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Some Aspects of Bahmani Culture
By
H. K. SHERWANI.

The Empire of the Bahmanis, along with ifs succession states, may
e regarded as the connecting link between two great centripetal ten-
dencies, that of the Khiljis and Tughlugs and that of the Mughals. It
was the direct result of the great extent which the Sultanate of Delhi
had reached in the time of ‘Alau'd-din Khilji Qutbu'd-din
Mdabarak Shah Khilji and Muhammad bin Tughlug by the
conguest not only of the plateau of the Deccan but even of
the far South. Muhammad bin Tughluq tried to make a sort
of a compromise between centripetal and centrifugal tendencies by
the establishment of two capitals, one the traditional capital at Delhi
and another, the central capital at Daulatabad;! but this proved to be
unworkable, and with the abandonment of Daulatabad, the centrifugal
tendencies again became strong ending in the disruption of the Empire
in his own time and the setting up of the new kingdom of the Deccan.

1. “Second capital at Daulatabad’—For this topic see Mahdi Husain, Rise and
Fall of Muhammad bin ‘Tughlug, London, 1938, pp. 108 £f.; Browne, Some Phases
of the Character and Policy of Muhammad bin Tughluq, Journal of the U, P.
Historical Society, June 1918, p. 12, Maflubuw{-Talibin, India Office MSS, 653,
quoted by Mahdi Husain, pp. 113, 114; ‘Abdu’l-lah el Makki: Zafarw’ Walih III, 863,
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: The history of the Bahmani dynasty may be divided into two dis-
tmc.t epochs indicated respectively by the Gulbarga and the Bidar
periods. There is a great difference in the character of the two epochs,
and what happened in 1430 was not merely a change of capital {rom
one town to another but a change in the very basis of government.
The period during which Gulbarga, which soon replaced Daulatabad
as the capital of the new state and the centre of the new culture, was
EDt%r-ely formative in character, and the ruler had not only to make his
position secure from within but to fight external enemics as well. The
ambition of the first Bahmani, ‘Alau’d-din Hasan Bahman Shah, knew
no bo}mds, for he wished not only to suppress the insurrections which
were instigated mostly by the agents of the Sulian of Delhi but even 10
conquer the whole of the erstwhile Tughlug dominions.? The second
of "}_le line, Muhammad I3 further strer?gthened the kingdom by his
administrative innovations, while Mujahid! reformed the military side
especially by the greater use he made of the new weapon, the gun-
Powder, which had crept into the Bahani army as carly as his father

2. ’Alawd-din Hasan Bahman Shah ascended the throne according to the
contemporary ‘Ishmi (Futihw's-Salatin, ed. Mahdi Husain, Agra, 1938, p. 525)
followed by Ferishts, Gulshan-i Ibrahimi, on Friday, 24-6-748 H. With this evi-
d‘ence Burhan-i Maasir’s 8-8-748 H., cannot be credited. The date of the acces-
sion of his successor as given by Bur., viz, 758 H. is also obviously wrong; the
only other date that we have is that given by Fer., viz., 1-3-759 H. Bahman shah,
therefore, reigned for 10 years, 8 months and 5 days which is-slightly less than
ihi years, 2 months and 7 days given by Bur., and Tabagat-i Akbari as the #uration
of his reign by about 4 months, This, however, cannot be helped as Bur-, is not
exact as to the date of hig accession and is obviously inaccurate about the date (?f
the :'accession of his successor, while Tob., does not give the date either of his
or _hls successor’s accession. We may, therefore, take it that ‘Alau’d-din-Bahman
Shah ascended the throne on 24-4-748/3-8-1347 and died on 1-3-759/11-2-1358.

:?' Muhammad I ascended the throne on 1-3-759/11-2-1358. He reigned ac-
cording to Bur., for 17 years or 18 years 7 months (Tab., is obviously wrong with
s 13 years). His successor ascended the throne according to Fer., OB
19-10-776/23-3-1375. He therefore reigned for 17 years, 7 months and 8 days which
comes midway between Burhan’s two periods,

4. Mujahid—For the date of accession and death of this king see Venkata-
Temanayya, Mujahid Shah Bahmani, Indian History Congress, Hyderabad Session,

Where he rightly considers Ferishta’s dates, i.e., 19-10-776/23-3-1375—17-12-T19/
15-4-1378, as correct, L

Some AspEcTs oF BaHmaNnt CULTURE . 3

Muhammad I’s region.® Mujahid was murdered by his uncle Dawud,$
hut the latter did not live long and was succeeded by Muhammad II
‘(who is wrongly called Mahmiuid I by Ferishta),” and this king’s reign
is marked by the impetus he gave to the spread of learning in the king-
dom and the early contact with the savants of countries bordering on
India. Muhammad’s is a peaceful reign during which the Deccan was
blessed by contentment and the spread of knowledge and culture. 'The
period following Muhammad, however, proved to be one of the darkest
in the annals of the Deccan, for his three successors, Ghiasu'd-din,

5. Gunpowder in Indie—We find a regular department of “Atishbari” as early
as 767/-1366, when 300 gun carriages were employed in the siege of Adéni by
Muhammad I, Fer. I. 290. This was many decades before ‘Abdu’r-Razziq’s men-
tion of pyrotechny at Vijayanagar and nearly forty years before the Chinaman
Mahuan saw fierarms in Bengal in 1406; see Gode, Use of Guns and Gunpowder
in India, Denison Ross Commemoration Volume, Poona, 1939, p. 117.

6. Dawiad—Only Fer., gives the date of his accession, 17-12-799/15-4-1378.
Fer., says that he reigned for one month and five days while Tab., has one month
and three days. This would fix the date of his murder to be 22-1-780 H. or
24-1-780 H. We know that Dawud was murdered while offering his Friday pra-
yers and 22-1-780/21-5-1378 was a Friday, so we can fix up that date as that of
the end of his reign.

7. The genealogy and even the name of Muhammad II is wrongly given by
Fer., as Mahmad s/o ‘Alau’d-din Bahman Shdh. Muhammad was really a grand-
son and not a son of the first Bahmani. For a discussion see Sherwani, H.K.,
Mahmid Gdwan .the Great Bahmani Wazir, pp. 56-57. Accession date, as above,
22-1-780/21-5-1378. Reigned according to Fer., for 19 years, 9 months and 20
days and according to Tab., 19 years, 9 months and 24 days. But both Fer., and
Tab., arc definite that the next king Ghidsw/d-din ascended the throne on
21-7-799 H., or 7-7-799 H., and Tab., has that he reigned for 1 month and 20
days, which makes his deposition to be in Ramadan 799 H. While the next in-
cumbent’s succession date as given by Fer., Bur., and Tab., happens to be the
17th Ramadan 799, one of the few definitely fixed dates in the whole geneology.
We may therefore infer the following:

Muhammad oI .. 22-1-788/21-5-1378 — 21-7-799/20-4-1397;
Ghiyag’d-din .. 21-7-799/20-4-1397 — 17-9-799/14-6-1397;
Shamsu’d-din Dawid II, ace. 17-9-799/14-6-1397.
Shamsu’d-din Dawid II reigned for 5 years and 7 months both according to Fer.,
and Bur. So we may put his successor Firdz’s accession as being on 24-2-800 H.,
which corresponds with Bur’s “Safar 800", and definitely with Tab.’s 24-2-800/
17-11-1397,
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Shamsu'd-din Dawiid I and Firsz® were either murdered or deposed,
and it was perhaps in order to change the whole bloodthirsty atmosphere
thus prevalent in the court at Gulbargd that Ahmad I? changed his
capital to the fertile and fruitbearing Bidar, which.even now boasts one
of the finest climates in HEMN. The Nizam’s Dominions.

Coming over to the Bidar pericd, we immediately see how, except
for the perennial conflict between the descendants of the colonists from
Delhi and Upper India and the new immigrants from Persia and Over-
ieas_, tfle”conﬁict, that is to say, between the so-called “Deccanis” and the

Afagis)” the Old-Comers and the New-Comers,1? there is an orderly
gover:nment and orderly succession to the throne. Ahmad is succeeded
by his son ‘Alau’d:din Ahmad II, who in turn gives place to the much

maligned Humaytin followed by Nizamwd-din Ahmad I, and Sham-

sud'd-din, Muhammad TIL.1! Except for a series of insurrections by a

8. Firgz—Acceded to the throne 24-2-800/17-11-1397 and reigned according
to :Tab., for 25 years, 7 months and 11 davs which take us to 4-10-825 H.. and
which nearly corresponds with 5-10-825/22-9-1421 on which Fer., Bur., and Tah.,
are all agreed as being the date of his successor’s accession.

9. Shihibuwd-din Ahmad I ascended the throne on 5-10-825/22-9-1421 bring -
ing us to 28-7-837/3-3-1434 which is less than Tab.'s date, 20-7-837 H., by only
8 days and may be regarded as approximately correct. The change of the capitai
to Bidar was affected in 833/1430 according to Fer.. I 324, hut an inscription recently
tound on clearing the debris of the Solha Khambh mosque in the Bidar Fort says
that the mosque was built in 827/-1494 by the king's favourite son Prince Muham-
mad after whom Bidar was renamed Muhammadabiad see Epigranhia Indo-Mosle-
mica, 1931-32, p. 27.

10.  For the history of this question see Mahmid Gawén, op. cit., pp. 61-71.

1. ‘Aldw’d-din Ahmed 11, Hamdyin, Nizdamwd-din Ahmad N1, Shamsu'd-din
Muhammad IIT—Counting backwards we find with plausible‘certainty‘r that Muham-
mad IIT died in the first week of Saofar 887/March 1482 (1st accordiﬁg to Fer., and
5th according to Bur.) while both Fer., and Bur., are agreed that he ascendezl the
throne on 13-11-867/31-7-1463 . The accession of his predecessor Nizamu'd-din
Ahmad T is given by Fer., as on 28-11-865/7-9-1461, and by Bur., iuét one day
ear.lier, which would make his reign extend to 1 vear 11 mont‘hs and 15 or 16 days.
Thl.s nearly corresponds to Bur.’s estimate at 2 years, 10 months and 14 days,
while Fer’s 2 months 1 day and Tab.’s 11 months and 2 days are obvious mistakes.

Now in footnote 9 we have seen that Shihabw’d-din Ahmad I reigned up to
28-7-837/3-3-1434. His son ‘Alaw'd-din Ahmad T was on the throne for 23
years, 9 months and 2 days, according to Fer., and 23 years 9 months according
to Tab. He must therefore have died on 28th or 30th Rabi I (not TamEds 11 n —teene

Somr Aspecrs oF BanmaNr CULTURE B

pretender to the throne in the time of Humiyim, which he put down
first with the new policy of compromise and then with a hard hand, the
succession to the throne was as peaceful as possible and was notably
different frem the murderous policy of the pretenders and successors
to the throne in the case of the Gulharga Bahmanis.

There is one other difference bhetween the Gulbargd and the Bidar
Sultanates. The rule of the earlier Bahmanis was marked by the great
learning of some of the rulers themselves and the Sultans at Gulbarga
made their mark in the world of Oriental knowledge. This is perhaps
not so in the case of most of the Bidar Sultins who were all matier-of-
fact persons with a strong inclination towards the sword rather than
towards the pen. The Bidar Sultanate was marked by the presence of
a great administrator Malik Saifi’d-din Ghéri who was the creator of
Bahmanl administration and who lived through five reigns, dying at
the advanced age of 107 one day after the death of Muhammad II on
20th April, 1397. The collcague of ‘Alaw’d-din Hasan Bahman Shah,
the father-in-law of Muhammad I and the prime minister of three other
Sultans, Ghori not only steered the ship of state through smooth as well
as rough waters, but actually put down the principles of sound govern-
ment for the guidance of his sovereign in his brochure, the Nasaihu'l-
Muluk. This short but illuminating pamphlet contains among other
things, the perquisites of a good ruler, of his prime minister and other
ministers, of the worth of counsel in political matters, of civil and mili-

}

. - - b
Humaytn’s successor Ahmad II's accession, we find that Humiyin must ey

by Bur.,) 862 H., corresponding to 7-3-1457. Taking this date to be that oi\
.

reigned 3 years, 6 months and 28 days which comes very near the duration of Pz~

reign as given by Fer., and 3 years, 6 months and 5 days as given by Tab. Bur’s
6 months and 5 days is obviously a mistake for 3 years 6 months and 5 days. We
come to the following conclusion; —

Chronology of the Earlier Bidar Sultans up to Muhammad III.
‘Alaw’d-din Ahmad II 28-7-837/3-3-143¢ — 29-4-862/7-3-1457;
Humiayin .. 29-4-862/7-3-1457 — 28-11-865/7-9-1461;
Nizamu’d-din Ahmad III .. 28-11-865/7-9-1461 — 13-11-867/31-7-1463;
Shamsu'd-din Muhammad TIT 13-11-867/31-71-463 — 5-2-887/27-3-1482.

M

e
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tary officers and of general
period was, however, not so

lasted even so long as it did
deow Makhdiima-i Jahin an
it up with all their integrity,

if the great personalities of Humayun's
d of Mahmtud Gawan had not propped
farsightedness and might,

from()gle’cli\?o;s}tla;t;lxshme.rlt of the new dynasty, the Deccan was cut off
2 foregome ol v the iron wall of political integrity and it was almost
o nclusion that it s.hould get its inspiration direct from Persia

verseas. It must he pointed out here that Persia of 14th or 15th
tentury was the centre of a great Aryo-Semitic culture which was then

centralisation had set in the Abbasid Caliph
dynasties like the Buwaihids,
Seljiqids were establis

ate, and Persian and Turkish
the Hamdanids, the Ghaznavids and the
hing their sway in the far flung corners of the
n turns completely overpowering its effete edifice.
which became great centres of culture, and the

cultural influence which these centres exercised on the Deccan was

considerable.

In spite of this, those who set up the Bahmani Kingdom originally
lc)am'e from the N(?r.th and it was only natural that they should have
: ;‘:)il;ﬁ}slt great traditions along with them in the matter of political insti-
irIlﬂuen,c'enomr;enc}}a‘cure of (.)ﬂ‘icia.ls, coinage and even architecture. The
e of t e North is evidenced by some of the royal to
a .u, arga, sPecmlly the tombs of the first two Bahmani Sultans. ‘Alau-
d-din’s tomb js a very simple, modest structure, the mortua;y éhamber

>

, in the absence of any evi-
k as from the-pen of Malik

gznulneness of the authorship from 5 mere translation
s«rilff:dtai the c?r:trary we may well regard the wor
e =din Ghori to whom it has been ascribed
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being 40% ft. sq., built on a platform about 4 ft. in height. The dome
is flat shaped in the traditional Tughluq style, while the walls have a
definite slope towards the base. The finials and the bouquets on the
four corners are reminiscent of the contemporary Delhi tradition, while
the door-ways are wider at their base than near the springers suggesting
how the architect has counteracted his thrust of the dome. Muhammad
I’s tomb is built more or less in the same style but is even smaller than
his father’s, measuring only 26 ft. sq.13

The first Sultan of the Deccan, ‘Alau’d-din Hasan Bahman Shah was
a man of firm resolve, yet it is remarkable that he never showed the
slightest tinge of cruelty in his dealing with the partisans of the Tughlug
faction or against the Hindu Rayas and Muqaddams against whom he
bad to struggle. He went one step forward and abolished the levy of
the Jiziah, a tax really meant for the protection of the non-Muslims,
but which had become an eye-sore to the Hindu subjects of the Sultan.!4
The Hindu chiefs of the Deccan were so much reconciled that when the
King decided to marry his son Muhammad to Malik Saifu’d-din Ghori'’s
daughter in June 1351 the Rayas of Kaulas, Shakarkhara and Mudgal
were invited as his honoured guests.!

We are not aware of the repast that was provided to the royal
guests, Hindu and Muslim, who gathered together on that greal occa-
sion, but fortunately we have the menu of another royal banquet pro-
vided by the Wazir Khwaja-i Jahan at Gulbargd on the occasion of the
progress of the Sultan to quell a rebellion at Sagar. It was exactly
an eighth part of the day when the trumpeters announced that the ban-
quet was ready. Silk tapestries were spread for table cloths and bread
was distributed on them evenly. Then came roasts of various kinds,
curry puffs, cooked vegetables; raw celery and salad along with big
and small game as well as gravied curries while “wet and dry sweets”
and halvas were provided to finish with. The meal ended with the

13. Report of Hyderabad Archacological Department, 1995-26, p. 1 and 2.

14. Sherwani, Establishment of the Bahmani Kingdom, Journal of Indian
History, December, 1941. Jiziah; ‘Abdu’l-Jabbar, op. cit., 121, quoting Mulhigat-i
Tabaqat-i Nagiri by ‘Ainuw'd-din Bijapuri, a contemporary of the first Bahmani,

15, Fer,, 1. 278.
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distribution of betel le

aves and prescntation of the nobles and leaders
of the army to the roy

al guests.16
The reign of Muhamm

o ad Shah I was a period of what may be called
mmstitutionalising and cent

ralising of the kingdom, and the hand of the
Sultan as well of his minister, Malik Saifu’d-din Ghori may he seen in
military as well as civil reforms, the division of the
vinces and the renaming of the
had, in a way, risen from the
erstwhile equals in their prope
the Sultan with a certain amo
was the man for this,
the beautiful ebony th
This Takht-i Firoza or

kingdom inio pro-
The first Behmant
ranks, and in order to keep back his
r places il was necessary to hedge round
unt of dignity and prestige. Muhammad
and he was fully prepared to take advantage of
rone presented to him by the Raya of Tilangana.
Turquoise Throne was 9 x 6 ft., inlaid with price-
less jewels to such an extent that the original black ebony gradually
became covered with jewels from end to end. It was called Turquoise
Throne because originally it was covered with turquoise enamel.t?
Muhammad Shah used tc hold a durbar on all week days except Fridays
in the Hall of Public Audience in the Gulbarga fort. Carpets of silk
of the highest value were spread and shamianas of the cloth of gold
erected in front of the hall

The king came and took his seat on the
throne when the first eighth of the day had expired and remained there

till the call to the noon prayers at about 1 p.m. The durbar was open to
all and sundry without reference to the caste, creed or religion of
the darbaris or suppliants® This throne became the chicf emblem of
royalty and remaired in the dynasty till the reign of Mohmid Shahid
on the eve of the break-up of the Empire, and he, out of sheer penury,

had it broken up for the upkeep of the court!®

The Great Mosque in the Gu
the Second Bahmani durin
erected. As Mr, Yazdani say

great officer of siate.

Ibarga Fort testifies to the taste of
g the latter part of whose reign it was
s, “there is a cloister of wide-spanned arches

16. ‘Isami, p. 349,
17. Fer., 1. 288,
18. Fer., I. 982,

19. Mahmid, succeeded Muhammad IIi >-2- 27-3- i i ti
2o/, h on $-2-887/27-3-1482 and reigned till

20. Fer., 1, 288,
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which extends on three sides and presents interminable vistas on .Wide
spanned arches. Adjoining the cloisters are seven a\‘fenues of pam"ced
arches of exquisite proportions all leading fo the main hall. measuring
45 ft. each way. ‘Lhe avenues are divided north to south mto.twe.lve
aisles by insertions of masonry colamns which, produ.ce a labyrmthl%ke
eifect in the interior of the building. We may here 'pomt out that infke
the prevalent scheme of mosque architecture in India the; x.;vhol.e building
covering an area of 38016 sq. ft., is entirely covered and is Wltho.ut any
outside court-yard whatscever, It is a unique building and tes'uﬁes' to
the taste of the Second Bahmani. There is no doubt that this innovation
is due to the influx of foreign archiiects specially Turk_ish in whose
homeland practically the whoic area of a mosque is invariably covered.

In spite of thesc innovations the Tughlug tradition persisted m ‘_che
tamous Hait Gumbad or Seven Domes as the tombs qt the remaining
Gulbarga Sultans are called; in the single domes, the bouquets on the
top of four small minarets are built over the angles of the square roofs
and even sloping walls which had disappeared in the earlier Great
Mosque but which reappears in the Shah Bazar Mosqu‘e. —rl'he arizh:-
ways of these tombs remind one of the arch-way of th.e._Ala.l 'Darw.aza
at Delhi buiit half a century earlier by ‘Alau’d-din’ Khilji. It is notice-
able how the purely Hindu hand appears for the first time in the prayer
niche in the western wall of Ghiagu’d-din’s tomb, an influence which
freely recurs in the tomb of Firéz Shah, in which the jambs on the
doorways, the brackets, the chhajjas and the double rows of arches and
the lotus leaves on the base of the dome remind one of the free play
of the Hindu artisan and which becomes so prominent in the architec-
ture of the successive states, especially Bijapur and Golconda. More-
over in Firoz’s tomb the siope in the walls completely disappears.2?

