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Journal of Indian History

The State of Brahmanism in the Kusana
Period

By

Bars Nara Puri, M.A.,
Lucknow.

The term Brahmanism indicates Lhat Socio-religious order
which recognizes the supremacy of the Brahmins. As the service
nf the Brahmins is requisitioned for the performance of sacrificial
rites in which they get handsome daksina or gifts, this order pres-
cribes the performance of sacrificial rites for its members. There-
iore Brahmanismn necessarily involves the recognition of the
supretacy of the Brahmans and the performance of sacrificial rites
in which their presence is needed. This order has been in exis~
tence for a long time, but it was thought by many scholars that it
had a serious set back due to the rise of Sramana religions, parti-
cularly Buddhism and Jainism, and there was no Brahmanical
Revival and Renovation before the advent of the Guptas to power.
This suggestion was {irst made by R. (. Bhandarkar as early as
1900 in his paper entitled ‘A peep into the Early History of Deccan.”*
Later on R. D. Banerji also in his lectures on ‘The Age of the
Imperial Guptas pointed out,?: “The Principal work of the Brahmins
in the Fifth and Sixth Centuries A.D. was to reform Hinduism or
the orthodox Brahmanical religion from the state of torper into
which it had fallen during the long rule of the barbarians’. He
further pointed out that ‘the rise of Northern Buddhism during the
reign of Kaniska and the creation of a pantheon of superior and
inferior deities in it had constituted that religion into a formidable

rival of orthodox Hinduism’. From a perusal of these two opinions
on the state of Brahmanism before the advent of the Guptas to

i. JB.B.R.A.S. Vol. XX p. 356 ff.
2. Manindra Chandra Nandy Lectures 1930 p. 1id.
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power it appears that there was a vigorous Kenovation and Revival
of Brahmanism only at the hands of the Guptas, and secondly
Brahmanical religion was disintegrated during the rule of the
Kusinas who preceded the Guptas. We shall therefore discuss
these two points,

As regards the first point relating to vigorous renovation and
revivival of Brahmanism in the Gupta period alone, sufficient light
has been thrown by Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar in his short paper on
QraMnMcal revival contributed to the volume of Eastern and In-
dian studies® He has pointed out that Brahmanism was revived
with the advent of the Brahmin Sungas to power viz. to say long
long before the time of the Guptas and it has continued even .till
t?xe time of the Satkarnis, as is evideni irom Nanaghit cave inserip-
twr'x~ of that Satkarni king recording the performance of Rajsitya
Yajfia once and Asvamedha twice.t He has also referred to a slight-
ly ¢arl1‘er Inseription’ found at Ghasundi not far from Chittorgarh
crediting Gajayang Parasariputra Sarvatite with the celebration
of a similar sacrifice. The patronymic Gajayana indicates the
Brahmanic origin of Sarvatata. He wag supposed to be a Kanva
.ruler. In his paper Dr. Bhandarkar has also referred to the Ajodhya
msc1.~iption6 of Pugyamitra the sunga who had performed A$vamedha
sacrifice twice. Therefore it has been shown in that paper that even
after the period of the Sungas and up to the time of the Satkarmis
sacrificial rites, such as Asvamedha, continued to be performed,
which just indicates that Brahmanism was not a dead religion.

- The performance of Yajiias and sacrificial rites referred to by
Dr. Bhandarkar, down to the time of the Sétkarm, king Gautami-
putra{ however, continued to exist in the Kusana period as well.
This_ls evident from a record’ belonging to the time of the later
K.u§a.x;zas and written in pure Sanskrit, It is inscribed on a Yiapa
plﬂar which was recovered from I$apur, not far from Mathura, The
inscription is dated in the year 24 of Maharajarajatiraja Devaputra
Vasigka. It records the setting up of the Yiipa and the performance
of sacrificial rites in the session for twelve days by Dronala, son of
Rudrila a Brahmana belonging to the Bharadvaja gotra.. H:e was a

