decoration of the Order in question is an enjewelled star composed in part
of diamonds and in part of emeralds set in gold and having ten points, five
large and five small. In the center of it on the obverse is the effigy of the
.Maharajah and on the reverse His Highness's name and title. Its estimated
value is not more, I learn, than five hundred rupees.

1 return the one which has been presented to me pending the reference
on the subject which His Lordship has expressed his intention of making both
to Her Majesty’s Government and to the Hon’ble the Court of Directors.

I have, ete. etc.,
Ludhiana, (Sd.) C. M. WapE,
Pol. Agent.



Reviews
ON ANCIENT CENTRAL-ASIAN TRACKS

By Sir AureL STEIN, KCI1E,
Macmillan & Co. Lid., Londoyn,

This is the latest account by the well-known arch
explorer, whose larger works, Ancient Khotan, Serindia and Inner-
most Asia, not to mention others, are very well known, This. the
latest work of his so far, contains a brief narrative of the three ex.
peditions that he undertook in that little known part of Asiy
comprising the vast extent of the country, hounded by the empire
of China on the one side, and the Tibetan plateay and the Himalayas
on the other, and also comprising the alsg vasy extent of
cluded in the term Central Asja. The work i based
of lectures that he delivered in the Lowell Institute, Boston, Maes,
The work is welcome as coming from the author, and presents in
quite a readable form the narrative of Stein’s explorations in the
three expeditions that he undertook. The more so, the larger
works having become more or legg inaccessible. The difficulty of
compressing such a vast amount of matter in a small compass 15 10
some considerable extent removed by the large number of illustyy.
tions provided in the book from previous Publications of the
author. Even so, it would have been difficult for any one
have presented such a clear and in
the author himself in the compass of a little over 20
with 150 illustrations. The interest of the narrative
throughout, assisted as the whole is by a very good map, provided
at the end of the work. The work is prefaced with about 30 pages
of prelhninary matter giving the main geographical featyureg of the
locality. th oeperal history of Asia throwing licht upon the v
situdes that came over that locality and on account of

aeologist and

country in-
upon a course

clse to
¢ except by
0 pages and
1s sustained

teresting narratiy

icis-
the regions

particulay
. e \ . . .
spots Visited and the discoveries made. Naturally the region of

Khotan which plaved its own part in Indian Buddhist history comes
in for a good share.  But a similar tale is unfolded by the dis-
coveries that Sir Ayuyel was oble to make in other interesting sites.
of which the principal ones arc the Niya site including that of a loca-
lity near ahout going by the name Endera: and then an important
site Mivan, taking it forward to the next one Lou-lan in the middle
of the desert. Investigations here gave the first hints in regard to
the Tines of fortification built by the Chinese rulers for the purpose
of keeping the Central Asian nomads out of the frontier.

travelled. Then follows a detailed exposition of the
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The fortified posts connected l‘oy a [.ine gf wal; have b‘eeni(;i;i:
overed intact in various places and prowdcfd in adc 1t1.o‘n a cons ‘
e ”? f material. archacological, artistic and literary which
aple maSSﬂO dI of new light upon the historical vicissitudes of the
thr(.)ws. @ 1{00' nd. what i‘s more, upon the general history of the
pasin 115? (‘, ‘livi,lisc(‘i regions including the mutual influences of
SUI’l‘OHndfr"ot 'iviliyat,ions, Iranian. Chinese and Indian. Evidence
the (llffﬁ‘“ln‘ ) 'n“‘lhat classical and Christian infliiences have had
;' 3.150 forfmml?'lrit-‘helz cast than Miran, the maosi important site
thelx Shalc.l V;un-huang. containing the thousand Buddhas as it
happens 10 })16 investigations carried on into the Nan-shan and the
Is called TI? i ken from there northwards presenting the walls
journays 'unc‘ Ltrhi ugh which the ancient commercial and military
and the 5’%03 aonogther important feature. In fact the book pro-
routes paSSC‘ L)li' ble, well authenticated account of the commercial
vides a clear, reb(jd 1;10 the course of the silk trade, together with
intercoljlrse’ e sabrly ‘;xpansions of the Chinese power at different
the vari ne?f'starv and commercial routes are thrown into full
fimes. The n;uuu a;ld Kan-chow constitute a part of China, which
relict 'SOW-C Oh with the eastern extremity of this desert region
comes 10 tOzcnor’thern and southern route are traceable, th'e
from Whi"‘? the more exposed to the depredations of the nomadic
northern emtie Tien-shan mountains. The whole of this northtlern
tribes .aCYOSS traced clearly for us starting from An-hsi, proceeding
route 8 0 icand Turfan Kara-shahr, Kucha, Aksu round.to
through Har:ll thence through Yarkhand to Khotan, thus completing
Kashgar ; &1 circuit. But the journey to reach Kashgar
the WhOl? through the mountain mass that constitutes
from  India f the world, is another interesting adven-
the l'_OOf . loration and the different routes taken on
tare 10 expeditions by the author are also expounded with a
the 1t:re? di):;)il that makes the difficult subject interesting reading.
wealth o