Muhammad Shah’s successor, Mujahid, was well-versed in Turkish
and Pe1:sian languages as well as in the art of war, and excelled in
archery and wrestling? In his days the art of war was being revolu-
tionized by the development of artillery, and Safdar Khan Sistani was

2l. Yazdani, The Great Mosque of Gulbarga, Islamic Culture, 1928,
22. Haft Gumbad, Report of Hyderabad Arch. Dept., 1925-26, pp. 5-7; Shah
Bazaar Mosque, p. 3.
23, Fer., 1. 296.
2
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appointed special officer in charge of the
keep under hiz command special gun carri
Vijayanagar, Ferishta says that the cann
for the first time in the siege of Adoni, where Muqarrab Khan com-
manded all “Levantineg and the Frank” who were in direct‘-charge of
the artillery, and this is the first time when we are told of the presence
of Europeans in India. We hear of thirty thousand gunners and mus-
keteers taking part in the battle and two Bahmani commandess, ‘Isa
Khan and Misa Khan were killed by musket shot.2¢

Mujahid and Dawiq
ceeded by the Ppeace
the pioneer of the M

“fire water” and ordered to
ages in the campaign against
on and fire arms were used

d were both murdered, and the latter was suc-
-loving Muhammad Shah II who has heen dubbed
. edieval culture of the Deccan® Hig reign of nearly
Twenty years was marked by almost complete peace in the Deccan and
'.even the Vijayanagar border was quiet. Muhammad was well-versed
In Persian and Arabic and was a good calligraphist and a poet of some
eminence, some of his lines being quoted by Ferishta. He married
only once and wag always happy to sit with the learned, some of whom
he called from Persia and Arabia to the Deccan.® On his hehalf Mir
Fadlullah InjG, the great savant of his time, called Khwaja Hafiz of
Shiraz and sent him a considerable amount as his travelling and other
expenses. Muhammad Shah had sent a special boat to fetch him to India,
but as luck would have it the sea began to heave when Hafiz was enter-

ing the boat and he Wwas so overawed that he disembarked at once and
composed the following tell-tale lines:

“Not all the sum of earthly happiness

Is worth the bowed head of a moment’s pain,
And if I sell for wine my dervish dress
Worth more than what I sell is what I gain.
“Full easy seemed the sorrow of the sea
Lightened by hope of gain, hope flew too fast,

A hundred pearls were poor indemnity,
Not worth the blast.”

24, Fer., 1. 290, “Firangiyan wa Rimiyan”,
25. Siddigi, A.M,

. —Muhammad Shih II, the Pioneer of Medigeval Culture of
the Deccan, Inq, Hist. Cong, Hyderabad, 1941,
. 26. Fer,, 1. 301, 302. :
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The king was so impressed by the whole episode that he sent 1,000
golden Tankas to the Khwaja as a recompense.2’

Muhammad used to wear costly dress when he was a Prince but
when he ascended the throne he was content to wear a simple dress as
he said that he was only a trustee appointed by God to serve his sub-
jects. When a severe famine attacked the state he purchased grain in
the markets of Malwa and Gujerat in return for 10,000 head of cattle
and sold it cheaply in the bazars of the Decean. He was the first Sultan
of the Deccan to have appointed teachers for imparting education to the
children in large towns such as Gulbarga, Bidar, Qandhar, Junair,

Chaul and Dabul and supplemented this by the grant of scholarships
and emoluments to scholars to study sacred texts.28

With Muhammad’s death began the short interregnum which lasted
seven months ending in the accession of Firdz on the throne. Both
Firéz and his successors were pupils of Mir Fadlulld Inji who was later
appointed Sadr Jahan, and the new king was well-versed in Qur'anic
studies, figh, natural and moral sciences, mathematics and geometry.
Firdz himself lectured thrice a week to students on the standard texts
of logic, rhetoric, the exegesis of the Qur'an and Siific precepts. He
was also a poet of some mark with ‘Uriizi and Firdzi as his poetic names.
Naturally such a Sultan would be a great patron of learning and sent
ships “in all directions” every year not only for trading purposes but
also to bring the learned and the best to the Deccan? Thus was un-
censciously laid the great problem of the “New comers” and the “Old-
comers” which finally caused the disruption of the Sultanate itself. But
naturally Firdz’s intention was anything but to create an almost in-
curable wound, and what he wanted, as he said, was to get the most
experienced from far and near for the service of the kingdom. He used
to say that he was a king when actually on the throne, but was like

an ordinary man otherwise, and he acted accordin

g to this novel yet
correct idea in being absolutely free with learned men, poets and story-
tellers part of the evening,

with the solitary condition that no convers-

27. Translation by Miss G. Bell, Poems of Hifiz of Shirdz
Literary History of Persia. 1265-1502. Hafiz died in 791/1389,
28. Fer., I. 302.

29, Fer, I. 306-308.

,» quoted by Browne,
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ation on politics would be allowed in these
though he led a numbe
perhaps inclined towards
by his leaving Khérl
family of the R

convivial mectings3 Al
r of compaigns against Vijayanagar he was
a truce with the Hindu state as is cvidenced
& in Narsingh’s possession and marryine in the
' aya of Vilayanagrr. n marriage which was celebrated
with great pomp in the capital of the Hindu Empire, and again by marry-

ing his son Hasan Khan to the famous beauty of the Deccan, Parthal
of Mudgal. '

It was in the reign of the ruee ssor of Firdz, Shihabu’d-din Abmad T,
that the capital was moved from Gulbarga to Bidar and the Great Fort
built which is still the glory of the Deccan, and the excavations of which
have hrought to light some of the most wonderful buildings the Deccan
Possesses.  After passing through the Sharzs Darwaza built by Aurang-
zib nearly two hundred and fifty years later, we pass through another
gateway and then the Gumbad Darwaza with its stilted arch which was

the favourite of the Bahmanis. We wander through the vast enclosure

with massive walls, the moat partly dug out of solid rock, to Rangin

Mahal, built almost entirely in the traditional Hindu fashion. the Sotha
Khamb Masiid, the recently - discovered inscription of which shows that
1t was built in 1424, the Diwan-i ‘Am and the Diwan-i Khas and finally
the Takht Mahal and the Baths with beautiful tile decorations and th.(‘
Persian emblem of the Lion and the Rising Bun in bold glazed tiles on
the top of the stilt3! Tt was this part of the Palace wiqich the poet
Athari, author of the Bahman Namabh, praised in his now famous lines: —

“What a grandeur! What strength! that the very sky appears
but the top of the foundation of the edifice;

And even this comparison is improper, for we must remember

that we have in our mind the palace of the king of the
world, Ahmad Bahman Shih,”®

The stilting of the arches of which the Bahmants were so fond,
shows considerable Persian influence, but this is not unmixed with

30, Fer., 1. 306.
31. Reports of Hyderabad Arch. Dept., 1928- - -
193534, T ne ept., 29, 1929-30, 1930-31, 1931-33,

o 32. Athari, 784-1383-866/1462, author of Bahman Namah which exists no
Ore a3 a separate work but which is utilised freelv bv Fer. See Fer T 295 298
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Hindu art which abounds in the fort in the carvings of marginal borders
and many other appliances. Here it may be pointed out that the stilted
Bahmani arch is seen to its advantage in many buildings in Vijayanagar,
the greatest enemy of the Bahmanis which was, however, much taken
by the architectural mofif at Bidar—e.o., in the gateway on the Talari-
gattu road, the domed gateway on the east of Hampi, the watch-towers of
the Zanana enclosures, the elephant stables, the watch-tower in the
Danaik’s enclosure and many other ruins of Hampi.3

We are now nearing the period which was enriched by the nresence
of Mahmid Gawan, the creat Bahmani Wazir, and with him the culture
of the Deccan reackhed its npox. Mahmild Gawan arrived at Bidar in
the reign of Ahmad Us son ‘Alaw’d-din Ahmad II at the ripe age of 42
and lives at Bidar throughout the reigns of Humaytin, unjustly sur-
named the cruel Nizamuw'd-din Ahmad III, and Muhammad III. He
was a great upholder of culture and his famous madrasah at Bidar is
the most prominent monument of the city visible for miles around and
its tower is definitely the loftiest tower in the town. The madrasah
vras built in 1472 nine years before his martyrdom of its founder and
is & nermanent svmhol of the public welfare which the Khwaja had at
hoart, while he himself was nowhere more at home than in its libearies
and lecture halls. The verse of the Qur'an:

“Peace be on you that are good,
So enter it for ever”,

which still adorns the main gate, beckoned every one to come and par-
take of the intellectual food provided there. The building was damaged
by an explosion during the reign of Aurangzib in 1696 and more than a
guarter of it was destroyed, but in spite of this damage it is still the
glory of the Deccan and an example of the “beautiful Persian architec-
ture in glazed tile developed under the later Mongols.” It is said that
the present most acceptable to the Khwiaja was that of books which he
invariably presented to the library of this great college.34

33. Illustrations in A. H. Longhurst, Hampi Ruins, Delhi, 1933.

34. The Madrasah at Bidar, see Mahmiid Gawan, op. cit., pp. 143-145. The
quotation is from Goetz.: Indo-Muslim Avrchitecture in its Islamic setting, Journal
of the University of Bombay, January, 1940.
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Mahmid Gawan was a writer of no mean merit, and the collection
of his letters named the Riyadu’l-Insha has the distinction of being the

earliest existing Persian work compiled in the Deccan. The 145 letters
included in the work are addressed to kings,

guecens princes, princesses,
ministers, men of learning men of religion,

men of literature and others
and throw a powerful light on the man and his contemporaries. 'To

many men of learning he extended his invitation to come to Bidar and
lecture hefore the pupils of his foundation. Among such was the great
philosopher and writer Khaja Jalalu'd-din Dawang who dedicated his
took the Shawakilu'l-Hir, a commentary of Shaikh Shihabu'd-din
Suhurwardi’s Hayakilwn-Nir. We have eight lctters addressed to
Maulana Nuru'd-din Jami “the acknowledged leader of the learned of
the epoch,” in which, among other things, the Khwaja invites the Mau-
15na to come to Bidar3 On the other hand Jami reciprocates the
honour done to him by a couple of odes, one in Persian and the other
in Arabic in which he lavishes upon him unbounded praises and the
highest honour, ard in one of the odes with a wish that the “shadow
of the Khwaja-i Jahan might continuc on his forchead.” The Khwaja
is likewise extolled by ‘Abdu’r-Razzaq the ambassador of the Sultan of
Hirat to the court of Vijayanagar, who includes him among the world-

‘amed alumni of Gilan, and by Sakhawi who regards him as one of the
luminaries of the 9th century.36

Mahmiid Gawan was like the last and strong flicker of life before
the death pangs of the Bahmani Kingdom which set in immediately
after his murder on 5th April, 1481, With the virtual disappearance of
the Buhmani state and its disruption into five succession stales the
Bahmani culture also came to an end, giving place to three chief com-
posite cultures of Ahmadnagar, Bijaptur and Golconda.

35. See Sherwani, Riyadwl-Inshi as g source-book of Deccan History, Indian
Historical Records Commission, Baroda, 1941, p. 170. Shaikh Shihabu’d-din
Suhrawardi was the ancestor of H. E. H. The Nizam of Hyderabad and Berar;
See Yisuf Husain Khan, Nizamwl Mulk Asaf Jah 1, 1936,

36. See Proceedin
1st meeting, 10-8-194],

gs of the Hyderabad Archaeological and Historical Society,

The Letters of Horace Walpole
By

K. P. Karunakara MENON.
1. Wualpole as a Man.

One of the most important uses of the study of letters is that they
give us a fuller and truer idea of the personality of their writers than
more formal and ambitious works can ever do. Many great English
writers would have been completely misunderstood but for the truth
that their correspondence reveals. Swift’s writings, for example, pro-
duce the impression that he was a man-hating Timon who would wither
the world with his wrath. But his Journal to Stella bears testimony
to his capacity for intense affection and for jovial pleasantry. The
author of The Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire strikes us an
emotionless man into whose soul ihe iron never entered, as one who
could chronicle with equal equanimity how an empire fell and how a
bubble burst. But his letters to Lord Sheffield prove that he was both
human and humane. So too with Horace Walpole. He has been des-
cribed as “the most eccentric, the most artificial, the most fastidious,
the most capricious of men”.! “His mind,” continues the same critic,
“was a bundle of inconsistent whims and affectations. His features were
covered by mask within mask. When the outer disguise of obvious
affectation was removed, you were still as far as ever from the real
man.” A careful study of Walpole’s letters will show that though he
was full of the most insane prejudices, he was capable of the most
sincere affection. His animosities were warm, but no less warm were

his attachments. He was a loving son, a steadfast friend an

d a large-
hearted humanitarian. ‘

Walpole was deeply devoted to both his parents, Sir Robert Wal-
pole, the Prime Minister, and Lady Walpole (nee Catherine Shorter).

i. Macaulay, article to the Edinburgh Review on Lord Dover's Edition of
Walpole’s Letters to Sir Horace Mann,
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Though his later biographers have repeated a scandal regarding his
birth to the effect that he was not the son of Sir Robert, but of one of
his mother’s admirers, Lord Hervey (the elder brother of Pope’s
Sporus), there is ne indication that the slightest suspicion of his parent-
age ever crossed the mind of Horace himself. He always spoke with
the warmest love and admiration of his father whom Thackeray des-
cribed as “that corrupter of parliaments, that dissolute tipsy cynic, that
Courageous Jover of peace and liberty, that great citizen, patriot and

statesman.” Sir Robert was, to Horace, “the best of fathers,” whose -

memory he “revered to the highest degree”, “the mildest, most for-
giving, best-natured of men”? “the wisest man I have seen” who “kept
ihis country in peace for twenty years”3 and who was “the glory of
human nature”4 He had the highest opinion of his father’s statesman-
ship, and in 1780, when England was at war with America and her Euro-
pean allies, he sighed for the “twenty years of peace, and credit, and
happiness and liberty” which the country enjoyed under his father:
“I look about for a Sir Robert Walpole; but where is he to be found?”
No less deep was his affection for his mother. “If I ever felt much for
anything,” he said,® “it was certainly for my mother.”

The charge of insincerity and artificiality falls to the ground when
Wwe examine Walpole's relations with his numerous friends. A man
who formed a multitude of attachments and who succeeded in main-
taining many of them for decades cannot he condemned as incapable
of warm affection. He once made the claim, “when I love anybody if
is for my life”, and how true this clajm is, is scen from the fact that he

could speak, towards the end of his life, of his constancy and sincerity

to “friends of above forty years”, of his pen being “worn to the stump
by a correspondence of

Sl “three and forty years together”$ of his friend i
S'fup Wltl:t Montagu “of between thirty and forty years”,” and of his intimac,
from eight years old” with George Selwyn “without a cloud betwee,

Letter to Governor Pownall, Octoher 27, 1783,
Letter to Sir Horace Mann, August 26, 1785.
Letter to the Earl of Oxford, Qctober 5, 1778.
Letter to the Hon. H. S, Conway, July 20, 1744.
Letter to Sir Horace Mann, March 26, 1784.

. Letter to the Rev. William Cole, May 11, 1780,
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us".8 No doubt, he quarrelled with several of his friends, for “he could
protrude a feline set of claws from his velvet gloves”? but “in his
friendships he was more eager to give than to receive.”!® With his
cousin, Henry Conway, Walpole established a life-long intimacy. He
“looked upon him as his nearest relation by his mother”, “loved him
better than anybody”, and on iwo different occasions he generously
offered to share his fortune with him”t On the latter occasion, which
was when Conway waz deprived of his offices as Groom of the Royal
Bed Chamber and Colonel of a regiment for voting against the govern-
ment, Walpole wrote:

‘In ihe mcantime, lee me beg yeou, in ihe most earnest and most
sincere of all professions, to sufier mc to make your loss as slight as
it is in my power to make il: L have six thousand pounds in the funds;
accept ali, or what part you want. Do not imagine I will be put off
with a refusal........ You have ever been the dearest person to me
in the world. You have shown that you deserve to be so. You suffer
for your spotless integrity, Can I hesitate a moment to show that there
is at least one man who knows how to value you? 'The new will, which
I am going to make, will be a testimonial of nmy own sense of virtue’,

Conway's reference to this ofler 1 a leiter that he wrote to the
Earl of Hertford should set at rest all doubt as to Walpole’s sincerity
and generosity.

‘Horace Walpole has, on this occasion, shown that warmth of friend-
ship that you know him capable of, so strongly that I want words to
express my sense of it

The best known of Walpole’s friends was Gray with whom he quar-
relled on their continental tour. Before they set out Walpole made
a will, without his friend’s knowledge, under which if he died abroad
Gray was to be his sole legatee.!> It is easy to explain the estrange-
ment, As Walpole himself said, though “his (Gray’s) writings are

8. Letter to the Countess of Ossory, January 28, 1791.

9. Leslie Stephen, Hours in a Library, II Series.

10. Robert Lynd.

11. See letters to Conway of July 20, 1744 and April 21, 1764.

12, See Walpole’s letter to Mason, March 2, 1773,
3
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Walpole. The Prime Minister’s son met him in 1740 at Florence, and
irom then commenced what he described in 1784 as “a correspondence
of near half a century .... not to be paralleled in the annals of the
Post Office!”* They had long “out-friendshipped Orestes and Pylades™.1
Sir Horace was an exile from London for over fifty years; and during
this period his friend in England gave him a minute account of home
politics. 'These lztters ave, therefore, among the most valuable histori-
ral documents of the age. Another dear friend was John Chute, and
ihe intensity of Walpole’s affection for him is seen from the poignant
grief that he felt on the cccasion of his death:

Mr. Chute and I agreed invariably in our principles; he was my
counsel in my affairs, was my oracle in taste, the standard to whom
1 submitted my trifles, and the genius that presided over poor Straw-
berry!  His sense decided me in everything; his wit and guickness
iluminated everything. I saw him oftener than any man; to him in
every difficulty T had wecourse, and him I loved to have here, as our
friendship was so entire, and we knew one another so entirely, that
he alone never was the least constraint to me. We passed many hours
together without saying a syliable to each other; for we were both
above ceremony. T left him without excusing myself, read or wrote
before him, as if he were not present. Alas! alas! and how self presides
even in our grief! T am lamenting myself, not him'~no, I am lamenting
my other self. Half is gone; the other remains solitary’.16

The friends of Horace Walpole are too numerous for enumeration,
But mention must be made of a few women correspondents, letters to
whom are among the most vivacious that he wrote. The most impor-
tant of them was, undoubtedly, Madame du Deffand who in her vouth,
was the mistress of the Duke of Orleans. Walpole first met her at
Paris in 1765 when she was nearly seventy, and completely blind, Wal-
pole’s first impression of her was unfavourable, he described her as
“an old débauchée of wit But it did not take long hefore each was

14. Letier to Sir Horce Mann, August 25, 1784,
15. TLetter to Sir Horace Maonn, December, 1785,
16. Letter to Sir Horace Mann, May 27, 1776.
7. Tetter to H. S, Cenway, October 6, 1765.
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No less dear to him than Madame du Deffand were Mary and Agnes
Berry, the daughters of a man who was disinherited by his grand uncle
for marrying only for love. Walnole made the acquaintance of these
accomplished and attractive young women in 1787 when he was
seventy and they were helow twenty five. He was enchanted by their
“pleasing figures,” thei» dress, which though “fashionable” was “within
the bounds of fashion” (for it was “without the excrescences and
balconies with which modern hoydens overwhelm and barricade their
persons)”, »nd above all, by their “good sense, information, simplicity
and case”.22 Both of them were “pearls,” but particularly Mary, who
was “an angel hoth inside and out 2 Hor face “is formed for a senti-
mental novel, hut is ten times fitter for a fifty times better thing, genteel
comedy”. 2 He confessed to his heing “in love with vou both”2 and
he ealled them hisg “darling childven 726 his “twin wives,” his “dear both,”
his “Amours” “hic 1wo Straw Berries” Malicious tongues began to
wag, but Walpole laughed at the idle mumours:

‘T am proud of my partiality for them; and since the ridicule ean
only fall on me, and not on them, 7 care not a straw for its being said
Tat ¥ om i love with ene of them—people shall choose which: it is as
much with both as with cither, and I am infinitely too old to regard the
awen dit on’ 27

The friendship was advantageous to both sides. The last years of
Walpole were soothed and sweetened by this charming attachment,
while the Miss Berrys had the advantage of securing an introduction
to the best society of the day. He persuded them to reside near his
castle of Strawberry Hill, at Cliveden (so called because it was for-
merly the abode of the actress, Mre. Kitty Clive) which he purchased,
christened “Little Strawherry”, and bequeathed to the sisters. He also
left each of them a legacy of £4,000.

22, Letter to the Countess Ossory, October 11, 1788.
23. Ibid.

24. Ibid.

25. Letter to the Miss Berrys, February 2, 1789,

26. Letter 1o the Miss Berrys, October 10, 1790,
21, Letter to the Countess of Ossory, May 29, *"*
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know, if T can persuade the Serpent that has reduced my little Eden
to be as nasty and barren as the Highlands, to take a pension and a
yellow ribbon’3¢

Equally attractive is Walpole’s love for animals. He protested
against the cruel campaign in England in 1760 against dogs: ’

“The streets are a very picture of the murder of the innocents—
one drives over nothing but poor dead dogs! The dear, good-natured,
honest, sensible creatures! Christ! how can anybody hurt them?
Nobody could but those Cherokees the English, who desire no better
than to be halloo’d to blood:—one day Admiral Byng, the next Lord
George Sackville, and today the poor dogs’.?