ir Aurel Stein’s explorations in the Tarim basin were not
S i u1 f great geographical results such as the marking of-
only frmtfuf o cgient and mediaeval commerce and communication
the routes ol an nd the rest of the world, but had also resulted in
bhetween 'C'h.ma af a vast mass of material throwing light upon the
the vau'lsltlorfl (‘zhe different civilisations and the influences each
inter-acthnho ercised upon the others. This mass of material, the
one of whic fe); easily taking the leading place, although imDOrtaf‘t
T“n'haua.ng " :re ’madc by other centres that he visited, is still
contrib.utlons_ Wﬁon and the results of work so far done have been
under mveS(;lg:1 thf; various volumes published by him and Q]S(?‘
mcorpori;fhﬂ; in the realm of art, commerce, and politics, there ig
where.
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evidence of a very considerable and brisk exchange of material

and exercise of influence, in the realm of literature, the intercon-

nection is perhaps much more important. In this vast region as

elsewhere, the contact of cultures is about the same in point of

character. Works of art and commerce show borrowing almost

on equal terms. In the realm of literature and religion India seems

to have contributed the most. The documents recovered are all

of them in Sanskrit, and the greatest number of them bear on
Buddhism of the Mahayana type. It is pleasing to note among
these several valuable pieces of literature that were hitherto regard-
ed as being completely lost. Of course in this region as in the
others, Indian culture is found more or less as super-culture, and
is responsible for a vast influence in religious life and in the crea-
tion of literature bearing on religion. Some of the works of
Asvaghosha were recovered from here. Besides these numbers
of inscriptions have been discovered in the Kharoshti character
mostly, although some prominent examples of the Brahmi script
as well have been found. These inscriptions throw a valuable light
upon history, and prove to be the means of recovering for India
the history of a very important period. Apart from these inscrip-
tions in Indian languages and script, several documents in Chinese
characters have been found of greater importance as providing us
much needed dates which provide the means of settling even Indian
chronology in respect of important epochs. The Tang annals re-
ceive valuable support from the documents here discovered and
bear dates. It is hardly necessary to say more than merely to
recommend that the book will amply pay perusal for those that
are curious to know more.

The illustrations throughout are simply magnificent and well
chosen to make the understanding of the narrative easy. The map
leaves nothing to be desired. The work provides a summary nar-
rative of the work for the general reader, and is undoubtedly a
welcome addition to the literature on the subject, the greater
.works embodying the more systematic accounts of these explora-
tions notwithstanding.

et

THE SANKHYA-KARIKA OF ISVARA KRSNA
EpIiTED AND TRANSLATED

By Mr. S. S. SuryaNAravana Sastri, MAA.. B.Sc.. Bar-at-Law,
Department of Philosophy, University of Madras.
Second edition—revised. 1935. Price Rs. 2/- or 4 Sh.