When a flood suddenly overran the lawn of his castle and entered
the building itself he hastened “to collect two dogs, a couple of sheep,
a pair of bantams, and a brace of gold fish, for in the haste of my zeal
to imitate my ancestor Noab, I forgot that fish could not easily be
drowned”3 He was moved to pity for “a disconsolate wood-pigeon. .
that was made a widow by the barbarity of a gun”:

‘She coos and calls me so movingly, ’“twould touch your heart
fo hear her. 1 protest to you it grieves me t{o pity her. She
is so allicholly as anything. [l warrant you now she’s as sorry
as any one of us would be. Well, good man, he’s gone, and died like
a lamb. She’s an unfortunate woman, but she must have patience’.37

He found comfort in “two marble kittens” (given to him by Mrs.
Damer) with whom he talked,®® and it was his habit after breakfast
to go to the window with a basin of bread and milk to throw to the
squirrels in the garden. He could not bear the sight of a truncated
fawn which his house-wife brought to him, and he sent her away
saying that he would as soon eat a child as the poor animal3®

From early boyhood Walpole was fond of domestic pets, and all
through life he showed the same interest in preserving them. The

34, Letier to the Earl of Harcourt, October 18, 1777.
85. Letter to the Earl of Strafford, September 4, 1760.
36. Letter to Richard Bentley, June 11, 1755.

37. Letter to George Montagu, May 30, 1736.

38, Letter to the Countess of Ossory, February 26, 1789,
89. Letter to the Countess of Ossory, July 18, 1780,
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carliesi extant letter of his, written ol the age of cight, shows that he
was incapable of forgeiting not vuly a parent or a friend hut a pet:

‘Dear mama, 1 hop you wre wall, and 1 am very wall, and 1 h{;}’
papa is wal, and I begin to slaap, and I hop al wall and wmy cosens like
there pla things very wall

and I hop Dofly Fhillips is wall and pray give my Duly o papa
Horace Wadpole

and I am very glad to near by Tom that all my crautuars are all wall
and Mrs. Selwyn has sprand her Fol and gvis her Sarves to you and
1 dind ther yester Day’.

Awmong his domesiic pels was Tory, a hlack spaniel of xing Chaiies's
breed, which was carried away by a wolf on the top of the Alps hefore
anyone could go to his rescue®® "The defunct Tory was sueceeded by
Patapan whom Walpale bought at Rome. In 1742 “Sa Majesté Patu-
panique”; as Walpole hamorously called him, had a dreadful misfortune:

‘Quarrelling with a great pointer last night about their countesses
he received a terrible shake by the back and a bruise on the left eye—
poor dear Pat! you never saw such universal consternation’ 4!

Fatapan’s porirait was painted by John Wotton in 1743, and was
hung in Walpole’s bed-room at Strawberry Hil® Patapan died in 1765
and was succeeded by a tanned biack spaniel called, Rosette. She once
saved her mastet’s life at night by drawing his attention by her persis-

tent barking to the chiroiey which was in flames, While she lay
dying in 1773 he could get no sleep, and he “sat up with her till three
in the morning. 5

The most pugnacious of his dogs was Tonton. This snappish little
dog was presented in 1778, along with his portrait

In wax on a gold

40. Letter to Richard West, November 11, 1739.
A1, Letter to Sir Horace Mann, October 9, 1742,
42, Letter to Sir Horace Mann, April 25, 1743.

43, Patapan’s Portrait was sold at the Strawberry Hill sale for £4,
4. Letter to Sir Horace Mann, March 23, 1770.

45. Letter to the Countess of Ossory, August 9, 1773,
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snuff-box, to Madame du Deifand by the Mgrédmle .de Lu;‘fembousfé
‘Lonton “grows the greater favourite” with his old mistress “the m
people he devours”:

‘t other night he tlew at Lady Barrymore’s face, and. I thougn‘c
would have torn huer cye out; but il ended in biting her finger. She
was territied; she fcil mio tears. Madame du Deltalxd,‘ \yho has tgo
much parts not to see everything in its irue light, percelving that she
nad not beaten 'tonton halt enough, immediateiy told us a stgry of‘ a
tady, whose dog, baving bitten a piece out of a genileman’s 1.eg,wt2§
tender dame in a great right, cried, out, “Won't it make my dog sick” .

On the old lady’s death the dog and the snuff-box passed to Wal-
pole. “The dog is so cross”, wrote Walopole to the Countess of. Ossors:
on November 1, 1780, “that I am sure nobedy else would treat it well.
Tonton arrived at Strawberry Hill on May 6, 1781

‘T brought him this morning to take possession of his new villa,
but his inauguration has not been at all pacific. As he has already
found out that he may be as despotic as at Saint Joseph’s, he began
with exiling my beautiful little cat; upon which, however, we shal.l not
Quite agree. He then flew at one of my dogs, who returned .1t by
biting his foot till it bled, but was severely beaten for it. I irmgedmtgly
rung for Margaret’ to dress his foot; but in the midst of my tmb.ulatxon
could not keep my countenance; for she cried, “Poor little thing, he

daes not understand my language!” I hope she will not recollect, oo,
that he is a Papist’.8

"Tonton grew very old, “stone deaf and very nearly equally blind,”
and he died in. 1789 at Berkeley Square. Walpole sent his corpse to
Strawberry Hill, and he himself went there to see him buried “behind
the chapel, near Rosette”® 'The death of Tonton was keenly felt by

his master whe decided on not having another dog, for he was himself _
too old 50

46. Letter fo the Hon. H. 8. Conway, September 8, 1775.
» Walpole’s housckeeper at Strawberry Hill,

Letter to the Hon. H. S. Conway, May 6, 1781.

Lelter 10 the Countess of Ossory, February 26, 1789,

.
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In spite of his capacity for {riendship and his humanity he was a
man of the most implacable prejudices. “A boundless friend, a bitter. .,

enemy,” is Walpole’s description of himself. Of his contemnpt for con- .

temporary literary men something will be said herealter. One of his
pet aversions was Lady Mary Wortley Montagu. He called her “Moll
Worthless” 5! She arrived at Florence while Walpole was there:

‘She .. is laughed at by the whole town. MHer dress, her avarice,
end her impudence must amaze any one that ever heard her name.

She wears a foul mob, that does not, cover her greasy black locks, that

hang loose, never combed or curled; an old mazarine blue wrapper, that

g3pes open and discovers a canvass petticoat. Her face swelled violently
on one side with the remains of a—, partly covered with a plaister,
and partly with white paint, which for cheapness she had bought so
coarse, that you would not use it to wash a chimney, In three words
I will give you her picture as we drew it in the Sortes Virgiliance—

Insanam vatem aspicies’ 5
Equally scathing is his portrait of her in old age:

‘I found her in a little miserable bed chamber of a ready-furnished
house, with two tallow candles, and a bureau covered with pots and
pans. On her head, in full of all accounts, she had an old black-laced

hood, wrapped entirely round, so as to conceal all hair or want of hair.
No handkerchief, but up to her chin a ki

nd of horseman’s riding-coat,
calling itself a pet-en-’

¢ air, made of a dark green (green I think it had
been) brocade, with coloured and silver flowers, and lined with furs;

boddice laced, a foul dimity petticoat sprig’d, velvet muffeteens on her
arms, grey stockings and slippers.

Her face less changed in twenfy years than I could have imagined;
I told her so, and she was not so tolerable twenty years ago that she
needed have taken it for flattery, but she did, and literally gave me a

'bozf on the ear. She js very lively, all her senses perfect, her languages
as imperfect as ever, her avarice greater’,58

51. Letter to Richard West, October 2, 1740,

52. Letter to the Hon. H. 8. Conway, September 23, 1740,
53. Letter to Sir Horace Mann, January 29, 1762.
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Aunother Béte Noire of his was the Duke of Newcastle. Walpole’s
attitude towards politicians was decided very often by their attitude
towards his father. He could, at times, forgive his own enemies, but
he could never forgive bis father’s enemies. He, therefore, let go n’o
opportunity of caricaturing the Duke of Newcastle who was Sir Robert’s
political opponent. The Duke (whom Dorothy Margarvet Stuart calls
a “preposterous mountebank”™) was deseribed by Walpole as a nrean
and {reacherous animal whose teeth were “tumbling out,” and whose
mouth was “tumbling in.” At a review of hte army the Duke).

‘hurried about with his glass up to his eye, crying “Finest troops!
Finest tyoops! greatest Geuneral”, then broke through the ranks when
he spied any Sussex man, kissed him in all his accoutrements.... then
back to the Duke with “Finest troops! greatest General!”—and in short
was a much beiter show than any review’.5S

Equally diverting is Walpole's account of the Duke's first visit to
the Court:,

On Friday this august remnant of the Perbams went to Court for
the first time, At the foof of the stairs he cried and sunk down: the
yeomen of the guard were forced to drag him up under the arms. When
the closet-door opened, he flung himself at his length at the King's feet,
sobbed, and cried, “God bless your Majesty! God preserve your Ma-
jesty!l” and lay there howling and embracing the King's knees, with
one foot so extended, that my Lord Coventry, who was luckily in wait~
ing, and begged the stonders-by to retive, with —‘For God’s sake,
gentlemen, don't look at a great man in distress,” endeavouring to shut
the daor, caught his grace’s foat, and made him roar out with pain.’%

Again, here is an account of the “burlesque Duke’s” behaviour at
a ball at Bedford-house:

‘The delightful part of the night was the appearance of the Duke of
Newcastle. . .. he went into the hazard~-room, and wriggled, and shuffled,
and lisped; and winked, and spied, till he got behind the Duke of Cum~

54, Horace Walpole (E.M.L.)
55. Letter to Sir Horace Mann, July 14, 1748,
56, Letter to Richard Bentley, March 17, 1754,
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berland, the Duke of Bedford, and Lugby; the {irst oif whom did not
deign to notice him; but he musi coue o . You would have died to
see Newcastle’s pitiful and distressed

figure,~nobody went near him:
he tried to flatter people thul were

too busy to mind hin; in short, he
was quite disconcerted; his treachery used 1o be so sheathied in folly,
that he was never out of countenance, but it is plain he grows old. 'To
finish his confusion and anxicty, George Selwyn, Brand, and 1, went
and stood near him, and in half whispers, that he
“Lord, how he is broke! how old he looks!”

looks very cold: I helieye there never is a fire in it.” Presently after-
wards I said, “Well, 'li not stay here; this room has been washed today.”

In short, I believe we made him take a double dose of Gascoign’s powder
when he went home.’s?

might hear, said,
then 1 said, “This room

Equally merciless is Waipole's pillorying of tie
is perfidy” (as Robert Walpole characterised the D
in his description of the burial of George II.

man “whose name
uke of Newecastle)

‘He fell into a fit of crying the moment he came into the chapel
and flung himsel; back in « stall, the Arcibishop hovering over him with
a smelling bottle; but in two minutes his curiosity got the better of
his hypoerisy, and he ran about the chapel with his glass to spy who
Was or was not there, spying with one hand, and mopping his eyes with
the other. Then returned the fear of catching cold; and the Duke of
Cumberland, who was sinking with heat, felt himsclf wreighed down,

ax.nd turning round, found it was the Duke of Newecastle standing upon
his train to avoid the chill of the marbje.’s8

No wonder Macaulay described the Duke as “a living, moving
talking caricatyre.

" Never did man carry personal abhorrence to such
an extreme as Walpole did towards the Duke of Newcastle. “There
lle}rer Was a more loyal son than Horace Walpole. He offered up &
prime minister daily as a sacrifice at Sir Robert’s tomb, 60

To be continued.

§7. Letter to George Montagu, April 26, 1759.

58. Leti_;er to George Montaguy, November 13, 1760,

59. Article to the Edinburgh Review on Lord Dover's Edition of Walpole’s
Letters to Sir Horace Mann,

60. Robert Lynd,
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Nor is it reasonable to argue that here, as in the judgment “This is
that cow”, part of the primary meaning of the two terms is left out so that
the terms tat and tvam signify only pure consciousness; for since to the
self-luminous object two contradictory features could be attributed on
the basis of limiting conditions such as time and place, the statement
“This is that cow” is quite legitimate; whereas in the case of selftlumi-
noUs consciousness there is none of the limiting conditions like time or
place to justify the attribution of opposite qualities,

* * * * k- ¥ * *
* * % * * * * ]

Moreover, since in respect of self-luminous consciousness which is
wholly without distinctions of any kind, there is nothing to generate the
Hlusion of difference, which is the root cause of misery, the $dstras be-
come purposeless, (ie., the contention that the $dstras purport to dispel
the ilusion of multiplicity falls to the ground). : :

To obviate this difficulty, persons imperfetctly acquainted with the
nature of Brahman may suggest that the qualities of having desires
which are ever fulfilled (satyakdmatva) and of being the cause of the
world belong to Isvara (who has mayi for his limiting condition), while
qualities such ag sorrow and delusion belong to the jiva who has avidyd
for his limiting condition. But this view has already been refuted.
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_(We may ask:) Do limiting conditions such as mayd and aidy®
relate to pure consciousness (cit svariipa) or to consciousness possesse

D.f quzjﬂiﬁcations (viSista)? 1If it is the former, confusion would resulti
since 1t would be impossible to distinguish between jiva and Isvara.

it is the latter, then also the same confusion would prevail. Should it be
.suggested that consciousness in itself is devoid of distinctions, but that,
m association with avidyd, it deludes itself into believing that
g is mfmifold and possessed of qualifications, we reply that the attributes
itelignigtlsrﬁf to an ?bject as qualified (tafastha) must certainly E‘P?ly v
De d.t (svariipg). For example, from the fact of the beheading ©
v edatta who had rendered himself liable to punishment, it is imposS-
»le to maintain that Devadatta in himself is not hurt.

m 1:1101. it rea}sonable to assert that what is called gbrahman or anit-
o does not exist, that what is left over is the inward consciousness 3%

:1;at 'r:he text “That t}}ou art” signifies only this pure consciousness whic
mains after the elimination of the aspect of non-sentience. For the

two terms, tat and tvam, of the text, which purports to teach the identity

Zfr :tl?e.ﬁva and the !ord, can be assigned their primary meaning (mukhys
' %Z and surely, identity Presupposes two entities.

in . )
% on your theory, the world of multiplicity is unreal, in ré®

pect of the terms tq¢
and tvq i ifference
ond non-difference, ™ which do not denote at once diff

there could be no identity (i tauto-
logous like © o e no identity (i, the terms are AL
gous like “the jar is jar” or unidentifiable like “the jar is cloth™) it
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is futile on your part to attempt to refute the notion of difference by
suggesting that none of its alternatives (ie. bheda being the very
essence of the object or different therefrom) is tenable.

Further, since non-difference is what dispels the dif’ference. of its
two substrates and since difference constitutes one object not be_mg an-
other, you yourself admit the essence of objects (vastu-si'mrupa) as
being distinct from bhedabheda, talk of the various alternatwes. as un- -
tenable and are thus vanquished by the inconsistency involvefi in your
own position. All attempts to refute distinction by needless discussions,
such as—Is it distinct or non-distinct? Is it related to the very essence
of objects or not?—are falsified by perception and experience and are
thus mere waste of lungs. The cognition “blue” is. tht‘a‘ same as ';he
awareness “lotus”; for we directly get the appreh‘.enswn this is a buc: .
lotus”. When conjunction (samyoga) is the object of perception, 1
is erroneous to raise unnecessary questions such as f‘Does it relate dis-
tinct objects?”; even so when scripture and perception assert the rela-
tion of identity (tadatmya) of tat and tvam, suc}z meaningless questz?ns
relating to it are knocked down by scripture In the shape of a stick
(dande) . The scripture which is self-existent (not the work of any per-
son) and which is free from all defects earnestly and repeatedly declares
that the finite self and the supreme self are identical in this sense,

i
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(That the finite self and Brahman are not absolutely identical; ?:
the opponent believes, and that even in moksa the jiva retains its €

tifnctness if shown by the following desecription:) Dwelling in the dep
of Brahméanubhava, the released soul experiences illimitable joy-

Since the enjoyer perishes at the time the fruit of his labours i

realise.d, moksa would hardly be sought by man. If pure °°n5d°usness
alone is loft over, we ask: For whom is moksa? |
L) * L ] » .

. . . b
. . .

. » - Y .

the Morleo;r er, which consciousness is it that has assumed the form of
world? Tt could not be the knowledge of the jar; for even in its

sbsence the world is perceived. Tt is not proper to urgc'a that before this

knowledge arises and after it perishes in moksa the world does not exist;

tt;rs;}r‘rilst:irfoml?dkmd by perception. Nor could it be the knowledg®
e . ) ' .
perceived g else; for, after that knowledge perishes, other objects 8%

therTh? oPponent may say that consciousness s one and indivisible, that
: ¢ 18 mo apprehension of distinctions within knowledge, I

objects such ag § « 4
jars are dist i ; e it
elways presen inct, while consciousness is not, sinc

- (We may ask:) In vi the cloth

! i : ew of the fact that when the
1Z§§§?;se{1 » the jar does not shine forth, how could it be said that know"
tﬁat s a xtnrays present? The opponent may reply that it is only the jar
not manifest but that knowledge clearly shines forth. To the
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objection that consciousness does not shine forth as something distinct
from jar, the opponent asks what is the precise significance of the
expression “something distinct irom the jar’? (e goes on to add). I
it denotes consciousness, consciousness does shine torth; and if it signifies
something else, such an entity is not said to shine. (He continues) more-
over consciousness which, in its essential nature, is without a form and
which is seli-luminaous is falsely taken to be manitold for no other reason
except the multiplicity of objects known. Distinctions are neither ob-
jects themselves nor their attributes; nor are they open to
perception and inference. 'The belief in the multiplicity of objects
known, such as the jar, is illusory. Hence, (the opponent asks),
how could knowledge become manifold on the basis of pheno-
menal entities like the jar? And much less could that distinction
in knowledge be considered real.

(He goes on to add) Further, self-luminous consciousness has no
antecedent non-exisience (prdga.bhdva) (i.e., consciousness is thhout a
beginning and is eternal); (for should the antecedent non-e?nstence of
conscioushess exist, it must be apprehended by consciousness 1.tse]f or b‘y
some other means; but) the antecedent non-existence of consciousness is
not apprehended with the aid of consciousness itself or something else. The
first alternative leads to a self-contradictory position; for when  con-
8ciousness is, its own non-existence caunot be. When mw‘“‘mdoﬂ}
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not exist, a cognition for which it is itself responsible—cannot arise’. The
second alternative, namely, that the antecedent non-existence of conscious-
ness is proved through some other source fares no better, for conscious-
ness is not the object of anything clse. (i.e. Any pramana that is to prove

the non-existence of consciousness must first cognize cousciousness be-

fore it could speak of its non-existence. But consciousness is self-lumin-~
ous and not the object of anything else).

Besides, since distinction and so forth are knowable, like colour, they
cannot be the attributes of consciousness. Hence, consciousness is with-
out a second. It is self-luminous. Therefore, those who know Brahman
maintain that the foregoing questions regarding the various alternatives,

based as they are on the belicf that consciousness is manifold, are all the
pranks of ignorance.

To this we reply “Well! all this dogmatic teaching may carry con-
viction with (blind) believers; we are lacking in such faith and search
for logical reasons to convince us. Like pleasure and pain, all items of
knowledge concerning various objects and obtained by different persons
are directly apprehended as being distinct from one another.3 Distinction

7. Vide Atma-siddhi p. 35,

8. 'Ih{s' and the succeeding stanza have been clearly elucidated in Srutapra-

kasika, Jijiasadhikarana p. 89 (Nirnayasagara Press Edition.)
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is not denied to conjunction ($amyoga), desire (icchd) and so forth
whose distinction is revealed by the relata. Nor is it admitted that they
are not open to perception.’?

“If consciousness is admitted to be eternal and all-pervasive, then
all objects should shine forth af all times or none at all. It w-ould not be
appropriate to seek to explain why certain objects alone shine and not
others on the basis of the proximity or otherwise of objects known; for,
like ether (@kdsa), consciousness is admitted to be all-pervasive. Nor
could this be explained on the basis of the differences in the causes of
knowledge; for knowledge is eternal and has, consequently, no cause.
Nor yet could it be explained on the basis of the divsersi?y of knowledge
itself; for you advocate the theory that knowledge is single. It would
then follow that knowledge of sound and the like would have to arise
even in the case of the deaf and the blind. Besides there would be no
room for the distinction of teacher and pupil.”

The opponent may object and say, “On our theory there is no ‘all
objects’ distinct from consciousness. Hence, there is no propriety in

your dogmatic charge that all objects should always be revealed”.

To this we reply, “Well, tell me whether the jar and the like do not
shine forth (as distinct from consciousness) or whether they appear but
are not different from consciousness. If the former, your explanation of

]

9, Compare Satad@seni, Samvidadvaitabhangavada (33).
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worldly and sacred knowledge is atwactive indeed.’ Sbiace, on yout
theory, neither words nor their meanings shine forth, (it would be
impossible to understand the world and much less the teaching of the
scripture). If the latter, your view thal consciousness is single would
be in jeopardy; for, if the world wiln its maanifold forms is consciousness
itself, then consciousness too must be equated with the world and would
thus come to be manifold.?? '

The opponent may say that since the world is the handiwork of
avidyd (which cannot be described as being distinet or nou-
distinct), there is difficulty in deciding whether it is distinct or non-
distinct from consciousness. But this is untenable; for avidyd is like a
waxen jewel which is in contact with the fire of reasoning. To explain
the matter fully.—If avidyd is said to be merely the absence of know-
ledge (i.e., if it is a negative principle) its nature would be indefinable
(nirupakhya-svabhdva), it cannot be responsible for anything (ie. for
creating the world.) )

If avidyd is something distinct from vidyd (i.e. if it is a positive en-
tity) it would be ludicrous to hold that it is indescribable, (Your) state-
ment that avidyd cannct be described as being distinct or non-distinct
from vidyd, but that it is really an entity different from vidyd is indeed
a fine piece of reasoning! If you were 1o urge that even this character

0. Compare Prakarapapaficika, 8,
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of its being distinct from wvidya is illusory, we reply that, if so,
avidya itself would in truth be vidyd. And we may ask: when con-
sciousness is pure and is not insentient, while avidyd is the reverse, why
is avidyda not considered to be distinct from vidya? Is vidyd, whose.
negation is said to be avidyd, consciousness itself or the known or the
knower? If it is either the known or the knower, avidyd cannot he re-
moved by either of these; for avidyd (ignorance) cannot be dispelled by
anything other than knoweldge. If vidyd is knowledge itself, avidyi
could not possibly exist, since knowledge is eternal.

Further, if avidyd is the opposite (contradictory) of vidud, ignorance
cannot ‘exist anywhere; for the entire world is pervaded by vidyd which
is without a second. If avidyd is said to be a negative principle, or
something other than »idyd or something opposed to it, then (you have
to abandon the theory that consciousness (samvit) is without a second.

Moreover, for whom is this avidyd? (You may reply that it is) for
the jiva. (We ask) who is a jiva? If you were to say the jiva is that to
whom avidya is ascribed, (we reply that) this leads to irrecon-
cilable mutual dependence (anyonydsraya); for there could be no avidya
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Should the opponent contend that his position really escapes the
defect of mutual dependence (anyonydsraya) in as much as avidyd is
an unreality (avastu) we ask: Then in which entity (vastu) do you
notice anyonydsraya) to be a vitiating factor? (i.e. one who rejects every-
thing other than Brahman as illusory cannot cite an object (vastu) where
this defect is met with). The character of being a vatsu is not responsible
for the charge of anyonyasraya being levelled; but when a thing is
said to depend for its very existence on its own product, this defect
arises. Therefore, it is no proper reply to urge that since avidya is an
unreality your position is not open to the charge of anyonyasraya.

Moreover, if avidya is wholly unreal (avastu), we ask: How then
does it come to be responsible for worldly activities (vyavahara)?
Wholly fictitious entities like the sky-flower are never noticed to serve
the ends of practical life (arthakriyakari). And your very statement
that avidyd is a fiction hardly establishes that it is fictitious. If the
opponent were to argue that reality is denied to avidya by the negative
particle found in compound word ‘a-vastu’, we reply that the negation
Is negated when single, uncompounded words (vyasta) like ‘jar’ and
‘cloth’ are used to refer to the world which is the handiwork of avidyd.

Therefore, the opponent iust not think of saying that avidyd is neither

real nor unreal and that, while distinctions are unreal, they appear
to be real on the strength of avidya.
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State wehther the avidyd posited by you as generating and explaining
the world-process is single or manifold. State also whether.its :substrat‘e,
viz., the soul in bondage is only one or many. If avidya is sz.ngl‘e, this
unitary ignorance, having already been expelled by the realisation of
Brahman attained by Suka, your effort to secure final release (moksa)
would indeed be wholly unnecessary.

It may be argued (by vou as follows—) “In reality there never
existed persons such as Vamadeva and Suka; it is only if they existed,
it could be argued that avidyd, having already been dispelled by their
realising Brahman, does nct exist at present. Distinctions such as “releas-
ed souls” and “souls in bondage” are projected by my ignorance; for they
are perceived, like the world of multiplicity cognised in my dreams,
The scriptural text, asserting that final release was attained by them
(i.e., Vamadeva and others) as a result of the realisation of Brahman,
js as invalid as dream utterances concerning mulkti”.

We may meet this line of argument thus—How is another person
who contends that the world is projected by his avidyd refuted by you?
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The self-same reason which you advance to prove that the universe is
projected by your avidya is also open to him like sarvajnasiddhi (ie.
even as the claim that the Buddha is omniscient can also be made on
behalf of Kapila).

As your doctrine is thus torn by mutually contradictory assertions,
you seem to argue not because you have a case, but because you must
be saying something. Just as the statements relating to their (ie,
Vamadeva and others) release are no better than dream utterances,
vour propositions also (viz. that the world is a creation of your avidyd
and that you must, therefore, endeavour to get rid of it) must share the
same fate. Hence, your effort to secure moksa must indeed be futile.
Again, if you could maintain that the scriptural passage mentions that,
as a result of Brahma-jiidna, mukti was attained by Vamadeva and others
even when it was not attained, we might equally well say that your state-
ment also speaks falsely of mukti as realisable in the future, when, in fact,
it is not to be realised. The very examples you adduced, namely, utter-
é;nces fqund in dreams, could be cited in support of the opposite conten-

ion. :

(Perhaps your reply is.—) “Such a position, viz. that mukti is not
something to be realised in future is not unaccepatble to me, because the
self is eternally free from bondage and because freedom is ever existent.”
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Against this it may be urged that since, on this view, all efforts to secure
Brahma-vidyd are wholiy” superfluous, your position amounts to invok-

ing in ceremonies just those devils which are intended to be exorcised by
them.

The opponent may contend that, although moksa is an eternal state,
it is obscured by ignorance and appears, on that account, to be non-
existent; and (he may add) that the fruit of knowledge is the mani-
festation of moksa (which has so far remained concealed). The pre-
sence of gold on the hapd being forgotten, it is searched for; and after
realising that it has all the while been on his hand, a person rests content.
Even so, it is because of the failure to realise the true nature of the self
which is ever free, that bondage is caused to the samsdrin, and the
nature of the self is manifested by knowledge of Brahman.-

Our reply to this is—Tell me what is meant by manifestation”
(abhivyakti) which is said to result from the knowledge of Brahman. Is
1t consciousness which is the very essence of self-luminous intelligence?
Or is it the knowledge “I am Brahman”? It cannot be the first; for con-
sciousness which constitutes the very essence of Brahman, being eternal,
cannot he the result of Brahma-vidya. Nor could it be said that “ynanin
festation” is merely the knowledge “I am Brahman”; for, on your theory,
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such a knowledge is itself Brahma-vidyd. And how, we ask, could it be
treated as the result of the latter?

Moreover, on your view, this knowledge arises from upanisadic
texts such as “That thou art’ (tat tvam asi). And, on the principle that
whatever has a beginning must have an end, the fear (that moksa may
be lost at any time) may afflict even the released soul.

Besides the wise have defined pratibandhaka (obstacle) as that
which prevents the appearance of the effect even in the presence of a}l
the causal factors necesssary therefor. In the present case, what was it
that was ready to emerge through the operation of its causal factors l_)ut
failed to appear heing prevented by the obstacle of ignorance (avidyd) ?
It cannot be mukti; for it is cver-existent. Nor could it be the know-
ledge “I am Brahman”; for, in the case of souls in bondage, the full com-
plement of causes necessary for the birth of the apprehension “I am
Brahman” not being present, how could it be said that this knowledge is
counteracted by avidyd? As a matter of fact, this knowledge does not
arise at present, not hecause it is prevented by counter-acting forces, ‘t.)ut
because of the absence of causal factors. Hence your position is beside
the point,

Further the belief that there is only—a single soul (in the universe)
is really unacceptable;’s for, on your view, ignorance (avidyd),

15. of. Satadusani, vada 61.
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association therewith and the character of being jwa are only illusory

(ie.,, when the very notion of jiva is deemed illusory, its being single
must be equally so).

The suggestion that the jia is one, since it appears to be so, is
contradicted by experience, for souls bound to samsdra do appear to us to
be innumerable. The activities in which bound souls are engaged till the
cessation of the cycle of births and deaths are not later shown to be false
and are thoroughly unlike dream experiences. The singleness of the
self sought to be established by reasoning could be disproved by reason~
ing iteslf, .

Other souls which possess conflicting thoughts and activities and whose
existence is inferred from their diverse behaviour cannot be argued
away any more than each person could explain away his own existence.
The fire whose existence is inferred is certainly different from observed
instanices of fire. Similarly where is the difficulty in considering that
the souls whose existence is inferred from the behaviour of others are
distinct from the self of which each person is directly aware? If it is not
conceded that the presence of other selves is inferred from their beha-
viour, all activities, sacred and secular, would cease. ) )) e
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It is futile fo contend that the distinction of consciousness into
‘knower” and ‘known’ is due to manifold limiting conditions. For (if that
were so), the distinction between the various parts of the body such as
the head and hands must lead to a belief in a plurality of selves within
- the selfsame body. Besides, if there be only one soul (in the universe),
it must experience whal is happening in all places, just as the injury to
the head, bands or feet is felt by the organism.

(On the basis of the observed fact that the soul does not remember
its own experiences in former lives, the opponent may assert that it is
unnecessary for the self to know what is happening elsewhere. To this
we reply that) self does not remember its experiences which took
place in the remote past in former lives because of factors, such as death,
torment in hell and birth-pangs. But as regards what takes place simul-
taneously (there being no remembrance), the substates of these ex-
periences cannot be mixed up. How then could the delusion that there
is only one soul arise? o

L] » * *
* ® * *
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i cannot be maintained that social activities can be explained on the
the basis of a plurality of souls each of which creates, with the aid of ifs
individual avidya, objects perceptible only to itself. How could jivas,
who are severally confined within their own dream creations and who
are totally ignorant of the activities of others, carry on worldly activity
which is possible only to a group of persons interacting with one an-
other?

* % % *

Self-luminosity, unity, afl4pervasiveness and eternity posited by
you as the characteristics of consciousness really contradict your thesis
that consciousness is without a second (advitiya). It is idle to argue
ihat these are not the characteristics of consciousness, but that they con-
stitute its very being; these features of consciousness namely, self-lumi-
nosity, unity and the Lke are distinct from one another; besides, while
the existence of consciousness is accepted on all hands, keen controversy

‘rages regarding its nature (or characteristics). It cannot be urged that

these are illusory and, hence, do not contradict the theory of non-dualism,
For these qualities are learnt from upani§adic texts which aim at reveal-
ing the true nature of reality.

9
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* * -

If, as you say, bliss, sclf-luminosity, eternity, greatness and the like
are really the essence of Brahman (and not its qualities), let this posi-
tion be clarified by you. (You must say that) terms such as ‘pliss’
either stand exactly for what the word Brahman signifies or that what
are signified by them belong to him (i.e., they are its attributes); or they
alone go by the name of Brahman.

(None of these alternatives is tenable; for) on the first alternative,
there would be no need to employ these different expressions in daily
life and in scriptures (the term Brahman being quite sufficient). Be-
sides, as already pointed out, while Brahman is posited os the causg of
the world, rival philosophers dispute its nature; hence, they (i.e,
Brahman, bliss and so forth) must be distinct. The second alter-
native is scarcely better; for with these for its qualitics, Brahman would
certainly come to he regarded as having distinctions. On the third
alternative, since each of these (ie., bliss and the like) is itself Brah-
man, there would be a plurality of Brahmans. To obviate this difficutly,
it might be said that all these together constitute Brahman even as a

. collection of trees constitutes a forest. (But even this would fare no
better, because, on your theory, Brahman is a partless whole of reality).
* * " »
* * * "
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(It is unreasonable to argue that these descriptions really teach a
partless whole of meaning (akhanddrtha), just as the statement “The
sun is resplendent and luminous” denotes a single, partless reality).
For the luminosity and splendour existing in the sun are really differ-
ent; and you cannot cite anywhere an instance in support of your con-
tention that a partless whole of meaning is conveyed by the text16

It may be urged that, since the terms jfdna, dnanda and the like
merely refer to the ahsence of non-intelligence, suffering and so forth,
and thereby denote only a unitary entity, Brahman could not
be said to be possessed of distinctions. But this is futile; for this absence
must be either real or unreal or neither real nor unreal. (None of
these is acceptable, for) the first alternative would imply that Brahman
is endowed with distinctions. On the second alternative, it would follow
that Brahman is non-intelligent. And the third alternative has already
been refuted. Besides, un that view, Brahman would scarcely be different
from ohjects like the jar. Moreover, so long as the terms jfana, ananda
and the like are not taken to signify the features opposed to non-intelli-
gence and the like which are said to be excluded they could not
yeally be said to have been eliminated; even as terms signi-
fying the character of non-intelligence (jadatva) are incapa-
ble of denying these qualities. (Taking his stand on the view that

16, of. Satadageni, vada 38,
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negation is merely the perception of an object when some other percep-
tible entity is not cognized (e.g. the negation of the jar is no other than
the perception of the bare ground) the opponent may argue that Brah-
man is non~dual, since the absence of non-intelligence is no other than
knowledge of pure Brahman, and not an attribute thereof. But even
then it would follow that Brahman has distinctions (since knowledge
of Brahman will not convey the idea of the absence of nonintelligence,
sorrow and the like so long as intelligence, bliss and the like are not
attributed to it).

Is it perception and the like or scripture that establishes the theory
that the elements and what is born of them are distinct at once from
realitv and unreality? Each one knows for himself that perception and
other pramanas reveal their respective objects as something specific. The
cognition of a blue flower in front of the perceiver is not of the same
form as that of a white crystal. The apprehension of milk as something
sweet is not of the same kind as that of morgosa as something bitter.

Thus, all items of knowledge, sacred and secular, are marked off from
one another.

(The opponent may argue as follows.) “True, distinct cogni-
tions do arise; but they have no basis in fact.” (To this it may be repli-
ed that) if the presence of varied cognitions is admitted, the cause of
these must be ascertained. And the senses and reason are their well-
known causes; for these cognitions arise whenever they are present.
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The opponent may hold the erroneous view that distinction
(bheda) cannot he the object of perception, since the object itself
(svaripa) and its distinction from other things (bheda) cannot be appre-
hended either simultaneously or in succession, and since these two
apprehensions are not identicall” This false view is due to his failure
1o realise that svariipa and bheda are non-different.

In the light of the pratiyogin (that which is denied), the object itself
which is revealed by percepticn is responsibile for the apprehension and

17. Akhandavakyarthabhangavada.

17. Those who do not subscribe to the notion of difference (bheds) may argue
as follows.—“Whoever accepts the notion of difference believes that it is open to
perception. Let him state clearly whether the apprehension of an object itself
(svariipa-grahana) and the apprchersion of its distinction from other objects
(bheda-grahana), which are both the result of perception, are identical with or
different from each other. If they are distinct, it may be asked, does perception
grasp an object or its distinction from others or both these? If perception is said to
grasp both, there is the further question: Are both these grasped simultaneously
or in succession? Svaripagrakana and bhedagrahana cannot be identified as one;
for to treat them as identical would amount to attributing to the self-same experi-
ence the contradictory qualities of not depending on a pratiyogin (in the case of
svariipagrahana) and depending upon the pratiyogin (in the case of bhedagrahana) .
It is equally difficult to treat them as distinet; for, if perception were to grasp the
object (svariipa) only, clearly it cannot apprehend bheda. And perception cannot
grasp difference only; since the cognition of difference presupposes apprehension of
svaripa. Nor is the view that perception apprehends both svaripa and bheds
tenable; for this apprehension must be either simultaneous or successive. But it
cannot be simultaneous, since knowledge of difference presupposes cognition of
svaripa and remembrance of pratiyogin; while svaripagrehana does not stand in
need of any of these. Nor could svariipe and bheda be grasped in succession since
perception is momentary and cannot last until the experience of bheda which occurs
only at the next moment. :

Vide Prameyamald of Vatsya Varadaguru, Annamalai University Journal.
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belief in multiplicity (bheda-vyavahdra); just as the knowledge of an
object in itself leads to manifold negations and just as an object six

inches long may (in the light of objects longer or shorter than this) be
considered short or long.

Thus the character of possessing distinctions cannot be denied to the

world since it is perceived to possess diverse well-defined shapes and
forms.

sk * ”’ *

(Having shown that perception does not establish that the world is
sadasadvilaksana the author proceeds to show that scripture also fails
to establish that point).

Since the scripture speaks of what has to be accomplished (kdrya),
it cannot be considered an authority in this matter (i.e., with regard to
matters of fact, namely, siddha). Even if it be considered authoritative
in this regard it cannot be said to teach this unintelligible doctrine; for
the different elements of your doctrine do not fit in with one another.

(Here it is shown that inference too fails to establish that the world
is indescribable as sat or asat).

It is argued that avidyd and its products cannot be described as
unreal (asat), since they are perceived and that it is equally difficult to
define them as real (sat), since they are later contradicted. But this
does not stand to reason; for (it may well be asked) why should not the
“{orld be treated as real (sat), since it is perceived, and as unreal (asat),
since it is later rontradicted? Hence it is clear that this notion of
avidyd (ignorance) is posited by you in ignorance.
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Is the character of unreality (mithydtva) attributed by you to the
world of multiplicity unreal or real? It cannot be the former; because
if the unreality of the world is itself phenomenal, then the reality of the
world becomes irrefutable. It cannot be the latter, because if mithyatva
were real then your theory of non-dualism would have to be given up.
As already pointed out, all praménas are known to us as mafk’mg
off their respective objects from their opposites (asat) and from their
distincts (arthantara). For example, when there arises the awareness,
“The jar exists,” it rules out the assertion of the non-existence of the
jar or of the attribution of clothness to the jar.

The opponent may try to meet this by arguing as follows.~“In the
cognition ‘“The jar exists’, the word ‘jar’ conveys either the same meaning
as ‘existence’ (Brahman) or something else. If it is the former, it would
follow that reality is non-dual; (because other propositions little this,
‘the cloth exists’. “tree exists” and so on will convey the same idea, viz.,
existence); if it is the latterr what is signified by the term
‘jar’ must be incapable cf being defined either as sat or asat (sada~
sadanirvaconiya), (because the term ghata would then imply some-
thing distinet from existence (sadvilakgana) and would at the same time
be (asadvilakgpa) something positive,
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To this we reply that, if so, you would have to admit that Brahman
also, like the jar, is indescribable as sat or asat; for the cardinal teaching
of the upanisads is “Brahman exists” (asti Brahman). And you your-
self have established, with the aid of vedic texts speaking of Brahman
being bliss (ananda), vealily (sat), and knowledge (jitana), that Brah-
man is distinct {rom bliss and the like. (Logically, in your stalement
The world is sadasadanirvacaniye’ the term “world” must signify some-
thing different from indescribable as sat or asat). Therefore, it is
impgssible for you to speak of the world as being distinct from reality
and unreality. What is said of one instance should apply to all identical
or parallel instances.

The knowledge of sattdé (existence) avising in the case of objects
like the jar does reveal the reality of diverse configurations cf objects.

Existence (sattd) is no other than the continuity of objects along
with their specific and well-defined forms or configurations which are
responsible for their distinction from smilar (sajatiya) as also from dis-
similar (vijatiya) objects, (i.e. from objects of the same class as also
from those belonging to other classes). And it (sattd) is no indepen-
dent entity. How, then, is it at all possible to speak of non-dualism?

It is impossible to deny the apprehension of diverse configurations.
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As regards your statement: ‘What is known (i.e. sattd) cannot be
an attribute of knowledge (Brahman), (we ask:) From this statement
is anything established regarding samuvit (consciousness) or not? If it
is the former, your doctrine of non-dualism would have to be sacrificed;18
if it is the latter, your effort is wholly wasted.

Therefore, various cognitions which are clearly and readily known
to be distinct from one another cannot be identified with objects like
the jar which endure (ie., are not momentary like cognitions).

The opponent may argue that objects are not distinct from know-
ledge, since they are invariably cognized together. The wise declare
that the term self-luminous (swayamprikds$a) denotes that which is
able to manifest itself without depending on anything else. ‘That object
which remains unmanifest so long as another does not present itself
cannot be considered to be distinct therefrom; just as the falseby per-
ceived double moon is non-different from the real moon.’® When know-

18. A variant reading is ‘paksapita’, On this reading the text would mean—
“If the former, you must be considered partial (in as much as you attribute nir-
dharmakatva (the cheracter of having no qualities) to Brahman, while denying all
other attributes even when they are established by various praménas). cf
Srutaprakdasikd '

19. cf. Sahopalambhaniyamadabhedo niladaddhiyoh |

Bbeda$ ca bhrinti vijfianai dréya indavivadvaye ||
10
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ledge '(vijfidna) is not manifest peither the self nor the object is
revealed. Therefore, the world-process is an illusory presentation of
knowledge. To this we reply that distinctions, being established by
perception which is of superior validity, cannot explain them away by
your reasonitig. To explain it fully.—In the cognition “I know this”,
each person realises in his own experience, clearly and distinctly that
the three—the knower, the known and knowledge—shine forth sepa-
rately and without being mixed up with one another. Inference cannot
8o against the evidence of perception. Surely, it is never inferred that
fire does not burn, since it is a substance

Moreover, (in your argument that since thought and things always
go together, they must be identical), the hetu (reason) is liable to be
charged with the defect of viruddha. For ‘going together’ necessarily
implies two objects. Surely knowledge cannot be said to be manifest
along with itself; (it can only be manifest along with some object or
cther). Further, if (on your theory there is no universal (sémanya)
apart from the different particulars) what goes by the name of know-
ledge must be unaccompanied by what may be called knowledge in
ge.neral, each item of knowledge must be said to be manifest in associ-
ation with all objects; but it is not so.20

20. Though this stanza is found earlier in the printed books and manuscripts,
this appears to be the proper place,
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The opponent may argue that in the state of-deep sleep, the stream

of pure consciousness alone shines forth uncontaminated by objects such

as the jar. Therefore, objects are not distinct from knowledge. Know-
ledge (samwvit) alone is real; while objects are unreal.