This excellent edition of the Sankhya-Karikd places within the
easy reach of University students the text and English translation

view. -
;J)rilgs}:i::r is continuing his critical study of the Puranas. I had
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of the earliest authoritative work on classical Sankhya. On ac-
count of the concise and lucid exposition it presents of the Sankhya
doctrine. it has justly been described as ‘the pearl of the whole
scholastic literature of India’. Its exact date, as in the case of
other philosophical works, is quite indefinite ; but it is certain that
it cannot be later than the fifth century A.D., because, at ahout
550 A.D., Paramirtha, the Buddhist monk, translated the San-
khya-Kirika, along with a commentary on it into Chinese under
the name ‘ the Golden Seventy Discourse’. There is difference of
opinion with regard to the identity of this commentary. In all
probability, the Mathare Vrtti, with which it is sometimes identi-
fied. is a much later work. There have been several commentaries
on the Sankhya-Kdrika, of which the most important is Vacaspati
Miéra’s Sankhya-tattva-Kaumudi. A comparatively recent and
hitherto unpublished commentary, a manuscript of which is to be
found in the Adyar Library, is named Sankhya-tarw-vasantah. Its
author. Mudumba Narasimhasvamin, tries to show that the San-
khya is much closer to the Vedianta than is usually supposed. In
this edition. Mr. Suryanarayana Sastri has incorporated much in-
terestine information from this commentary. His translation is
eminently readable and faithful. The notes given at the end of
each verse contain very useful discussions on the problems raised
hv the text. The introduction givgs a critical exposition of the
S:')hkhya doctrines. The student wllll find the discussion of the
rclation of the Sankhya to the Upa{11$ads and to Buddhism and of

the correspondence between the Sankhya account of evolution and

the modern scientific view of the same very instructive. Tabular

ctatements indicating the evolution of Prakrti and the creation of

“ntellect. and, verse, index considerably add to the valuée Olf{the book.

THE MATSYA PURANA—A STUDY
By

V. R. RamMacHANDRA DIKSHITAR, MA,,
Lecturer in Indian History, University of Madras, Pub-
lished by the Madras University, (1935) Price Re. 1/-.

The wealth of historical material which the Puranas yield at

the hands of a competent historian is well borne out by the bhook

It is gratifying to note that Mr. V. R. Ramachandra

16
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cccasion to review his first work on the Puranas “ Some Aspects

of the Vayu Purdna” in this Journal. That work, as well as the
one under review, shows clearly that much historical material lies

scattered in the pages of the Puranas, which has not been brought

out by scholars till very recently. Such eritical studies as these
on the Puranas are sure to dispel many misconceptions abou‘t them

and throw a flood of light on the culture and civilisation of Ancient
India. i

In this book modestly entitled “ A Study” Mr. Dikshitar has
covered a wide field though he does not pretend to have exhausted
all that could be said on the materials contained in the Matsva
Purana. The first chapter is on the flood legends. After a carefbul
and comparative study of the legend-histories of the ancient world
the author concludes that the original place of the flood was SoutP;
India. His criticism, in this connecticon, of Frazer's remark on the
form of the story in the Satapatha Brahmana may be accepted as
sound. After speaking of the origin of the Purana he critically
examines the concept of the Dasavatara in the light of the evolution-
ary theory, where we find much new matter. The chapter on the date
of the Purdna shows much painstaking and research. The date as-
signed by the author seems reasonable and acceptable.

Equally interesting is the chapter on the polity as described
in the Purédna. The view is taken, perhaps rightly. that the author
of the Purana has largely followed the Arthasastra of Kautalya in
dealing with the political and administrative institutions. Here as
elsewhere, he has emphasised that the Hindu king was a constitu-
tional monarch and not a self-willed autocrat. This chapter is con-
cluded with a reference to the sixteen mahddinas developed

from the Taittiriya Brahmana to a very late period of Vijayanagara
history.