To this we reply that it is the prattle of one who fails to realise the
contradiction in one’s own statement; for there could be no invariable
presentation of thought and things together, if the two were really identi-
cal. Moreover, if consciousness could manifest itself without objects,
the latter too must present themselves in the absence of consciousness;
even as the jar may manifest itself without the presentation of the cloth,

which, in its turn may present itself without the awareness of the jar.
* ’ * * *

® * * *
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A Grammar of the Oldest Kannada Inscriptions.” By Dr. A. N. Nara-
simhia, B.A., Pup,, (Loxpon), Mysore University Publication.

“A Grammar of the Oldest Kannada Inscriptions” written by Prof.
A. N. Narasimhia, M.A., L.T.,, Ph.D., (Lond.), and recently published
by the University of Mysore is the first of the series relating to studies
in Dravidian Philology to be published by that University. The book
has been well-planned and falls into three main divisions: —

(1) Relating to Phonetic developments and studies in Mor-
phological evolution, ’
(2) Containing the text of 66 Kannada Inscriptions ranging
from 578 A.D. to 700 A.D. and
(3) Containing an Index of words found in the Inscriptions to-
gether with etymological notes therefor.
The studies are exhaustive and they take into consideration not only
the inscriptions of the 6th and Tth centuries A.D. but also the subse-
quent inscriptions down to modern times for purposes of comparison.
The author has shown great care in selecting the inscriptions which
serve as the basis of his study; this is evident from the way in which
ke rejects as spurious several inscript.ions as at pages xiv and xv. The
author has used to great advantage his wide knowledge of Kannada
grammars such as Karnatakakavyavalokana, Karnajaka—Bhagabhiigana
and Sabdamanidarpana, none of which, however, is more ancient than
the 11th century A.D.

His studies relating to the history of old Kannada ‘P’ and ‘R’ are
very valuable to comparative philologists and are sure to throw a flood
of light, especially on the problems connected with the Tamil language.
These studies (pages 1 to 51) reveal the high critical acumen and re-
gearch capacity of the author. The history of letters such as these two
has been traced in a purely scientific manner.

Among many original suggestions the author has made in this book
two are worthy of notice here. He seeks to explain the origin of the
use of ‘U’ as a nominative singular case-termination in modern Kannada,
throwing aside the view of Dr. Caldwell and Dr. Kittel that it came in
for euphony. His suggestion is that ‘U’ came to be employed as the
final letter in order to distinguish between verbal roots and nouns. One
might refer to pages 122 to 133 for the arguments which lead to this
conclusion. Again, he suggests that the origin of the instrumental case-
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ending ‘Im’ or ‘In’ may be ultimately traced to ‘Im' or ‘In’, an adverb
of time in Kannada, meaning “from that time or afterwards.” This may

have served as a suitable implement for expressing the idea of the “By
case” or the “From case.”

The author is generally very cautious about making statements. For
instance, at page 139 he says that there is no principle governing the
use of ‘Im’ or ‘In’ in different connections as an instrumental sign. Where
others would have tried to hazard plausible suggestions he usually re-
frains from doing so. This is evident in more places than one (Sce for
instance also pages 147 and 152).

A statement such as the following will show that the author does
not want to be dogmatic in regard to matters about which future re-
searches might show that the view now taken should be revised. For
instance, he says “It is not possible to state which is the earliest of these
endings. ‘UY seems to be earlier and ‘O’ is a later development”. Again,
with regard to the origin of past tense-suffix ‘d’ he says: “Kittel may
be right, but definite evidence from othcr Dravidian languages has to
be collected before accepting this as final, now that primitive Dravi-
dian NTU is most probably the original from which DU js derived.”

He has criticised Dr. Caldwell’s view in certain places. He says
for instance that it has not been possible to discover ‘In’ as a genitive
case-ending, even though Dr. Caldwell said that ‘In’ was originally
a genitive ending in Kannada as in Tamil and Malayalam. The author’s
attempt at pages 198 and 199 to disprove the view of Dr. Caldwell and
Dr. Gundert that ‘Tar’ and ‘Ta’, ‘Bar’ and ‘Ba’ are alternative roots
deserves notice. He is of the view that the principle of alternative roots
is not found in the Dhatupathas given in any of the Dravidian grammars.

Though the author sometimes subscribes to the traditional view of
deriving certain Dravidian words ultimately from Indo-Aryan sources
(witness for instance Ayya from Sanskrit Arya, wherein after all ‘Ai’
may be the Dravidian root and ‘ru’ the Sanskrit root), it is a matter for
gratification to find that the author has approached the subject in most
Places in a dispassionate and unbiassed manner. A perusal is invited
to page 120 wherein he discusses the origin of ‘am’, a suffix of the neuter.
Against the view of Prof. L. V. Ramaswami Iyer, he makes this state-
ment: —“It is not likely that ‘am’, a simple suffix of the neuter used in
the singular and the plural of neuter ‘a’—stems will be borrowed by a
highly cultivated language like Tamil or Kannada from Sanskrit. Dis-
cussing the origin of “Tan’ or “Tana’ he appears to reject the theory that
traces it to Sanskritic origin (vide page 218). Here he says “I believe
that ‘Tan’ may be Dravidian. There is another word in Tamil, Tanmai
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meaning “nature or inherent quality”. If Tanmai is Dravidian, it is
certain that Tanam (in such words as ‘okkaltana—=farming, életanam—
poverty) is Dravidian also, as ‘um’ is a normal neuter formative in
Tamil”.

The book, on the whole, is sure to serve as a valuable guide to those
that are interested in Indology in general and in Dravidian linguistics
in particular. Prof. R. L. Turner of the London School of Oriental

Studies can well be proud of the contribution his student has made to
the advancement of knowledge in Dravidian Philology.

A. C, CHETTIAR

Indian Economics Vol. 1. By G. B. Jather, M.A, and S. G. Beri, M.A.,
(Seventh Revised Edition, 1942.)

Indian Economics by Jather and Beri has served as a useful text-
book for University students ever since its first publication in 1928.
This is the seventh edition of Vol. I which has brought the work up to
date. Some of the notable additions are, the 1941 population census,
the impact of the war on agriculture, recent developments in debt relief
and tenancy legislation, present tendencies in the progress of the Co-
operative movement and the effect of the war on industrial develop-
ment. The population figures according to the recent census are given
in Appendix 1. If the figures had been incorporated in the chapter on
Population, it would have facilitated comparison with previous decen-
nial censuses and the trend in population growth to be noticed. The
growth in population and the development of the war in the Near East
have brought the problem of food supply or “means of subsistence” in
the Malthusian language, to the forefront. Food planning has become
an urgent problem; not only the production of more food stuffs but
better distribution of what is produced. The diversion of some areas
growing cash crops to food crops, the bringing under cultivation of lands
hitherto regarded as waste and more intensive methods of cultivation,
are some of the steps taken to augment production. Facilities for trans-
porting food stuffs from surplus areas to deficit areas and the equitable
distribution of available supplies by means of rationing are the problems
to be tackled on the distribution side. Recent Debt Relief Legislation
in Madras, in C.P. and Berar, in Bombay and in U.P. are given in a
conspectus. While compulsory scaling down of debts reduces the bur«
den of indebtedness in the present, it does not prevent the accumulation
of debt in the future. 'The root cause of agricultural indebtedness in
India is poverty and that can be removed only if agriculture is made
‘a surplus economy’ and not ‘a deficit economy’ as it is at present. In
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the chapter on the Co-operalive Movement, the controversy over single
v. multipurpose society is examined. The Agricultural Credit Depart-~
ment of the Reserve Bank of India in ils various publications has advo-
cated the establishment of multipurpose socictics. If the ‘Curse of
credit’ is to be turned into a boon, the Co-operative societics should
devote more attention to other important sides of the
movement  such as improevement in the mode of pro-
duction, supply of the various needs of the farmers and Co-
operative marketing of produce. The effect of the war on the various
industries of the country, the visit of the Roger Mission, the report
of the American Technical Mission (Grady report) are dealt with in
the chapter on Industries: A general Survey. The authors rightly
boint out that “While the last World War stimulated the development
of Indian industries turning out consumer’s goods, this war bids fair to
encourage the establishment, of ‘Key’ industries turning out producers
goods or capital goods’ (page 490). Industrial development would have
been more rapid if the Government had shown vision and sympathy in
the early stages of the war and encouraged the importation of machi-
nery either from England or from U.S.A.

In Appendix II, the problem of after-war economy and the action
teken by the Government of India with regard to Post-war economic
reconstruction in setting up the Reconstruction Committees and the
Consultative Committee of Economists have been surveyed.

The incorporation of new matter has considerably enhanced the
usefulness of the volume; it is bound to remain the standard text-book
on Indian Economics.

R. N. PODUVAL

Sri Haridasar Kritigalu. By Vainika Vidwan Mysore L. Rajarao Kannada
Sahitya Parishat.

The notation is very clear and the pieces from Haridasar Kritigalu
are well chosen. It is a matter for congratulation that music books set
In a correct manner to notation of Carnatic type are rendered available
to the general. and music loving public. We hope that more volumes
of this kind will be consecutively published by the author, so that monu-
mental and original works of this kind may encourage the methodical
study and practice of music in the different languages.

K. VARADACHARIAR

PREFACE

This thesis “STUDIES IN SANSKRIT TEXTS ON TEMPLE
ARCHITECTURE WTH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO THE TANTRASA-
MUCCAYA?” is the result of my work as Research Scholar in Sanskrit
in the Annamalai University from October 15, 1935 to October 14, 1937.
Many have written on the subject of Indian temple architecture, but
few have studied the original texts bearing on the subject. Our anci-
ents have left behind them not only great structures, but literature
hearing on the subject of these structures. The ancient architectural
authorities are the true exponents of the spirit of the ancient structures.
If we, moderns, desire to have an idea of the great ideas which made
Indian architecture live through the ages, we must go to the architec-
tural lore of India. Actuated by the desire to present the Hindu view
of architecture, I started to study the Sanskrit texts on temple archi-
tecture. The stndy of the texts yields a terminology which is suggestive
of rich ideas and principles of great architecture; it brings home to the
mind of the student of Indian cultare the essential teaching of Indian tem-
vle architecture. Professor P. K. Acarya of Allahabad has placed before
the modern world of indologists an edition of the text of Manasara ac-
companied by a translation of the Text in English, in addition to his
Dictionary of Hindu Architecture. Fragments of the Manasire formed
the basis of the famous Essay of Ram Raz On the Architecture of the
Hindus, published 111 years ago. We are, indeed indebted to both the
scholars, Réz and Ac#lrya, for the great and laborious work that they
have done, but when we come to the question “What is the meaning of
Tndian temple architecture?” or “What is the distinctive contribution
of India through her architectural lore to the civilisation of mankind?”,
we look to them in vain for an answer. 'Their attempt to interpret
Indian architecture in terms of the thought which brought into exis.
tence the western ‘Orders of architecture’ has caused misrepresenta~
tion of the Indian styles of architecture which are based on the differ.
ent shapes of the Sikhara (head of the temple), and hag ignored the
essential teaching of Indian architecture. In this thesis T have adopted
the background of Indian thought and, in my exposition of Indian tem-
ple architecture I have resorted to Indian architectural terminology as

revealed by a study of Sanskrit texts. My approach to the subject on
n
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the lines stated above has lod me to interpret Indian architecture in
terms of the human organism and to unfold the idea that an Indian
temple is the abode of the Supreme Spirit and not a hall for mass
prayer. Indeed we have in our temples halls for different purposes,
but these come under the class of accessory structures and they serve
to enhance the importance of the central structure, the abode of the
deity, the most important and completely organised structure. An
attempt is made to explain systematically the meaning of Indian temple
architecture in the general introduction to this thesis. The topics dealt

with in the course of the introduction are stated under the following
heads: —

1. The Basis and Expression of Indian Temple Architecture.

2. ‘Orders in Indian Architecture’—a misnomer.

3. The Mound and Grave theories examined.

4. The theory of the ‘Evolution of Stipa’.

5. The Umbrella theory of Mr. Longhurst.

6. The conception of the Prasida as the House of the Almighty.

7. Prasida—not a congregational structure, but the home of the
Spirit.

8. Decorative element in Indian Temple Architecture.
9. Idealism—the legacy of India.

There is a wealth of material emhodied in valuable and authori-
tative text that either originated or are preserved in South India and
that do not appear to have come to the notice of so important a modex.'n
writer as Dr. P. K. Acarya. Most of these texts are found written In
such good Sanskrit that they acquit themselves from the charge of
“barbarous Sanskrit” which is levelled against the class of Slipa texts
such as the Méanasira. 'The Travancore Government have laid the en-
lightened world under a deep debt of gratitude by causing the preser-

vation and publication of important manuscripts pertaining to the sub- .

ject of Hindu temple architecture and iconography. The Tantrasa-
muceaya, which is accepted as the highest authority on temple matters
in Kerala, was written by”Nérﬁyana in the early part of the 15th cen-
tury, and it was based upon earlier texts which embody the traditions
established by the successive generations of builders The author states
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at the end of the work that he was born in the Kali year 4529 (corres-
ponding to 1426 A.D.). The statement runs thus: —

“ FHeaedsafag ARGy
QR YA R |
TNGAT FAAIHFSIRE TW A
Alsd g sa9% agRaIgaga FEr i

The Mayamate, Kasyapasilpa, Visnusamhitd, Isanadivagurudeva-
paddhati, Saivigamanibandhana, Prayogamafijari and others are found
quoted in the Vimarsing, written by the son of the author of the Tan-
trasamuceaya, and they appear as the sources of the Tantrasamuccaya.
The Manugyilayacandrikd and Silparatna contain extracts from the
Tantrasamuccaya, and they are therefore post-Tantrasamuccaya works.
The Manasara is not found referred to in any one of the above works.
Of the above-mentioned works, the Prayogamafijari is preserved in
palm-leaf manuscript form in the Adyar Manuscripts Library, Madras.
The Nibandhana, or Saivigamanibandhana as it is fully called, is also
an unpublished work, and a copy of this work in manuscript form
I secured for consultation from Prof. K. Rama Pisharoti when I had
Leen to Trippunithura (Cochin State) in search of manuscripts. The
Tantrasamuccaya and its sources such as the Mayamata, Visnusamhitd,
and Gurudevapaddhati as well as the post-Tantrasamuccaya works such
as the Manusydlayacandrika and Silparatna, are all edited and pub-
lished by the late Mm. T. Ganapati Sastri of Trivandrum under the
authority of the Travancore Government. The Kasyapasilpa, which is
one of the sources of the Tantragamuccaya, is now made available %o
us by the Anandésrama publishers. It is high time that some one
opened the texts which remained untouched by modern writers on
Indian temple architecture. Had the earlier expositors and critics of
our art explored these Sanskrit texts on arhitecture and evolved a
terminology from these classic treatises, we would have avoided much
of the confusion and differences of opinion on fundamentals that mark
the present-day writings on Indian. temple architecture. The discus-
sion on the meaning of the fundamental technical terms such gag
‘Adhigthana’, ‘Stkhara’, ‘Stupikd’, ‘Vimana’; ete, (vide pp. 193—199;
287-277) shows to what extent the original texts are useful in the clear
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understanding of the character of Indian architecture and how futiie
it is to speculate without the basis of texts. From the Sanskrit texis
we learn that the ancient builders gave great attention to preliminary
matters connected with architecture such as the sclection of site and
examination of soil. The wick experiment that determines the large
quantities of oxygen in an area and the absence of Marsh-gas {rom
underground (explained in pp. 119, 120) is a striking instance of the
scientific care the builders displaycd in the matier of the selection of
site. The texts deal with the conduct of this experiment. The texts
contain much useful information on the subject of the styles of aucient
Indian architecture. In the conception of ancient builders square is
the fundamental shape, and other shapes such as octagon and circie
are derivations from the fundamental square through an increase in
the sides of the square. 1 have quoted texts indicative of this idea in
the course of my studies (vide the present volume pp. 283, 284, 323)
and I have explained and illustrated these texts in the course of my
paper on “ ‘Nagara’, ‘Dravide’ and 'Vesara’  published in the Journal
of the Indian Society of Oriental Art (Vol. IX, pp. 81-96). These texts
dealing with shapes are of particular interest to students of the styles
of ancient Indian architecture, as in the classification of the styles of
architecture ‘Nagara’, ‘Dravida’ and ‘Vesara’ the fundamental basis of
differentiation is the shape of the ‘Sikhare’ (head of the temple). Our
art is essentially symbolic, and, as the classic texts contain references
which our art seeks to symbolise, a careful study of the Sanskrit texts
is necessary for a clear understanding of the meaning of our art. In
the course of the Notes, on the strength of references collected from
original texts, I have attempted to unfold the great ideas which give
significance to Hindu temple architecture.

This thesis is divided into three main parts. The [irst part of it
ives a general introduction to the subject of Indian temple architec-
ture under the nine heads already noted. The second part conlains a
collection of stanzas from the text of the Tantrasumuccaye (T.S.S. Edn.)
bearing on temple architecture, accompanied by a rendering in readable
English of the text of the Tantrasamuccaya €xtracted for study. Part
I of the text consists of thirty stanzas extracted from Patala I and Patala
XIL. These stanzas deal with the preliminary matters connected with
temple architecture. Part LI of the text consists of the first 84 stanzas
foken from Patfala II, and these sianzas treat of the subject of temple
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architecture proper. Part III of the thesis gives critical and expository
notes and discussions bearings on the subject of architecture and the
interpretations of architectural terminology. In preparing the notes, I
have consulted most {requently the commentaries—Vimarsini of San-
kara (son of the author), and Vivarana written by a disciple of the
aathor. The former is printed and published under the authority of
the Travancore (Government and the latter rmains in manuscript form
in the Government Oriental Manuscripts Library, Madras. I have
given in the course of the Notes extracts from allied literature, that
confirm and amplify the author's observations. The works, published
and unpublished. consulted in connection with the preparation of the
Notes are mentioned in the Bibliography given in the Appendix at the
end. In the course of the Notes the subject-matter of the stanzas is
indicated by titles, and interesting topics are incidentally ireated in
the form of essays. The titles of topics treated are stated in the table
of contents. An index of the names of the authors referred to and of
the technical terms used in the course of this work is given at the end
of the work. The errors which Lave crept into the book and which I
have been able to detect in the printed forms are taken note of and
tue correct readings are given in the list of errata which is added at
the end of the bhook.

It is regretted that this work which is a treatise on architecture has
been destined to appear without the accompaniment of illustrations
and diagrams. Owing to my failure to secure the financial aid neces-
sary to illustrate this work, I am placing it before my readers in the
present unillustrated form. I hope enlightened patronage will enable
me to present a supplementary volume containing illustrations and dia-
grams in the near future for the benefit of those who need their aid
for the better appreciation of the discussions embodied in the present
volume.

I take this opportunity to convey my grateful thanks to the au-
thorities of the Annamalai University who, by granting me a research
scholarship from October 15, 1935 to October 14, 1937, have enabled
me to produce the present work. I owe a debt of gratitude to the
authorities of the University for the help they have rendered me in
bringing to light the results of my investigations in the hitherto unex-
plored classics on Silpa. In particular, I wish to express here my,
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deep sense of gratitude to Mahamahopadhyvaya Vidyavacaspati Prof. 5.
Kuppuswamni Sastriar, M.A., LES. (Retd.), whose unstinted and valu-
able guidance T have had at every stage of the production of this thesis.
I convey my grateful thunks to him for the kindly mterest hie has iaken
in the publication of this work. My grateful thanks ave due also to
Prof. V. A. Ramaswami Sastriar, M.A., who has taken great interest in
the preparation of this work and who has helped e by reading the
proofs. To Rao Sahih Dr. B. V. Nurayanaswammi Naidu, M.A., Ph.D.,
B.Com., Bar-at-Law, [ am very thankful for the very helpful interest
he has evinced in the publication of this treatise wn the University
Journal. My thanks are due to Prof. R. Ramanujachariar, M.A., pre-
sent editor of the University Journal, and to Mr. G. Srinivasachariar,
B.A, Proprictor of the G. S. Press, for the kind and particular atten-
tion they have bestowed upon the getup of this book. Last but not
the least, T wish to acknowledge my deep sense of gratitude to Prof.
K. Rama Pisharoti, M.A., for sccuring me a manuscript copy of the

Saivdgamanibandhana, for the helpful suggestions he has given me and »

for the keen interest he has evineed in the production of this work.

In the field of work I have chosen there is ample room for further
investigation as the title “Studies in Sanskrit Texts on Temple Archi-
tecture with special reference to the Tantrasamuccaya” indicates. 1
shall deem myself sufficiently recompensed if in spite of its limitations,
my work contribuier, in however little a measure, towards the appreci-
ation of the ideas and ideals which have made Indian architecture live
through the ages.

CALICUT,
9th December, 1942. N, V. MALLAIYA,
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theory of its indiucnce on architccture,
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302, 309-314.

Charucandra Las Gupla, tid.

Chatrakhanda, 220.

Citrakantha, 220.

Citrakhanda, 219.

Citrapotika, 228.

Citraskambha, 220.

Citratorana, 55, 244.

Citri (Potika), 223.

Cohn, William, 24.

Composite (pillar), 10; (-order) 11, 197,

Coomaraswami, A. K. Dr., 17, 89, 93,
U6, 98, 100, W01, 108, 2id, Ziy; 432,

Corinthian (pillar), 10; (-order) 11, 197.

Cali, 254,

Cuttambalm (Mal), 3¢5, 334, 345.

D

Da%gaodaran Numbudirippad, K, 163, 182,
Danda (top-measure of the pillar), 43,

163, 164, 222.

anda (with ref. to the measurement of
) Prikéras) 71, 73, 328, 329, 334.
Da}:_ldapéda, 219,
Darustambha, 43, 292,
Dauvirika, 129.
Dhanada, 152.

Arana, 208, 209,
Dhiima (yoni), 41, 144, 146.

Dhunua, 35, izl, 122,

Duvaja (ornamentation;, of, 200,

Dhvaja (yoniy, «4l, Lil, 1.2, 144-147.

Labpalas, 3o, Lad, 529, sol.

Dihga, Gb, 10Y.

Dipadhaman, .

Dighacattiasra (prasitiay, odi

Uit 129,

Divakara (the Gure of iNacayuis, 2/
81, d2.

Dorie (uide o0, HL08, 1o o

Daviga (oo, oo, 9, G, 194, 316, 521 '}:’..&'

Dubreull, vouveaa, teoi., 271, &4, 208

Durga, 116,

Pvadasatalaprasada, S04

Dvaras, 51, bd, i, 2ud, 248.

Dvarapatiika, 239.

Dvarasakhas, o).

Dvipus, 65.

Dvitala, 63, 282, 254, zbo, wb(, 289,

DUvivajra, 224,

K

Ehiida (potsaud), Go, 202, 251, @8, 281,
Eile Gill, «.

Farqubar, 4. N., 46, 103.

Fergusson, 24.

G

Gaja (yoniy, 41, 144, 146.

Gajalaksmi, 238.

Gajamala, 294.

Gajapada, 220.

Gajavithi, 117.

Gala (Lit. neck, the 4th main part of the
Prasada), 5, u, 12, 63, 69, 107, 1bo,
194, 197, 278. o

Gala (noulding), 45, 55, 75, '113. 410"-"
description, 181-182; 184, 190, 339, 291'

Gala (storey of the st{'ucture), 2?(’), .

Ganapa—location of his temple, 2J.

Gandharva, 129.

- Gangoly, Manomohan, 1, 17, 271

Gahbha, 22, 47.

Garbhadhana, 5, 135.

Garbhagrha, 23, 47, 199-200, 202, 203,
232.

Garbhanyasa, 39, 134-136. )

Garbhapitra, 37, 132-134. 136.

Garbhavinyasa, 5. )

Gauranganiath Banerji, 7.

Gaviksa, 65, 293, 294.

Geoffrey Scott, 7, 8, 22,
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Ghana, 295.

Ghanabhitti, 23, 203.

Ghanadvaras, 51, 55, 230, 231, 243, 244.

Ghata (part of the pillar), 12, 51,
221-223, 225, 229;,—(Nidhikalasa) 27.

Gomukha, 49, 205.

Gomitraka, 57, 251.

Gopéana, 184.

Gopuras, 325.

Govithi, 117.

Graeco-Roman architecture, 11, 162;
—orders, 10, 13; plan of Grecian
Columns, 12.

Grama, 112, 113.

Grave theory, 1, 14, 16.

Gravely, Dr., 273, 319.

Grha, 47.

Grhaksata, 129.

Grhapindi, 59, 65, 253, 204,

Grhyastitras, 972.

CGriva (neck of the structure), 5, 69, 167;
(stovey) 65, 221, 293: (moulding) 181,

Gunamsa, 337.

Gunarasana, 55, 246.

Gunavibhaga, 73, 336.

Gunavistara, 3237. -

Gura, 29, 87-92. 928 105 108, 10%-110:
119 126, 129, 136, 140,

CGurndas Sarkar, 274,

Grrudeva, 15, 100 110 120, 124 128,
132, 135, 137, 129, 176, 186, 219, 227,
229, 231, 275 277, 220 240, 4R 249,
250, 255, 255. 258, 268, 269; 275; 299;
306, 307, 214 328.

H
Hara, 10.
Hari (loeation of bis temple), 29, 113.
Harmya, 196, 275.
Hastinrstha (nracida) €9 282 315 221,
Havell, 97, 175. 180, 264, 272, 277.
Hotr, 96.

T

Image—its use and service, 78, 79: Tmage
worshin—its psychelogical aspect, 5;
Did it exist among the Vedic Aryans?
93-96;—an  element of Hinduism,
96-98.

Indra. 129, 330, 321.

Indraiit, 129.

Indrakanta, 219, 220.

Indusakalas (panel ornament) 53, 240.

Inflection (principie) 8, 9, 269.
Tonic (order) 10, 11, 197.

Téa, 83.

15ana, 129, 330, 331.

Isakanta, 217, 219.

Istakanyasa, 36.

Iyvangar, S. K. Dr., 274,

A

Jackson, 102.

Jagati, 45, 47, 75, 173 (description) 178
184, 190, 339, 340.

Jaimini, 161.

Jala, 57, 248, 249, 251; Jalaka, 293.

Jalapafijara, 248,

Jambhaka, 129.

James Kennedy, 104.

Jangha, 5, 193, 208, 209.

Janman, 177, 184. :

Jati (prasada), 63, 67, 140, 282, 302-308.

Jayanta, 129.

Jayanti, 59, 258.

Jayada, 150-152, 279,

John Summerson, 319.

K

Kadalikdkarana, 61, 260.

Kalasa, 14, 222, 264, 272.

Kalagabandha, 185, 186.

Kalluttara (Mal.), 280.

Kalyanika, 173.

Kambu. 75, 339.

Kammalar (Tamil), 89.

Kampa, 45, 55, (description) 182, 184,
246; (pillar) 208.

Kamnabandha. 187.

Kandhara, 5, 181, 184,

Kanistaharmya, 151.

Kantha, 5, 75, 181.

Kapota, 59, 63, 65, 75, 184, 253, 280, 2904
333, 339, 340.

Kapotabandha, 185, 186.

Kama, 6, 184.

Karnasiitra (implication of the term),
215.

Karirabandha, 186.

Karsana. 127.

Karu, 140.

Kaskabandha, 187.

Kasyapa, 160, 187, 201, 206; 219, 220, 225,
235, 237, 239, 242, 247, 251, 252. 300;
304, 308, 311, 312.

Kati, 5.
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Kitydyana, 318.

Kavatas, 53, 239, 240.

Keith. A.B., Prof. 95, 103, 269.

Kerala architecture-~a lincal descendant
of the ancient Indian architecture,
82; styles common in Kerala, 320; Has
umbrella shaped the roof of Kerala
shrines? 20.

Khara (yoni), 41, 144, 145.

Khanda, 182, 183.

Khandadaru, 258.

Khandaka, 45.

Khandottara, 59, 254.

Kishida H, Prof. 211.

Krsna, 97, 297.

Ksatriya, 85.

Ksepana, 184. o

Ksepanastambha, 220.

Ksudrapattiki, 182, 184.

Kudmala, 16, 53, 61, 2490, 264, 272,

Kudyastambha, 43, 160.

Kukkuva (yoni), 41, 144, 14¢

Kuksi, 5.

Kulina, 92.

Kumbha, 59, 61, 184, 222, 226 227, 229;
251; 252, 264, 272.

Kumbhabandha, 187.

Kumbhalata, 59, 251, 252.

Kumbhastambha, 220

Kumbhavinyasa, 266.

Kumuda, 45, 47, 75. 173, (deserintion)
179-181, 184, 190, 271, 272, 339, 340.

Kumudabandha, 186.

Kumuda-Danda, 328, 239.

Kumudapattika, 184, 190, 339, 340.

Kurma, 37, 131.

Kiita (wall ornamentation) —57, 248-250,
293, 194, 296-208 333; top-element of
roofing, 6, 61, 261, 263, 268; 301.

Kuttima, 176.

L

Laksmi, 53, 238, 272.

Lata, 59.

Lingadvéra, 51, 233.

Longhurst, A. H., Mr. 2, 14-16, 18-21,

Lupas, 261, 263,
Lupigradhéni, 290.
M
Macdonell, A. A., Prof., 93-95, 107, 269,
Madbyahérs, 71, 324-327, 338, '

Madhyaharmya, 170, 171.

Madhyamaharmya, 151.

Madhyanadi, 47, 199, 202.

Madhyasra, 217.

Mahiabalipuram temples, 320, 321.

Mahamaryada, 73, 325, 326, 334.

Mahimaryadabhitti, 327.

Mahanisika, 297.

Mahapadma, 264, 272.

Mohdpattika, 182, 184.

Mahiprasida, 140, 251, 282, 302, 304.

Maharnavi (potika), 223«

Mahivajana, 59.

Mahidhara, 129.

Makara, 55, 242.

Makarasya, 45, 182.

Makaratorana, 55, 244.

Makuta, 333.

Minasara, 10. 160 161. 169, 171, 172, 180
186, 195, 196, 218. 219; 234: 235.

Mainasutra, 47, 126, 189, 190.

Mafnecabandha, 185, 186.

Marficabhadra, 173.

Maficaka, 180.

Maficamantha, 186.

Mandapa, 73. 333-335.

Mandi, 12, §1, 221, 22.

Mandinhalaka. 225,

Manealavhalakia, 238.

Manomohan Gansgoly. 88.

Marshall, John. Sir, 283.

Maryada, 71, 324-327.

Maryadabhitti, 126,

Marmavadha, 230.

Mnsson, 274.

Mastaka, 6. 196. 218

Masiraka. 43, 176, 196, .

Maya, 219, 235 237, 247, 304, 308, 312

Misra (composite style) 10.

Mitra, 129.

Mitra, R. L. 283.

Modi, J. J. Dr., 96.

Module, 12.

Memier Williams, 98.

Mound, 18, 19.

Mound theory, 1, 14. .

Mrga, 129.

Mrnmaynttara, 280.

Mukha, 6.

Mukhameandana, 71, 324.

Mukhapatti, 57. 65. 250, 294.

Mukhiayama, 71, 73, 325, 320.

Mukhya, 129.

Mukhyaharmya, 170, 171.

Muktagtambha, 219.

Miila, 69.
Miilacaturaéra, 219,
Miladhiman, 325.
Miulaprasada, 325.
Milasra, ZJg.
Mirdhan, 6.
Mﬁrdhmakar 264'
Murtis, 298.

Murtipas, 29, 109, 110,

N
Nédi, 22; 47) 2027 ms'
Naga, 129.
Nagara, 318.

Nagara, 9, 69, 197, 216, 316-323.

Nagabhandha, 186.

Nagaphana, 222.

Nagesvara, 97.

Nala, (Lotus-stalk) 16, 264, 272: (pro-
jection of panel at the base) 53, 239;
(voganala) 37.

Nilambalam (Mal.) 325.

Nalinakanta, 186.

Namask&ramandava, 332.

Nambudiri (Brahmin of Malabar), 89.

Narasimha, 297.

Narayana (author of the Tantra-
samuccava) 136, 153, 160, 178.

Nasa, 57, 250, 251.

Nasi. 65.

Nasika, 6, 57, 248, 298, 297.

Nicahard, 327.

Nidhikalasa, 37, 130, 131.

Nidhikumba, 130, 131.

Nidrava, 75, 3%%.

Nigamas. 27, 80.

Nilgakanthan Asari, K., 163, 168, 182, 200,
324; 337.

Nimna, 184.

Nipraphalaki, 61, 263.

Nirgunop8sana, 77.

Nirrtl, 330, 331.

Nisumbhajit (location of his temple), 29.

o

Oma, 12, 51, 221, 222. ' '

‘Order’ (classic), 8; (orders in Indian
architecture—a  misnomen) 9-10;
(Orders of architecture)—11-13, 197,
198.

s 5 , 253, 278;—(orna-
mentation) 284; (a part)—161, 162.
Pidabandha, 45, 179, 183-186.
Padakrama, 187.

Pidastitra, 73, 337.

Padavistara, 336.

Padma (moulding), 10, 14, 16, 47, 61; 75
184, 190, 251, 252, 284, 271, 339; 340,
(optional member beneath the Adhi-
sthana) 45, 174, 175, 193; (Sildpadma)
37, 131.

Padmabandha, 185, 187.

Padmakianta, 220.

Padmakesara, 185, 186.

Padmapaduka, 174, 220.

Padmasana, 219.

Piduka, 5, 45, 47, 75, 173, 174; (descrip-
tion) 177, 184, 190, 339, 340.

Paduka-Danda, 328, 329.

Filikastambha, 220.

Paficaprikiras, 22, 71, 324-328, 341

Pafijara, 55, 57, 248-251.

Pipariksasi, 129.

Parama purusa, 83.

Pordsara, 163, 164, 186, 241, 251.

Parjanya, 129.

Psrsnika, 151.

Pirsva, 5.

ParSvahara, 73, 336.

Parvati, 99.

Patanga, 53, 236, 238.

Patra, 255.

Patrabandha, 255.

Patrakas, 53, 240.

Patrapotika, 228.

Patratorana, 55, 244,

Patri (Potika), 223.

Patrottara, 59, 254, 255.

Patta, 177; Patta or Pattikd (description)
182, 184.

P

Pattabandha, 187.
Pattika, 45, 59, 63, 65, 75.
Pattaksepana, 219.
Pattana, 112, 113.
Paustika, 150-152, 279.
Percy Gardner, 24,

- Pidhanaphalaka, 61, 264, 269.

Pilipificaka, 129.
Pindipada, 220,
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Picharoti, K. R., Prof., 267, 283, 317,
321 323.

Pitamaha, 304, 306, 307, 314.

Pitaras, 129.

Pithika, 47, 203.

Potika, 12, 51, 221.223, 225-228.

Prakaras, 326-328, 234.

Prakrtikrama, 187.

Praksepaniya, 53, 240.

Pralinaka, 220.

Pranala, 49, 204-206, 208.

Prapada, 5.

Prarcanimandapa, 71.

Prasada, 16; 21; 22, 57, 67; 69; 136; (defini-
tion of the term) 139: (classification)
140;—201, 248, 274, 275, 302, 304, 325
332.

Prastara, 12, 63, 65, 157, 166, 167, 194,
196, 197, 208, 209, 209. 253, 278, 280
291, 295,

Prati, 45, 83, 65, 75, 173, (description)
183, 184, 280. 293, 340,

Pratibandha, 179, 183, 185, 186, 200.

Pratibhadra, 173.

Pratikrama, 185-187, 194.

Pratimukha, 184.

Pratisundara, 173, 1886.

Prativiijana, 184.

Prativaktra, 185. .

Pratyutpannakrama, 45, 183, 184, 187.

Pravrajya, 87.

Privadarsana, 223, 226, 229.

Paja, (its aim) 80;—96, 100, 101, 210, 211,

Pajamandapa, 332.

Pajari, 96.

Pulakas, 53, 240.
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Pura, 112, 113.

Puramatil (Mal.), 325.
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Pisan, 129,

Puskala, 186.

Pugpadanta, 129.

Puspapuskala, 183, 186.

Piitana, 129.

R

Radhakrishnan, S., Prof., 103.
‘Rahasya’, 22,

R§machandram, 319.

Ram Raz, 7, 10, 12, 14, 118, 160, 162, 167,
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Eoth, 269.

Rsis, 80, 111.
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Sabha, 73, 334-337.
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Sala, 57, 65, 248-250, 293, 294, 296-298,
323.

Samaradhana, 80.

Samhitas, 99.

Samnyasa, 87.

Sandhinala, 53, 240.
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79. 80, 82, 90, (7. 134, 163. 190, 193,
213, 214, 230, 274, 279, 296-298, 335.

Shiku, 123.

Santika. 150-152. 279,

Sarvakamika, 150, 152, 279.

Sarvaskanda, 129.

Sarvigtasra, 217.

Satya, 129.

Saubhadra, 173.

Saumukhva. 223, 226, 229.

Saumya, 217.

Savita, 129.

Savitra, 129.

Sayana, 94.

Savana (priasada), 285, 286.

Schomerus, H. W. 104.

8ikha (lit. top-knot; finial)—8, 9, 15, 16,
268-271; (proiection at the ton of the
nanel)— 53, 239,

Sikhara, 8, 9, 12, 16, 61. 63. 65. 69, 157,
166, 167, 194, 197, 198. 216 241, 264,
267, 268, 272, 273. 274, 276-2718, 297,
3168, 317, 319, 322, 323.

Silr\k\'xrma, 131.
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Silpasastras, 2, 3, 23, 25, 88, 88, 17, 274.

Silpins, 88-91.

Simha, (ornamentation) —45, 132,

(yoniy—41, 144, 146,

Siras, 5, 197, 198, 268.

Sirsa, 6, 198, 268. .

Biva, (location of his tewple) 29;
—(deity) 83, 99, 113, 297.

Sivakanta, 220.

Skambha, 208.

Skandakanda, 219, 220.

Sivelippura, (Mal.), 325,

Skandaskanda, 186.

Sodasasra, 217.

Soma, 129, 330, 331.

Sopana, 242,

Sosa, 129.

Srenibandha, 185-187.

Sribadhanta, 186.

Sribandha, 185, 186.

Sribhoga, 187.

Srikanta, 185-187.

Srikanthanta, 186.

Srikara, (a type of Adhisthana) 186;
(name of Ghata, a part of Stambha)—

223, 226, 229.

&rikhanda, 219,

Srikumara (author of the Silparatna),
320.

Srimukha, 53, 240.

Srinivasa lyyangar, P.T., Prof., 108.

Srisa, 83.

Srisaundaryan, 186.

Srivajra, 219, 3

Srivajrastambha, 220.

Stali, 208.

Stambha, 12, 43, 63, 153, 167, 194, 196,
208, 209, 278.

Stambhavidhi, 208.

Sthanaka, 235, 286.

Sthanu, 208.

Sthanu, 208.

- Sthapati, 88-90, 129, 140.

Sthima, 208.

Stratton, 8, 11, 180, 197,

stipa, 9, 14-16, 18; (Stupa), 268, 269.

Stiipi, 14-16, 57, 166, 167.

Stapika, 9, 12, 61, 63, 157, 194 197 198;
264, 265, 267-272, 278, 333.
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Subrahmapya, 113.

Badra, 8.

Sugriva, 129,
Sudarambuja, 186,
Sungodbheda, 215,
Sundu, 49, 205.
Sundupada, 218-220.
Supadma, 33, 121, 122.
Sirmi, 94, 95.
Surya, 129, 272, (temples at Koniarak)
2717,
Satragrahin, 88, 140.
Sutraphalaka, 53, 239.
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‘Taksaka, 88, 89, 140.
1ala, 63, 65, 176, 287-291, 301-303; 307-313,
‘T'alipa, 208.
Yantra, 81, 98, 99, 104.
Tapas, 29, 87, 106-108.
Tarakajit (location of his temple) 29.
Tarangini (Potika), 228.

" Tirtha, 111,

Tirthabhigeka, 29.

Tirumular, 104.

Tithi, 41, 142-145, 148.

Toranas, 51, 55, 57, 230, 243; 244; 248,
Tritala, 287, 288.

Tulas, 59, 258, 301.

Tulasthapadas, 301, 302.

Turyasra, 217.

Tuscan (order) 10, 11, 197.
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Udaya, 156, 157,
Udyana, 112.
Uditi, 129.
Ugrabandha, 185, 186.
Ulitkhalapada, 219. -
Umbrella theory, 1, 19,
Upagamas, 99.
Upapitha, 45, 165-175, 193-199,
Upanat, 174, 177, 178,
Upavana, 112.
Urdhvapattika, 53, 182,
Uru, 5,
Utkrstaharmya, 151,
Uttara, 49, 59, 63, 141, 157, 209; 253-258,;
280; 294; 295,
Uttara-Danda, 328, 329,
Uttarapattika, 61, 256,

A A
Vahni, 129,
Vira, 220,
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Vaisnavas, 99,
Vaisya, 85.

Vajana, 45, 53, 59, 63, 65; (description)

183, 184, 256, 280.
Vijanaka, 53.
Vajanottara, 258.
Vajra, 220.
Vajrabandha, 187.
Vajrakanta, 219.
Vajrapada, 219.
Vaktra, 6.
Valabhi, 59, 65, 294, 333.
Valabhyuitara 59, 75; 253; 340.
Valayas, 53, 61, 215, 240, 263.
Valiabalikallu (Mal.) 337.
Valiambalam, 334, 3835.
Vamsa, 258.
Vana, 111, 112.
Vanaprastha, 86, 87.
Vaprabandha, 185-187.
Vapraka, 184.
Vara, 41, 142-144, 146.
Vardhaki, 88, 140.
Varpa, 85, 86.
Varnasrama, 85.
Varuna, 129, 330, 331.
Vastu, 35, 129,
Vastvadhara, 45, 176.
Vasudeva, 99.
Vayas, 41, 142, 143, 146.
Vayasa, 41, 144 146,
Vayuw, 129, 330, 331.
Vedaras, 29, 80, 88, 89, 92; 96-98.
Vedi; 59, 75, 127, 128, 253; 340.
Vedibhadra; 173.
Vedika, 55, 246, 247.