The most original part of this book is the chapter on Architec-
ture. At the outset a summary account of the origin of Indian
Architecture is furnished on the authority of the Brahmainda
Purana. Referring to the Sikhara style of architecture Mr. Dﬁ{-
shitar is inclined to the view that it is much more ancient than
even that of the Gupta period. The author is to be congratulated
on the string of convincing arguments he has set forth to iDl'ox'e that
brick and stone were in use for architectural purposes in India
from pre-historic times, and thus to falsify the theory of Fergusson
that “ it would be in vain to look for any early architecture of any
importance in India before Asoka’s time.”

P.S. S
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HISTORY OF POLITICAL THOUGHT FROM RAM-
MOHUN TO DAYANANDA (1821-84) —VOL. L
BENGAL

By BIMANBEHARL MaJumpar, MLA.
Published by the University of Calcutta—1934—pp. XI & 509.

This book claims to evaluate thg original thought of modern
Bengali political thinkers and politicians and to prove that some
. ideas were in advance even of contemporary European

of thel * Of course conscious thought began to develop with Raja
Rammohun Roy who pursued the inductive _and historical
: d. and was influenced largely by Montesquieu, Blackstone
e ah m. The Raja advocated new legislation to take the
and Befnt ato‘mary law only when the laiter was not reasonable,
place © .Cltlznt ;\7ith public welfare. Our author claims that the
i C;) nSlstalled Austin in the discovery of the distinction between
Raia ogesmorahty' In matters of individual liberty, freedom of
lti\:u;l;t equality of all in law and liberty of the press, the Raja
as t’horoudh—going as any Western individualist. though he was
was 1 lai:ge-'—faire with reference to the activity of the State.
;/;)t tOt'ade}::\s halveubeen culled by our author from the writings and
p:;::;slof those Bengalis who were deemed t(? follow Rammohun’s
ideas and political school. One of them was influenced by Frfench
Revolutionary doctrines and upheld the tbeory of natural rights
which it was the duty of Government t.o.mamtz:u'n. Ak‘shoy Kumar
Datta inherited from the Raja the spirit of philosophical spe(:\.ﬂta—
tion, expressed his support of the contrgctual theory of the origin
of government and followed the deductive method. In some par-
ticulars, however, this writer seems to bavc been Montesquieuan,
. ter-relating the character of society with ‘Lhe.natm?e and for.m of
n ment. Again he felt no hesitation in invoking the aid of
izzzzzmem. in effecting social ref.orms. He p_u>t for.ward a com-
lete theory of education in his Dharmaniti. His theory of
prex hment is very modern ; and above all he stressed upon the
Pu“11§ }rln an’s duty to the Indian. The latter idea was furthered
Englljs nl.kanath Tagore, who initiated the policy of subsidising
}é);iﬁs;:/apubhc men to agitate for Indian reform. Other wri.ters
ed on the importance of separating the executive and judicial
e and on the freedom of the individual from arbitrary im-
fu;‘mtxons t and detention without open trial. In the second half
prlsonm?ncteenth century the influence of Bankin Chandra Chat-
of ?be wn conspicuous among others. He enunciated a vigorous
t;j;r;vajf ationalism which was promoted by a strong react'}on
;;gainSt Western religion and civilisation as well as by a revelation

concepts.
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of the country’s glorious past and a repercussion of Western nation-
alism. He was influenced, likewise, by Bentham, Comte and Mill :
and he laboured hard to raise nationalism to the dignity of «
religion and to make the motherland hoth the mother and the god-
dess whose strength should be derived from the
In his Dharmatattve he modified Comte's re
and held that the love of humanity is the love of God, and patriotism
should be based on the love of humanity. He was aware of th-
value of history for rousing national consciousness. Apart from
his other ideals about the State and other concepts, he tackled the
problem of mass education with right earnestness.

ertire population.
ligion of humanity

Raja Kristo Das Pal has been termed by the author*
of the policy of progressive realisation of self-government . and
Sisirkumar Ghosh, the genius of the Amrita Basar Patril:a. can claim
credit as the first exponent of the Extremist school of Indian poli-
ticians. He was an exponent of middle-class democracy and bold-
ly demanded a Parliament for India as carly as 1870, He had an
all-India outlook and laboured to appeal to the British and American
middle-classes. His idea of the responsibility of the voter was
very thorough ; and his theory of punishment was based an the
elimination of the death sentence which he justified by having re-
course to Locke’s philosophy. His plea for the freedom of the
press is well known. He held that imperialism was harmful not
only to the conquerors but to the subject neoples also.

" the father

A chapter on the Muslim school of thought is put in: therein
we read that the agitation for separate consideration for the Mus-
lim community originated with the Bengal and Bihar Muham-
madans. Mahomed Yusuf claimed in 1883 separate representation
ior Muslims and, what is more remarkable, advocated women's
franchise for the first time in India.

The treatment of the political thought of the post-Congress era
should comprehend the ideas of men like Surendranath Banerjca
put forth in the pre-Congress era. A more marked line between
the thought of leaders as such and their political activity may be
adopted in the succeeding volume.

C s s
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IV : MEMORIES OF SIR

HE DAYS OF GEORGE

BOMBAYAII?DTWEST.—WITH HITHERTO UNPUBLISHED
EDW DOCUMENTS

By F. DAWTREY
With illustrations— (Second edition, revised and enlarged).
i e . :
Longmans, Green & Co. London : pp. XVIII & 342—price 10/6 net
o L]

. i tice of the Supreme Court at
Sir Ed\'v_ard Ylibtte’d (i};leéeili;e Canning to the Recordership
Bombay, was 3113522 and became the first head of the Supreme
of Bombay -HL d in the Western Presidency in May 1824. In that
Court establishe scarcely disguised hostility between the Com-
epocf,l there was E: and the King's Judges which, in the words of
pany s go\./ernme'nnd-nephew of the hero whose letiers to his sister,
Mr. DreWItt}; N glseen utilised, was “ the opposition of the old order
Mrs. I.Jane,' é[vflia especially in Bombay, with its old standards of
of so'Clety Tnl'tn wiuich made the position of a king’s judge who re-
public mOli_l i th a difficult one.” Mr. George Norton, Advocate-
memberedll I135 Oabay at the time, refused tc conduct a prosecution
Genera 2 Orfncourt when asked by a judge, on the ground that
for contemptbo d to’prosecute offenders against the court unless
he was notd o by the Governor ; Mountstuart Elphinstone him-
ordered t(:i ° z(;ition to the advantage of the Executive and threw
self turned @ Iihe Supreme Court, so that his biographer, Sir T. E.
the blamleq o rote years afterwards that “ one of the first acts of
Colebrooke. ¥ to appeal to the Executive to deport an unfortunate
th? Co)v:x?‘t Wzss'lr James Douglas, in his Glimpses of Old Bombay
e )-tal:es that West himself deported Fair, the editor. Sir
.;189::5) I\Zaackintosh who was not happy at Bombay d\,fring his ten-
am he Recordership, complained of Bombay society and ha'd
ure o.f t i t “the constitution of the Anglo-Indian government is
to wiite t : osition to the most demonstrated principles of poli-
foundec_l e O’F’)I') .8150 he had to complain that Government did not
tical Sclem‘:ed , ent reflections on the administration of justice. In
put doyvn m'ei; out of the settlement of the Deccan by Elphin-
an action aKmS ’i Court gave in 1825 a judgment against his deci-
stone, the lng1 to the Privy Council against the judgment got it
sion. A0 apfhe: ground that the Court had no jurisdiction.
revers.€d o d West complained against the police regulations in
S Edwarthe Grand Jury who deemed them, however, to be
his ch.arge o if illegal. West refused to sanction a proposal of
exPefhent’ evten rohibit the publication of any newspaper except
glptht:gelic:nzed by the Governor. Nor was the situation eased
y perso
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when Sir John Malcolm succeeded to the Governorship ; the latter
wrote, on the death of West, to the Board of Control that the next
Chief Justice should be one who “ must view himself as an aid te
the Company ” ; and to his wife that he would not allow his govern-
ment to be trampled upon “ not by honest fellows with glittering
sabres, but quibbling quill-driving lawyers.”