Yenkataramanayya, N., Dr., 16, 274.

Venikatesvara, S.V., Prof., 93, &4.
Vesara, 9, €9, 197, 216, 316; 321-323,
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Vicitravrtta, 215.

Vidari, 129.

Vikalpa, 67, 140, 282, 302, 309-314.
Vilakkumagham (Mal.) 325.
Vimana, 61, 273-277.
Vimanasikhara, 273.

Virakanda, 12, 51, 221, 222, 225; 226.
Virakantha, 222.

Visnu, 83, 99, 113, 131, 272.
Visnukanta, 217, 218, 220.

Vistara (implication of the term), 215.
Vitatha, 129.

Vithika, 47, 203.

Vitruvious, 7, 10, 114.

Vivasvan, 129.

Vrsa (yoni), 41, 141, 142, 144, 146; 147.

Vrtta— (Prasada) 63; 67; 282; (Stambha)

220.
Vrttapdda; 217.
Vrttayata (prasads) 69, 282.
Vyala, 24, 49, 205, 228,
Vyalapaduka, 220.
Vyaya, 41, 43, 142-145, 147.
Vyasa; 150.

w

Williams and Ellis, 8.
Wilson, 95.
Winternitz, 99, 104.

Y

Yajiia, 96, 100.
Yama, 129, 330; 331,
Yaska, 93, 95.

Yogas, 53,; 236; 237.
Yoganala, 37, 131.
Yoni, 4, 142-147.

APPENDIX I

Questionnaire used by the Investigator for investigating the villages
in the Kurinjipady Firka, Cuddalore Taluk.

A. General.

1. Size of the family.

2. Name of the head of the family.

3. Caste.

4, How many are earners?—Males and females with their ages.

B. Holdings.
5. What is the extent of the lands—dry and wet—owned by the
family—(¢) In the village. (ii)) Outside the village.
6. Land revenue paid by the family to Government.

7. .What is the number of iragmented holdings and the approxi-
matbe Jongest and shortest distance from one sub-division. to snather?

8. What are the sources of irrigation? Are the lands situsted
near the tail of the ‘ayacut’?

9. What is the approximate value of the holdings?—Give the
present market rate,

10, How many acres ave left fallow?
11. Number of acres leased out and the income from those lands.
‘ 12. Number of acres taken on lease and the income derived.

C. Ocoupation.

13. 1Is the means of living purely a?gri\culture? Are persons of the
family non-cultivating land-lords or cultivating owners or {enants or
agricultural labourers? How many workers are there in thé family?

14. I the Occupation is mixed—that is, only partly agricultural—
what is the principal occupation and what is the subsidiary?

15. I non-agricultural what is the nature of occupation and the
income derived? ’

14

—
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D. Cost of Cultivation.

16. How many acres are cultivated?— (wet and dry in acres).

17. How many workers are cmployed for the whole year?

1s. Iind the numper of additional labourcrs for wet and dry acres
separately and the expenses meted out for (1) Manuring (Is the manure
bought whoily or partly?); (2) Ploughing; (3) ZLransplanting; (4)
Weeding; (5) Reaping and threshing; (6) Sowing and seeds; ()
Cartage; (8) Other purposes. v

19. What are the various kinds of implemcnts in use? Who made
them?—Give their cost, repair and depreciation value.

20. Number of cattle and livestock—Of what use arc ihey to the
family? Are they maintained for agricultural purposes only? Caleu-
late the daily, monthly and yearly expenses on cattle.

21, Taxes other than land revenue paid by the family.

22. Any expenses not included above regarding the cultivation ol
crops.

E. Income. L
23. Yield from the land in kind and in money for the chief crop.
24. YValue of straw.
25. Value of other grains and vegetables raiscd from the land.
26. Income {rom other sources. .

~21. Value of the houses, jewels, carts, oil engincs, looms, etc.

F. Indebtedness.

28. (a) What is the area mortgaged?—Is the mortgage with or
without possession? (b) What is the date of the mortgage? Trace the
history of the mortgage—What is the principal?—What is the rate of
interest?—What is the amount of interest in arrears?

29. Pronotes and bonds—What is the principal?—What is the rate
of interest on pronotes?—What is the duration of the loan and the
amount outstanding?—What is the amount of interest in arrears?

30. Other kinds of loans—Pledge, crop loans or hand loans.

_ 3L Sources of credit—

(@) Taccavi loans—What is the amount borrowed?—Duration of
the loan—What is the rate of interest?—How many instal-

ArprENnpIX I : 999

ments have been paid? Are Taccavi loans popular? For
what purpose was the loan incurred?  Are Taccavi loans
easy to get? _

(b) Co-operative Societies—What is the amount borrowed?
Duration of the loan—Was the loan granted on personal
security or on movable or immovable property? How many
instalments have been paid? What is the overdue principal
and interest? What is the rate of interest? State the pur-
pose for which loans were taken.

(c) Land Mortgage Banks—What is the nature of the security?
What is the amount and period of loan granted by the land
mortgage bank? What is the rate percent? How many in-
stalments have been paid? For what purpose money was
borrowed? Do many resort to loans from the land mortgage
banks? What are the difficulties in getting loans?

(d) Moneylenders—Are they ryots or professional money-

 lenders or saukbars? What is the amount borrowed from
the money-lenders? What is the rate per cent? How many
instalments have been paid? TIs there any outstanding? Are
there any arrears of interest? What is the effect of the Debt
Relief Act on moneylenders? If there is a shrinkage of credit
will the monevlenders withhold for a long time? How is the
money obtained for paying kist and for meeting agricultural
expenses? What is the amount of the scaled down debt?
Is the Act popular?

32, What are the purposes for which debts were contracted? State
roughly the amounts in each case.

33. Remarks, if any, of the investigator regarding credit facilities

34, Marketing—Where is the produce sold? Does the broker g
to the village? Is there any help from the Co-operative Sale Society!
What are the difficulties in the marketing of the goods? What is the
opinion of the ryots in the matter of weights and measures?

35. Savings Institutions—How are savings invested? Are Co—operé-
tive societies popular?

36. What is the estimated total amount of income of the family?
37. What is the estimated total expenditure?
38. What is the total debt?

39. State the approximate total value of property.
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G. Standard of Living.

34

40. Standard of living. For the poor and lower middle classes
calculate the daily or weckly expenses, for the rich monthly or yearly
expenses.

Debt per
Re. of

assessment,

Debt per
acr

9% 0 6
1410 0O

Commodities and Quantity consumed. Cost
Services.
Daily. Weekly. Monthly. Annually. Rs. a. p.

head.
19 1 1
87 6 9

jary

. Rice or Paddy
Ragi, Cumbu and
Varagu

Dholl .

Spices .

Sugar and Jaggery..

Oft and Ghee

Mk .

. Fggs, Fish and

Mutton .

. Vegetables

10. Coffee and Tea

11. Betel and Nut

12. Clgarettes and
Beedies ve

13. Drinks end Drugs..

14, Fuel—bought or col-
lected .

15. Kerosine .

16. Clothing (Annual
expense) .

17. House yent or re-
pairs (Annual) ..

18. Dhoby, barber and
other servants
(annualy

19. Medicine

20. Bducation Ve

21. Amusements, piigri-
mages, feasts and

i
99 12 10

Total
debt.
Rs
2,994
38,020 500 6 1
6,140

family.

Rs, a. p. Rs. 22 p. Rs. a. p. Rs. a. p. -

877 2 3 11513 9

Debt per Debt per

-

Statement showing the indebtedness of 113 families in the village of Ellayappenpattai (compris-
ing of the hamlets of Nellikupam, Mainakshipet, Ellayappanpattai and Vazhapalam), Cuddalore Taluk.

e B = I

@

TasLE 1

Hold-
ings.
a. p. Acs

APPENDIX I

A

1088 8 0 39
145 0 0 419

Assessment.

No. of
mem=-
bers.
157
435
53

No. of
families,
30
76
7

to

economic survey was conducted by me in May and June 1938.

. land-holders
1

Re.

Tables relating to Indebtedness of the families in the villages of the Cuddalore Taluk, where an

How many meals are taken daily and what is the menu usually?
41. General remarks of the investigator.

paying land revenue
between

Rs. 100

paying land revenue
above Rs. 100

1. Labourers
2. Registered

l3. Registered land-holders
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304 ProsLEM or RURAL CREDIT 1N THE MADRAS PRESIDENCY
TaBLE 6
l h . N o - - . N . 'b N .
Tables showing the purp%-% of borxowing m, the villages surveyed by Statement showing purposes for which debts were incurred in 150
me in May and Juue ’38.

families in the villages of Ellayuppanpattai Kottavancheri,
Elavarasampattu, Kannaddy, Peramathur, Bhudhambhady,
Kurinjipady and Andikuppam, Cuddalore Taluk.

"TapLy 4

Statement showing purposes for which debts were incurred in 113
families in the village of Ellayapanpattai, Cuddalore Taluk.

R

Purpose of borrowing. Rs. Per cent. Purpose of borrowing. Rs. Per cent.
Ancestral debts . 21,770 46'6
ggricultural expenses . 5,517 11‘? Ancestral debts : .. 35,381 47-6
uying land .. 1250 2 . )
Marriages and social functions .. 4.530 9-7 Agricultural expenses . 7,042 95
Domestic expenses .. 3,665 78 Buying land .. 5,230 7-0
Trade 3,312 71 )
Other purposes including payment of land Domestic expenses . 4215 5.7
revenue 6,679 143 Marriages and social functions . 8,990 12-0
Total .. 46,723 100 Trade . 3,312 4-4
Other purposes including payment of land
revenue . 10,233 13-8
TaBLE 5 —
Statement showing purposes for which debts were incurred in 25 : : Total .. 14,403 . 100
families in the village of Kottavancheri, Cuddalore Taluk. :
Purpose of borrowing,. Rs. Per cent.
Ancestral debts . 9,590 47-4
Agricultural expenses . 1,290 64
Buying land . 2,980 14-7
Domestic expenses . 200 1
Ceremonies e 3,000 148
Other purposes including payment of land "
revenue 3,186 15-7

15
Total .. 20,246 100 _
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TaBLE 7

" Results of personal investigation by Mr. Sathianathan in 564 families in the Madras Presidency regarding
Indebtedness.
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Aprenprx If

PURPOSE OF LOANS.

TasLe 8!
Payment of prior debts o3
Marriages and other ceremonies 10
Payment of land revenue 2
Family expenses and relief of distress .. 9
Agricultural expenses 20
Land improvement 9
Education 1
Trade 3
Purchase of land 8
Construction of houses 1
Total .. 100

TasLe 9

Tamaraipatti Village—Madura Taluk
Debts classified according to purpose:

Cultivation expenses e
Purchase of bulls .

Purchese of lands *

Improvement to lands .
Discharging prior debts .
Building new houses ' .o
Family expenses : .o
Litigation expenses .
Trade : ..
Purchase of a motor car .
Payment of kist or lease amount Ve

1. Madras Banking Enquiry Committee Report.

307

Rs.
4,950
7,010
8,825
1,100
37,225
11,168
11,810
1,000
2,000
2,500
1,110

2. The Madras Provincial Banking Euguiry Committee—Investigator's Report.
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o o &
TapLe 107 ; 2 %
on
Sivapuri and Gavarapet villages—Chidaimbaram Taluk =3 E g
e ot e e g
e X g
Purposes of borrowing: Amount. Pereentage. & ’
e N — > g
Rs. :ﬂj 0
Maintenance 4,925 11-16 et
Purchase of lands 9,300 22-43 F% g
Agricultural improvements 2,960 6l @ B o
Purchase of caitle 460 1-04 3 . '§ )
Land revenue 690 1-56 g ? A
Liquidation of old debis 10,430 23-68 g &
e — . m
Marriage and funcral 3,705 8-04 5 4 e
Education 2,700 612 v “2 &
Interest payments 850 1:93 & ':‘5 é
Medical 169 0-39 g g ‘
Current inierest due 6,025 12:65 ey
Miscellaneous 1,295 -2-93 _ q A & E
B 9
TapLe 114 . g 25
Results from 141 selected villages in the Madras Presidency. E :’5 g $
= & ]
Purpose of borrowing: Amount. Per cent. é o [+
‘ Rs.» ' ° i
3 . X K
Payment of prior debts 44,85,400 25-1 B é g
Marriage and other ceremonies 18,80,761 105 .§ <L 'g
Land revenue 5,84,173 33 53 g,
Relief of distress .. 10,88,377 61 E =
Agricultural expenses ) .. 17,871,451 10-0 g
Improvements to land . 7,88,709 4-4 g
Education to children .. 2,471,337 14 M
Trade .. 23,01,937 129 »'5
Purchase of land c 2474715 13-8 ‘ 9
Construction of houses .. 10,08,416 56 ) 3
Other expenses .. 12,38,384 69 w
— 2
Total 1,78,85,666 " 100 E‘

3. The Problem of Rural Indebtedness—Dr.

Mr, V. Venkataraman.
4. Report on Agricultural Indebtedness—W.

B. V. Naraysnaswamy Naidu and

. R. S, Saﬂmmathan

tainable.

purposes.

old debts.

- expenses.

purposes.

1,38,47,

2,35,274

10,67,453

24743

33,042

5424
2,656

21,413

46,802

72,705
66,575

1930: Sales

1,20,169

1,60,630

8,25,425

Borrowings

AppENDIX I

09,252
83,659

2
&y

70,308
85,592

16,109 13,84,425
17,934 8,85,695

1,380
1577

* 5314
" 66,182

22,141
31,406

Borrowings

1931: Sales

1,95,002
2,02,530

o
)

92,063
96,878

15,2,892
7,64,965

11,966
32,988

43,941 16,046 5.091
46,831 38,798 1,115

.
.

Borrowings .

1932: Sales

61546 194726
£9,166

1,32,634

11,940 13,54,389
24,492 6,40,839

8,803
3,049

46,290 17,662
29,064 27,231

.
.o

1933: Sales

Borrowings

72,816 1,79,168
75,009 55,483

1,15.235
6,36,660

22,805
27,667

11473 3,539
27,934 975

33,218
70,664

Borrowings

1934: Sales

o

309
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TasLE 13

Nature of indebtedness in the villages surveyed by me in the South

Arcot District—

Profession. of Debtor.

MORTGAGES.

Nature and

Rate of

Amount. period (yrs.) interest. Creditor.
Nellikuppam. Rs. %
1. Cultivating owner .. 1,000  Simple 6 12 Ryot.
2. Do. do. .. 100  Usufructary-2 Do.
3. Labourer and culti-
vating owner
4. Do. . °*
5. Do. "
6. Do. . .. . . . .
7. Labourer . 80  Usufructary-2 Ryot money
lender.
8. Owner and Labourer 250 Simple-1 12 Do.
9. Lahourer . - .. .- ot
10. Labourer . 25 Simple-3 18 Do.
11. Labourer - 100 Usufructary-20 18 Do.
12. Rich  Agriculturist .
and moneylender. .
13. Agriculturist v Ryot money
lender.
14. Labourer .. 100  Usufructary-10 . ..
15. Labourer and owner . e . e
16. Labourer .. e . o
1. Do, . . . . o
18. Owner Cultivator ., . . ..
19, Deo. . . . . oo
20. Owner and Labourer 37 Simple-1 12 Ryot money
lender. ,
85  Usufructary-1 . Do.
40 Do. -3 . Ryot.

ArpENDIX I

311

Profession of Debtor.

Morrcaces.

Amount.

Nature and
period (yrs.)

Rate of
Interest.

Creditor.

21, Owner Cultivator ..

22, Rich Agriculturist ..

Ellayappanpettal.
23. Agriculturist

26. Do.
27. Owner Cultivator .

28. Agriculturist and
gheep owner
29, Labourer

30. Village carpenter ..
31. Labourer .
32. Agriculturist

Vazhapalam.,

33, Agriculturist
34. Agriculturist

35. Weaver ve
36. Do.

87. Weaver and Agri-
culturist

~ 38. Agriculturist rich ..

39. Weaver

100

600
1,500
300

50

1,000

Simple-1

Simple-20
Do, 14
Usufructary-10

Usufructary-4

Simple-8

Simple-12

%
12

12

Ryot money
lender.

Ryot money
lender.
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MORTGAGES.
Profession of Debior Arount. Nature aud Rate of Creditor.
period  (yrs) Interest.
Rs. %
Rajankuppam,.
40, Agriculturist .. 600 Usufructary-8 . Do.
Vazhapalam.
41. Weaver and Agri- 825 Simple-9 18 Do.
culturist .. 100  Usufructary-15 .. Do.
200 Do. 8 months .. - Do.
42. Village Munsiff and 200 Simple-5 15 Do.
Agriculturist ., 100 Usufructary-2 . Do.
600 Do. -9 .. Do.
. 200 Do. -8 .. Do.
43, Blacksmith a n d
Agriculturist e . .
Kottavancheri.
44. Agriculturist . 2,200 Sinzple-2 153/9/8 Land Mortgage
in 20 Bank (Cudda-
instalments Icre).
45. Agricultural labourer 80 Simple-2 12 Ry ot money
lender.
48. Owner of land and
labourer .. 160 Simple-8 12 Do.
47. Agriculturist .. 700 Simple-24 - 12 Do.
48. Agriculturist con-
{ractor . . . . e -
49. Agricultural worker 600 Simple-12 12 Do.

His HicHNESS THE MAHARAJA OF TRAVANCORE,
50. Karnam and Agri-

culturist . 250 Simple-6 10 Do.




Her HicHNESS THE MAHARANI SETU PARVATHI BAvYI OF
TRAVANCORE.



Tue RaJAH SAHEB oF CHETTINAD, KT., LL.D:



University Notes

THE ANNUAL CONVOCATION.

The most colourful and memorable event of the year was the annual
convocation which was conducted with unprecedented splendour and
eclat on the 9th December, 1942. As the orator of the Convocation, we
had the rare good fortune of securing the services of a personage of no
less eminence and distinction than the enlightened ruler of Travan-
core. His Highness the Maharaja and Her Highness the Maharani Setu
Parvathi Bayi were gracious enough to accept our hospitality and spend
two days at Annamalainagar.

His Highness the Maharaja placed the University under a further
debt of gratitude by the gracious announcement of a very handsome
donation of a lakh of rupees to be utilised for any purpose deemed fit
by the University. It is understood that this amount will be used for
the construction of new hostels for the students; and the residential
facilities available to the undergraduates will thereby be enlarged. It
is but fitting that these hostels should be named after Their Highnesses
so as to serve as a perpetual monument of Their Highnesses’ abiding
and deep interest in higher education in general and in our University
in particular.

OUR PRO-CHANCELLOR'S NEW ENDOWMENTS.

The munificent grant of Rs. 25,000 made by our Founder Pro-Chan-
cellor, The Rajah Sir Annamalai Chettiar of Chettinad, has given a fresh
impetus to the efforts towards the enrichment of the store of Tamil
songs. This, however, is not the only endowment to this University
which the Rajah Saheb has been pleased to announce during this year.
To commemorate the visit of His Highness the Maharaja and Her High- .
ness the Maharani Sethu Parvathi Bayi of Travancore to this University
and to express our sense of gratitude to His Holiness Srilasri Kasivasi
Swaminatha Tambiran Swamigal for his liberal endowments to the Uni-

versity, our Founder Pro-Chancellor has made an endowment of Rs,
16
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9000 towards the award ot prizes in the name of Their Highness and of
H. H. Srilasri Kasivasi Swaminatha Tambiran Swanigal of the Kasi Mutt.
s o ¥ " * *

The Degree of Doctor ol Letters Honoris Causae was conferred on
the following distinguished persons: —

1. His Excellency Sir Arthur Oswald James Hope, G.C.LE., M.C.,
Governor of Madras.
2. His Highness Sir Bala Rama Varma, the Maharaja of {ravan-
core, G.C.LE.
3. Her Highness Maharani Setu Parvathi Bayi.
4,

The Rajah Sir Annamalai Chettiar ol Chettinad, LL.D.

A MUNIFICENT BENEFACTION,

We are happy to record our heart-felt appreciation of the philan-
thropy and public spiritedness of Mr. L. Alagappa Chettiar, M.A,
Barrister-at-Law who has recently made a donation of five lukhs of
rupces to the University for tiw promotion of WCHNOILRCUL Cluvdiabil
and research. This is the highest donation the University had the good
fortune to receive ever since it came inlo being through the princely
munificence of our Founder-Pro-Chancellor, the Rajah Saheb of Chetli-
nad. The sense of propriety of Mr. Alagappa Chetiiar in carmarking
the amount for technology can hardly be over-valued. It is generally
recognised that South India woefully lacks in facilities for a sound

training in technology. 1t can now be confidently expected that ?his
defect will be largely remedied by the institution of a technological
course on sound lines jn

this University, made possible by this splendid
benefaction.