By 1826 things had come to such a pass that Elphinstone chal-
lenged West to a duel—all arising out of a most trivial accident—
which ended peacefully by the Governor cleverly managing to con-
vince the Judge of his good intentions, even to the satisfaction of
Lady West. Thus we get from Lady West's Diarv and Journal,
the letters to Mrs. Lane and the letters from Archdeacon Barnes
who was with Bishop Heber in Bombay, glimpses of the European
society in Bombay in those days when tempers were frai' and life
was monotonous and methods of executive administration were
swift and sharp. Mr. Drewitt has nothing but full-throated con-
demnation for the Company’s administration and says that men
like Silk, Buckingham and Richards and the short-lived King’s
Judges in the Presidency Towns were “their Eumenides.” We
cannot support him in his conclusion (p. 341) that “ it must have
been greatly due to the work done by the King’s Judges that the

three presidency towns stood by the British during the Sepoy
Mutiny.”

The struggle between the Bombay Government, now under
Malcolm, and the Supreme Court continued after the death of Wes:—-
Sir John Peter Grant the sole surviving judge for a time holding
that he had the power exercise the jurisdiction of the Court of the
King’s Bench over all territories subject to the Presidencies, and
Malcolm using force to oppose the service of the writ of Habeas
Corpus. Malcolm triumphed for the moment and got new judges
appointed, “two tame elephants to lead the wild ones,” as Lord
Ellenborough, President of the Board of Control, wrote in a confi-
dential letter.

Remarks on the sidelights of Bombay's social life occur in the
letters of Lady West. The dismissal of W. Erskine, the oriental
scholar and the translator of Babar’s Memoirs from the office of
Master in Equity by West, turned the opinion of the Presidency
against the latter and led to a debate in the Commons in which
Brougham and Sir James Mackintosh took part. West endeavour-
ed to separate under-trial prisoners from convicts and to improve
the position of debtors. Bishop Heber spent four months in Bom-
bay and seems to have created a fresh moral atmosphere, his visit
proving a blessing to all. The book is marked by a few lapses
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G ist temple of Juggernaut at
: nt, “ the great Buddhist .
hk? thf statg;n)e It can serve as a useful complement to the“Lz.fe
Onss'a'J (nl;s Mackintosh who, in the words of J. Douglas, “ still
o Sn‘rs (tlhe most splendid character in the whole range of Bombay
appea

history.”



Select Contents from Oriental Journals

Journal of the Amenri
nerican Ori :
ber 1934) riental Society. Vol. 54. No. 4 (Decem-
Berthold Laufer
mer Presideillt (olfg’:;l-l%:l) (an eminent Sinologist and a for-
Bibliogr e A O. Society) —Obituary Noti
e iography. ¥ ituary Notice and
) A Hitti
vants b}l' El;eHTeS);‘L (»)tn the Duties of Priests and Temple Ser-
slete critical . rtenant (with transliterated text and com
(3) Dr. Chimrar T ot and a few suggestions )
L € ist of Dupli ! S
Religieuxr Sumeriens by g.pllilcaigiatr(r)le?e Genouillac's Textes

Journal o i
1935.]‘ the American Oriental Society.—Vol. 55, No. 4. Decr
(1) An i
AnandielKangoo’I;tan: An Essay in Vedic Ontology—by
At and. o atr;xswz;iny. 'The Devas and the A'sura.;
e Co,nsu(;)ug d.lstmct anc? Qpposite in operation.‘
essence but of orientitzz::al;et\?i ?’lsnnaion being not of
e : , olution o "ans i

E};Z)F?Ee{/:j cq(;mpfleme.ntary 'to the authorl"s 32:;2”;?;0“'
Duon pr.oi)le:; ?nnthsoman Miscellaneous Publicatiinof
(2) The Horses of T-'? appm-aChed on the feminine side )

Helen E Fex:nb 12_ ‘dng' Tai Tsung and the Stele of Y‘
. a treating of the stone reliefs of the farzoll)ly
S

horses, two of whi
) ich are now i .
of Philadelphia. in the University Museum

(3) New Nuzi Texts
and a New M )
(4f)orm Tablets by E. R. Lacheman ethod of copying Cune-
Notes to Recentl i '
y Published Nuzi T
;‘iicordshare very important for the study oefx ttie l'(I;he] Nuzi
bagli’-t e social a.nd economic conditions and th gal prac-
ground of this East Tigris area, an int e Cu'ltural
of the Amarna age. , erested witness
(5) The Magic Holly i
y in J i
nishi. apanese Literature by Shio Saka-
(6) The Garrett Shadi
ic Monument of
G _ . . O St Luk
thihgan. showing the importance of the ms. in teh Mo
(1) 1 optie Gos.p‘?ls; this ms was copied in ihe 6 }? study of
the'lgr:}?mo Guidi—Selected Bibliography by R‘th oo
t. il, the great custodian of the Vatican Numis N ?rd Got-
ion and Hebrew and Semitic scholar ismatic collec-
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ranch of the Royal Asiatic Society.—Vol. XIII;

The Malayan B
December 1935.

Part 11I—Journal,
Trengganu Malay, by C. C. Brown—a treatise on a Malayan

dialect which is much akin to the Kelantan dialect and less
influenced by foreign words than other dialects of Malay.

CCXXVI, No. 2—April-June 1935.

(1) Essai sur La Phonétique des Emprunts Iraniens en
Aramiéen Talmudique by S. Telegdi.

(2) Simples Notes sur Le Pays de La Mer et L’Arabie, by

Ch. F. Jean.

(3) Melanges
Répartition des Monnaies Anciennes en Afghanistan by J.

Hackin.
La Premiere Ville
Sur le Nom « Pankaloucha

ciety of the Bengal Letters—Vol. 1, 1935,

Journal Asiatique—Tome

D’Angkov by Victor Goloubew.
” by A. Borissow.

Journal of the Asiatic So

No. 2.
y S. Wajahat Husain. This stresses

1) Mahmid Gawan b
on the effect of his death on the fall of the Bahmani dynasty

and vindicates his loyalty to the Sultan.
(2) Life and Conditions of the People of Hindustan (1200-

1550 A.D.)—mainly based on Persian sources by Kunwar
Muhammad Ashraf.

The thesis treats of the Sultanat and its reactions on Muslim
society, the court and court life, the economic condition of
the masses and standards of life and the social conditions.

cal Quartely, Vol. XI. No. 4, Decr. 1935.

The Indian Histori
Copper-Plate Inscription of Sri Bhanu by Hari-

1) Balasore

das Mitra.
(2) The Dasavaikélika-Niryukta by A. M. Ghatage.
(3) Zabita Khan, the Ruhéla Chieftain by Sir J. N. Sarkar.

(4) The Financial Administration of Lord William Bentinck

by Ishwar Sahai.
(5) Kingship and
chandra Banerjee.
(6) Racial and Cultural
the West at the Dawn o

Mitra.
7 The Buddhist Meditation by Nalinaksha Dutt.

(8) The Dhammapada and the Udanavarga by P. K. Mukher-

Nobility in the 14th Century by Anil-

Inter-relations between India and
f the Age of Copper by Panchanan

jee.
9) Pratisakhyas and Vedic Sakhas by M. Ghosh.

11
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(]iO) The Antiquity of Pandharpur by B. A. Saletore.

(11) The Kharataragaccha Pattavali compiled by Jinapala.
etc., by Dasarath Sharma. -

(12) On C_}audapéda Agima Sastra by A. Venkatasubbiah.

(13) Gauli by A. Venkatasubbiah.

The Journal of the Burma Research Society—Vol. XXIV, Part 1L

Aug. 1934.

(1) The Early History of the Malay Archipelago by J. C.
Furnivall. This account is largely based on Dr. N. J.
Krom's Hindore—Javansche Geschiedenis (Ind. ed.. 1931) an
notices the earliest Indian colonisation. the rise of the Sai-
lendra Kingdom of Srivijaya, Mataram, Kediri. Majapahit
and the instrusion of Islam.