Still in his thirties, Mr. Alagappa Chettiar has taken his place among

the outstanding business magnates of South India. Besides being Fhe
Managing Director of Messrs, Ramal and Co,, Lid., and the Managing
Agent of Ayer Mavus Rubber Estates,
Proprietor of an ente
Cochin Textiles,

He took to business early after he had equipped him-
self with all the ¢

ulture and erudition that higher education in India and

Lid, he is the founder and sole ,'
rprising concern in the Cochin State, known as the

Mr. Rwm.

**W&MWT«‘ ,

Aracappa CHETTIAR, MLA., BArR-AT-LAw,




Sik K. V. Reppr Namu, K.CLE,, D.Lirr., M.L.C.
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abroad has to offer. He is an M.A. of the University of Madras in
English Language and Literature and he was called to the Bar from
Middle Temple, London in 1933. While in London, he availed himself
of the unique opportunity of working in the Chartered Bank. He was
the first Indian to enjoy this privilege. Among his varied activities
may be mentioned his keen interest in flying which secured for him the
Pilot Certificate while in London.

True to the traditions of the great Nagarathar Community of which
he is a distinguished member, Mr. Chettiar believes in giving without
stint. The spontaneity of the gift is rivalled only by its timeliness, be-
cause our country, on the threshold of an industrial regeneration, is in
dire need of men equipped with sound and scientific training in techno-
lopv in its various aspects. If the technological training at the Anna-
malai University is able to meet this demand even to a partial extent,
Mr. Alagappa Chettiar will have the gratification of having served his
country nobly and well.

H. H. SRILASRI KASIVASI SWAMINATHA TAMBIRAN
SWAMIGAL’'S ENDOWMENTS.

We express our grateful thanks to H. H. Srilasri Kasivasi Swami-
natha Tambiran Swamigal Avergal for the liberal ‘endowment of
Rs. 31,000 for the award of prizes, With this endowment, the donation
the Swamiji has made to the University has exceeded a lakh of rupees.
In grateful appreciation of the untiring efforts of H. H. the Swamiji for
the promotion of Tamil learning and Music, the Swamiji has been made
a life member of the Senate of our University. )

THE LATE SIR K. V. REDDI NAIDU.

It is our melancholy duty to record our profound sorrow at the un-~
expected and sudden demise, on the 10th September, 1942 of Rai Bahadur
Sir K. Venkatareddi Naidu, K.C.LE, D.Litt., M.L.C., Vice-Chancellor

of our University.

Sir K. V. Reddi Naidu belongs to that small band of eminent con-
temporary statesmen and administrators who have had the privilege of
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shaping the destinies of our country on progressive lines. His is a rich
and splendid record of public service of which any one could justly feel
proud. He filled many high offices with remarkable distinction, includ-
ing the most exalted one viz., the Governorship of the province. For
over quarter of a century his services were placed ungrudgingly at the
disposal of the country, and of this province in particular. As early as
1920, he was the Minister of Agriculture and Industries to the Madras
Government under the reformed constitution. He was a parliamen-
tarian of no mean order, having been a member of the Imperial Legis-
lative Council (1920) and Member of the Madras Legislative Council
(1920-26) . He was appointed Indian Delegate to the League Assembly
at Geneva in 1928. He succeeded the Rt. Hon’ble V. S. Srinivasa
Sastriar, P.C., C.H. as Agent to the Government of India in South Africa
(1929-’32) and in 1940 again succeeded the Rt. Hon'ble gentleman as
the Vice-Chancellor of the Annamalai University. Thus he came to us
full of honours and glory, with few fresh laurels to win. In denying
himself the restful retirement which was his legitimate due and putting
himself again into harness as the honorary Vice-Chancellor of this Uni-
versity, he was actuated by the Ioftiest of motives, viz., the desire to
place at the disposal of the rising generation his rich and varied experi-
ence garnered from different corners of the globe. He brought to bear
on his new duties a vigour, enthusiasm and freshness of outlook which
many a younger man might envy. His term of office, though brief, was
warked by many significant achievements. Thus he succeeded in per
suading the Government to make a substantial addition to the annual
grant to the University and to make liberal contributions for the enlarge-
ment of the science laboratories, for the promotion of Tamil Learning
and Research and for the im
University colony. Not the least of his achievements has been the
fostering of a healthy social life among students and teachers and the
fuller realisation of the main ideal of a residential university, We offer
our heartfelt condolences to the members of the bereaved family.

* . * * . .

Mr. R. Ramanujachari, Professor of Philosophy and Dean of the
Faculty of Arts, acted as Vice-Chancellor from the 17th September, 1942
to the 20th November, 1942 when Mr. M. Ruthnaswamy, M.A. Cantab,
Bar-at-Law, C.IE. took charge as permanent Vice-Chancellor.,

provement of the civic amenities of the -

Mgr. M. Rutanaswamy, M.A. (CantaB), Bar-ar-Law, CLE,,
Vice-CHANCELLOR.
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OUR VICE-CHANCELLOR.,

We take this opportunity to welcome into our midst Mr. M. Ruthna-
swamy, our new Vice-Chancellor. After a.brilliant career at the Madras
University, he proceeded to Cambridge for higher studies and, on return,
joined the Baroda College as Assistant Professor of English and History.
In 1918, he was appointed Professor of History and Politics at the Pachai-
yappa's College and in 1921 he accepted the Principalship of that premier
institution, the destinies of which he guided until his appointment in
1928 as Principal of the Law College, Madras. His interest in political
ond social problems of the country was more than academic. In the
midst of his arduous duties as Professor and Principal, he still found it
nossihle to place his varied talents at the service of the public and serve
the citizens of Madras as Councillor of the Madras Corporation (1921-23),
and the wider public as a member of the Madras Legislative Couneil
(192126) and later as its President (1925-'26) and also as a member of
the Central Legislative Assembly (1927). In recognition of the distinc-
tion achieved by him in these walks of life, he was appointed Member
of the Madras Public Services Commission where he has established a
tradition for justice and fairplay. A scholar of great repute and thinker
of a very high order, he has placed the literary world under a deep debt
hv his publications, such as The Political Philosophy of Mr. Gandhi; The
Political Theory of the Government of India; The Making of the State and
Srme Influences that made the British Administrative System in India.
Under the aegis of a Vice-Chancéllor of his scholarly eminence and ad-
ministrative experience, we are confident that the institution will grow
to its full stature, realizing in a more abundant measure the lofty ideals
with which it was founded. '

ATHLETICS AND SPORTS.

We have taken the initiative in aquatic sports. . The Boat Club was
opened by Sir Meverel Statham on the 30th November, 1942 and it is
hoped that the students of the University will take full advantage of this
facility to distinguish themselves as oarsmen.

OUR STAFF.

We congratulate Panditamani M. Kadiresa Chettiar, ‘A'dvisei, Tamil
Research, on the conferment on him of the title of Mahamahopadhyaya
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by the Government of India. He was invested with the insignia c.sf this
honour by His Excellency the Governor of Madras on the occasion of
the last Convocation.

w 2 . e ES *

We place on record our appreciation of the very valuable services
rendered by Rao Saheb Dr. B. V. Narayanaswami Naidu, M.A,, Ph.P-,
B. Com., Bar-at-Law, as Editor of this Journal ever since its inceptlf)n
about eleven years ago. We take this opportunity to congratulate h.nn
on his appointment as Principal of the Pachaiyappa's College and wish
him all success in his new office.

* * * * * *
We congratulate Rao Saheb Professor C. S. Srinivasachariar on the

conferment on him of the title of Rao Bahadur by the Government of
India. I

* * L * * *

Mr. A. Chidambaranatha Chettiar, Senior Lecturer in Tamil and
Mr. K. R. Venkatasubban, Lecturer in Botany, have been admitted to
the Degree of Doctor of Philosophy.

* * * * * *

EXCHANGE LIST

Hindustan Review,

Half Yearly Journal of the Mysore University,

Economica, London.

Philosophical Quarterly.

Reading University Gazette.

Muysore Economic Journal,

The Punjab University Gazette.

Journal of the Bombay University.

Quarterly Journal of the Mythic Society.

Publications by the Oriental Library, Baroda.

Publications by Kungl. Universitetes Bibliotek, -Uppsala, Sweden.

Journal of the Madras University. .

Varendra Research Society, Rajshahi, Bengal—Annual Report and
Monographs

Quarterly Journal of the Kannada Literary Academy.

Journal of the Andhra Historical Research Society.

Indian Culture.

Scripta Mathematica.

Indian Historical Quarterly, Calcutta.

Journal of the Bombay Branch of the Royal Asiatic Society.

Review of Philosophy and Reltgion.

Proceedings of the Durham Philosophical Society, Newcastle.

Bulletin of the Calcutta Mathematical Society.

Epigraphica Indica.

Monthly Weather Report, Poona.

Scientific Reports of the Imperial Institute of Agricultural Research.

The Aryan Path.

Vishwa Vani—A journal of Indian Renaissance.

Journal of the Madras Geographical Assaciation.

Man in India

The Poona Orientalist .

Publications by the Industrial Intelligence and Research Bureau,
Simla

The Mathematics Teacher, New York.

Duke Mathematical Journal

Puyblications of the Brown University, U.S.A.

Lingnan Science Journal

-
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London University Gazette

The Adyar Library Bulletin.

The Indian Historical Quarterly.

The Vedanta Kesari.

Tamil Pozhil.

The Bulletin of the Deccan College Research Institute
The Journal of the Tanjore Sarasvathi Mahal Library.
The Visva Bharati Quarterly.

Journal of the U. P. Historical Society.

Bulletin of the Rama Varma Research Institute.
Journal of Svi Venkutesvara Oriental Institute.
Journal of the Sindl Historical Society.

Journal of the Osmania University.
Siddhanta-Bhaskar and the Jaina Antiquary.
University of Ceylon Review,

UNIVERSITY PUBLICATIONS

Names of Publications.
1. Factory Labour in India
2. Bhoja Raja %

3. Swaramelakalanidhi
4. Naveena Tarkam

5. Text and commentary of

Tattvavibhavena by Para-

meswara, a commentary

on Vacaspati Misra's
Tattvabindu.

Author.
Prof. A. Mukhtar

Prof. P. T. Srinavasa

Ayyangar .
Mr. M. S. Ramaswami Ayyar
Mr. K. R, Applachariar

Price

30

1 8
2
2 0

(=]

Mr. V. A. Ramaswami Sastriar 3 0

8. Sri Mukundamala Prof. K. Rama Pisharoti 30
7. Svarasiddhanta Candrika Srinivasayajvan. Edited by
Mr. K. A, Sivaramakrishna
Sastri 5 0
8. Acoustics Mr. R. K. Viswanathan 1 8
9, Pari Pattu Vidvan R. Raghava Ayyangar 2 0
10. Trimsacchloki 0 8
11, The Distributive Co-opera- } ..,
tion in India % Mr. V. G. Ramakrishna Ayyar 1 0
» Edited by Prof. R. Ramanuja-
12. Nyayakulisa chari and Pandit K. Srini-
vasacharya. ‘
13. Nitimala Do.
14, A Text-book in Tamil on :
Chemistry, Vol. L. Mr. N. Ananthavaidyanathan. 3 0
" Vol. I » 2 8

15. The Madras Agricultu-
rists’ Relief Act—A study.

16. Report on the Working
of Prohibition in Salem.

17. The Madras General Sales
Tax Act—A Study.

% Dr. B. V. Narayanasvami Nayudu

and P. Vaidyanathan, M.A.

% C. Jagannathachari, M.A;, M.Litt,

Dr. B. V. Narayanasvami Nayudu |

and S. Tiruvengadathan

18

0

S O o o



University Publications— (Contd.)

Names of Publications, Author Price.

Prof. K. R. Applachari and
Prof. R. Ramanujachari 100

S. R. N. Badri Rao, M.A,,
M.Litt. 5 00

18. Educational Psychology in %
20. A Text-book in Tamil on } Mr. R. K. Visvanathan, M.A,, 3 0 0

Tamil

19. Road Rail Transport

Physics, Vol. 1.
” Vol. II

21. Philosophy of Aesthetice
Pleasure

Mr. P. Panchapagesa Sastri 3 0 0

22. Groundnut Dr. B. V. Narayanaswami

Naidu and P. S. Hariharan 1 8 0

23. History of Tamil Literature. )} Mahavidvan R. Raghava

Ayyangar 200
24. Jagannatha Pandita. Mr. V. A. Ramasami
Sastriar .. 20 0
25. Indian Trade. Dr. B. V. Narayanaswami Naidu .. 200
26. ‘A text book in Tamil on Economics. Mr. V. G. Rama-
krishna Ayyar 200

27, Practical Chemistry for Intermediate students. M. L.
Sitaraman o

28. The Rajah of Chettinad Shashtiabdapurthi Commemora-
tion Volume .10 00

29. The University Journal,
Annual Subscription Rs. 7-0-0 (Internal) 10s. (Foreign)

For copies apply to : —The Registrar, Annamalai University,
Annamalainagar.
In the Press:—

The History of Gingee. Rao Saheb Prof. C. S. Srinivasachariar.

Siddhitraya. Prof. R. Ramanujachari and Pandit K. Srinivasacharya.
- Vedarthasarhgraha. '

”n »

PUBLICATIONS
OoF

The Inter-University Board, India.

Handbook of Indian Universities .. 48 0or
. 8 sh. 6 d.

Facilities for Oriental Studies and Re-
search at Indian Universities .. 0 8 0

Facilities for Scientific Research at
Indian Universities .. 0 8 0

Bulletin of the Inter-University Board, ,
India, No. 1 to 13 ' 1 0 0 each

o0

Biological Outlook on life and its Pro-
blems.—By J. Arthur Thomson,

M.A., LL.D., Regius Professor of
Natural History, University of

Aberdeen .. 0 2 0
Second, Third and Fourth Conference of _
Indian Universities . +o 1 0 0 each

Training of Teachers in Indian Uni.

versities .. 080
Bibliography of Doctorate Theses in

Science and Arts accepted by Indian

Universities from January, 1930,

from 1934 and from 1939 .» 0 8 0each

Annual Report of the Inter-Uni-

versity Board for 1940-41 100

POSTAGE AND V. P. CHARGES EXTRA,

Available from

THE-BANGALORE PRESS,
“Lage View ”
' MyaorevR_oad, .Bangalore City,



MYSORE ECONOMIC JOURNAL.

The only Journal of its kind published regularly on the Ttb of each
month for over twenty years. Has a number of contributors and re-
viewers attached to it. Bright and topical in its contents, it has ever
stood out for progressive and suggestive comments on public affairs and
well being. Sir Roper Lethbridge called it the *Most admirable
Journal”. Annual subscription Rs. 6.

From the Book Department, books on economic matters can be

always ordered. The following books are available for sale from stock :

PLANNED ECONOMY FOR INDIA by Sir M. Visvesvaraya,
K.CI, LL.D. Price Rs. 6.

MADURA SOURASHTRA COMMUNITY by K. R. R. Sastry,
M.A.,, M.L.,, FR. Econ. S. Price Re. 1.

INDIAN CASTE SYSTEM by C. Hayavadana Rao, B.A., B.L.,
F.R.EcoN.S. Price Re. 1.

STUDIES IN RURAL ECONOMICS by S. Kesava Iyengar, M.A.
Price Rs. 8.

TOWARDS NATIONAL SELE SUFFICIENCY by Dr. P. J.
Thomas, M.A., B.Lrrr., Pu.D. Price As. 4.

MYSORE GAZETTEER (3 VOLS.). Edited by C. Hayavadana
Rao, B.A,, BL. Price per set Rs. 20. Can also be had in parts
at prices varying from Rs. 2 to Rs. 8 per volume.

Postage extra in all cases.

Apply to:—

MANAGER, “ Mysore Economic Journal”,

No. 19, Gundopunt Buildings, Siddicutta,
BANGALORE CITY.

THE ADYAR LIBRARY

BRAHMAVIDYA

THE ADYAR LIBRARY BULLETIN
APPEARING FOUR TIMES A YEAR,

Director : Dr. G. Srinivasa Murti, B.A., BL.,, M.B. & C.M.,,
Vaidyaratna.

Editor : Pror. C. Kunnan Rasa, M.A., D.Puis. (OxoN.)

Rates of Subscription:

Life Subscription Rs. 100

or $ 50
or £ 10
Per Annum Single Copy
India & Ceylon . Rs. 6 Rs. 2-8
U. S. A- s $ 3 $ 1'25
British Empire . Sh. 12 Sh. 5.
Other Countries . Rs. 9 Rs. 3-8

All Communications to be addressed to:

Te DIRECTOR,
Adyar Library,
Adyar, Madras, S., India.



THE VEDANTA KESARI

A high class monthly devoted to the solution
of spiritual problems, and to the study of religion,
philosophy and culture of all countries, from the
liberal and catholic point of view embodied in the
tife and teachings of Ramakrishna-Vivekananda.

It has been in existence from 1914, and pub-
lishes articles, both popular and learned, from the
pen of leading thinkers and writers of the East and
the West. Has cireulation in India, Ceylon,
FMS., U.S.A. and Europe.

SusscripTION : Inland Rs. 3; Foreign § 2 or
Sk. 8, per snnum. Its subscribers get several of
our publications at concession rate.

Apply to 1 ~—
The Manager

VEDANTA KESARI
Mylapore, Madras.

JOURNAL OF THE
UNIVERSITY OF BOMBAY

Published five times a year with original articles and absiracts
of theses of Research Work done by the students and teachers of

the Bombay University, in the following subjects:
No. 1, History, Economics & Sociology {(July)
No. 2. Arts and Law (September)
No. 3. Physical Sciences, including Mathematics (Novr.}
No. 4. History, Economics & Sociology (January)
No. 5. Biological Sciences, including Medicine (March),
Rates of Subscription

Annual subseription for Five Issues .. Rs 12
»” " Nos. 1 &4 RS. 5
” ' NOS. 3% 5 .. Rs 5
Number Two or a Single Copy . .« Ra 3
For all kinds of University News
Subscribe to the

Bosmpay Uwivenssry Boruerny,

Annual Subscription: Rupee Ons, Post Free,
For advertisement rates and further particulars please write

00—
Tz Maxacen, .
Journal of the University of Bombay, :
' University of Bombay, Fort, Bombay.

JOURNAL OF THE ANNAMALAI UNIVERSITY
RATES OF ADVERTISEMENT

PARTICULARS. PrR ISSUE. PEr TWO 1SSUES.
Rs. A » Rs. A. p.
Back Cover 15 0 0 28 00
Inside Back Cover 10 0 O 18 0 0
Inside Page 8§ 00 15 0 0
Inside Half Page 4 00 8 00
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Rai Sasanka Coomer Ghosh Bahadur, C.LE., Dacca, calls it ‘a perfect medicine’;
Mr. Lala J. Chandra, Junior Judge, Faridpur—‘an ever successful healer’.

Mr. D. C. Gupta, Conviction Magistrate, Dacca,—'a complete satisfaction-giver’,

DR. MALAM-VISHARAD L. M. SEN GUPTA, PENSIONER'’S,

THE MOST THE DAILY
zoriapre BRANAHAR MALAM  peoumep.

MANY-IN-ONE OINTMENT.

Non-stinking non-staining. A styptic soldering sure and immediate cure for
all ulcers, defective wounds, cut, bruise, blain, chaps, sprain; scald, burn, pimples,
insect-bite; ring-worm, eczema, scabies, cold-sore, piles, rashes, whitlow, syphilis,
leprous sore, gangrene, all nail diseases, foot sore etc., abscess, erysipelas, fistula,
tumour, bubo etc., however obstinate. OPERATION, LINT-INSERTION, QUITE
NEEDLESS. Kills all pains and troubles at once. Helps sleep thereby. Is players’
companion, an after-shave treatment, a beauty balm also. '

Re. 1 each. Rs. 2-10 for three. Postage extra.

L 3

K. SEN & CO.,
P. 0. BOX 12, DACCA, BENGAL.
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QUARTERLY JOURNAL OF THE
MYTHIC SOCIETY

Price Rs. 4.0-0 India. Sh. 9 Foreign. 2. America. .
(Packing and Postage extra, Annas Six India Pence Nine foreign.
Twenty-five Cents, America.)
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FEW OPINIONS

It will indeed serve admirable the purpoge of coramemorating
an illustrions and beneficent reign.
Rajadharmapravina Diwan Bahaduar
K. S. CHANDRABEEHARA AIYAR.

T consider-it & worthy Memorial to the late Maharaja.
R7. HoN’BLE SR D. B. JAYATILAEA.

...... the journal contains papers on the history of Mysore,
places of archaeological and historical interest, and ancient
monuments and inscriptions. TRE MAIL, MADEAS.

There are also a few other informed monographs bearing on
different aspects of the State’s hiatorical evolation and it8
greatness. Tar HinDU, MADRAS.

The publication maintaing a high level of scholarship and
thought throughout and constitutes a production of
immense vatue and importance. INDIAN EXPr=SS, MADRAS.

‘It is only fitting’ as sachivottamma Sir C. P. Ramaswami
Aiyar remarked ¢that s gociety like this should comme-
morate his name and many good deeds.’

DAILY-POST, BANGALORE.

Copies can be had from :
THE CUBATOR, MYTHIC SOCIETY,
CENOTAPH ROAD, BANGALORE OITY.

Printed and published by G. Srinivasachari, BA, at G. S, Press, 21, Narasinga-
S puram Street, Mount Road, Madras.
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