(2) Lower Chindwin Nats. (3) Myin-byushin. (4) Komyoshin
by R. R. Langham-Carter.

(3) The Brahmanical Gods in Burma by R. P. C. The
writer, in reviewing the book with the above title by Mr. N,
R. Ray, supporis the statement that though the Brahman
with his knowledge of astronomy and law. played an import-
ant parl in the royal court and in some of the cercmonies
of the householder, had no influence beyond the immisrant
colonies.

The Journal of the Rowd Asiatic Society-—October-Decembor.

1935.

Chola Invasion of Bengal—A. C. Banerji.

A Note on the Allahabad Pillar of Asoka--C. S. Krishnaswamy
Rao Saheb and Amalananda Ghosh.

On the Form of the Bhagavadgita contained in the Kashmirian
Mahabharata—F. Otto Schrader.

The Punch-marked Coins : A Survival of the Indus Civilization
—K. P. Jayaswal

The Journal of the Bilhar and Orissa Research Society—Vol. XXI.

part 3.

Astronomical Evidence on the Age of the Vedas—Gorakh
Prasad, D.Sc.

Location of Dantapura—Professor S. Levi.

Some Old Accounts of Bhagalpur—Prof. K. K. Basu. MA..
Bhagalpur.

Early Signed Coins of India (Additions and Corrections)—
K. P. Jayaswal.

Journal of the University of Bombay—Vol. IV, Part 1.

Two unpublished Fragmentary Valabhi Grants—A. S. Gadre.
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Islamic Art and Architecture.—Ernst Cohn-Wiener.
The Parsis of Bombay and Parsi Charities.—P. A. Wadia.

The Indian Historical Quarterly—Vol. XI, Parts 3 & 4.

Some unpublished Papers relating to Indo-British History and
Administration from 1790-98 —Kalikinkar Datta, M.A.

Cult and Cult-acts of Kérala.—Prof. K. R. Pisharoti, M.A.

An Old-Javanese Pragasti from Surabaya of the Saka year
956.—Himansu Bhusan Sarkar, M.A.

Pre-Historic Copper Celt—Dr. Girindra Nath Mukherjee,
B.A.. M.D.

Two Short Remarks on Ancient Indian History.—Prof. Dr. Jarl
Charpentier, Ph.D.

Humayun's Succession to the Throne.—Prof. S. K. Banerji,
M.A., D.Phil

Events Leading up to the Battle of Panipat, 1761.—Sir Jadu-
nath Sarkar.

Balasore Copper-Plate Inscription of Sri Bhanu.—Haridas
Mitra, M.A.

Zahita Khan, the Ruhéla Chieftain—Sir Jadunath Sarkar.

The Financial Administration of Lord William Bentinck.—
Iswhar Sahai, M.A.

Kingship and Nobility in the 14th Century.—Anilchandra
Banerjee, M.A.

Racial and Cultural Inter-relations between India and the
West at the Dawn of the Age of Copper—Dr. Panchanan

Mitra, M.A., Ph.D.

The Jowrnal of Oriental Research—Vol. IX, part 3.

Tandivada plates of Prthvi Maharaja~—Dr. M. Venkataramana
Aiyah.

The Muslim University Journal, Vol. II, No. 3.

An Arab account of India in the 14th Century (Being a trans-
lation of the chapters on India from al-Qalgashandi’s Subh-

ullA‘sha).

The Jowrnal of the Greater India Society, Vol. II, Nos. 1 & 2.

Decline and Fall of $ailéndras—Prof. Dr. R. C. Majumdar,
M.A., Ph.D.

The Sailéndravamséa.—Prof. J. Przyluski, D.Litt.

An Old-Javanese Inscription from Penampihan of the Saka
year 1191.—Himansu Bhushan Sarkar, MLA.

Identification of Sri Visnuvarman of the Perak-Seal.—Dr.
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