3. Pregented in honour of F. W. Thomas p. 29-30.
+ A. S. West India Vol. V p. 60.

5. E. L Vol. XXI11 p. 198 §f,

6. E. I. Vol. XX p. 57.

7. Vogel Cat. M. M. No. Q 13 p. 189,
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Chandogya Brahmana that is to say a Sdmavedi. It is a valuable
vecord to show the performance of Yajias in the Kusina period,
an evidence of Brahmanical activity. This Yaijfia was performed
for the propiation of fires (Priyantam Agnayah). The word Agni
is here used in the plural which suggests the sacrificial fire of three
kinds namely Garhapatya Ahavaniya and Daksina® This record
should dispel the misconception that Brahmanism had a set back
in the time of the Kusana kings. We shall however refer a little
later in this paper to certain other Kusana records just to show how
far Brahmanism had permeated the minds of the foreigners who
were gradually absorbed in this socio-religious order. At present
we have confined the discussion only to the existence and perfor-
mance of sacrificial rites which is an importance feature of Brah-
manism. 'The date of this record is discussed elsewhere? Tt is
referred to in the Kalachuri era of 248/249 A.D. and as such the
date would correspond to 248-24—=272 A.D.

The setting up of the Yiipas and the performance of such saeri-
ficial rites before the time of Vasiska in another place, is brought
to our notice by Prof. A. S. Altekar who found three Yivas bearing
inscriptions'® and dated in the Kritd era 295, which according to
his contention is 205—58=237 A.D., in the Kotah state of Rajputini.
These yupas appear to have been set up earlier than the one of
the time of Vasigska referred to above on two grounds. Firstly
the inscription on the I$&pur Yipa is in chaste Sanskrit, evidence
of its being later in time, and secondly the Isapur yiipa is better
executed than the crude ones of Kotah. This indicates that sacri-
ficial rites connected with Brahmanism were performed even before
the time of Visiska and therefore it is highly probable that some
vipas may have been set up even in the time of Kanigka as well.
There is hardly any evidence to show that the Kusina monarchs
exhibited any attitude of indifference or intolerance towards

 Brahmanism. It will be idle to suggest that Brahmanism had fallen

into a state of disintegration since the time of Pugyamitra, the
Sunga, and could only be revived and renovated by the Gupta
monarchs. Epigraphic evidence has therefore removed this mis-
conception. We would now consider some positive pieces of evi-

8. Devasthali: , Students New Sanskrit Dictionary p. 7.
9. Indian Culture Vol VIII No. 2 & 3 p. 191. !
10. E. I. Vol. XXIII p. 42 ff. .
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ccurs in the form Bakanapati in the Mat mscrlptlfm Iy ?h:fl};ti\::
:}‘;:ill iefer to just now. The deposits were made w1ttbh a Z lllzundned
ithat out of the interest that was to accrue no less rc;jit,ion was to
Brahmins were to be fed and every day S?lmtehifst Hore it is
be left out at the door for the hungry anh d coth; to Mathura
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Brahmins. The foreign origin of the dﬁgofrpom the fact that the
from the peculiarity of his name b'ut ) 51 nder month, but in the
fate of the record is not in 1:1? y I?J(rl:r?;izaeg in the Brahmi record

reek calender month, a thing . . 28 of the time
fqrom Mathura. The inscription is date.d ,lfn] tehri Jif:a;hat the Punya-
of Huvigka. Another point worth n()tm-b_ 1were to be fed is men-
saii or t'he alms-house where the Brapmnfls mean an old one and
tioned as Prdchini, which should ordmarf1 ysten Konow. It there-
not the eastern one as translated :})1}175 I;r:))b.le had come to Mathurd
fore, seems highly flr 0:3;‘ lziitﬂ‘;)?‘tg donation as a token of 'his :iciil;
and seems to ha\;sn:rzlical faith. This is evident from the L:zc afﬁvi)
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397 ff. No. 3.
. J. R. A. S. 1924 p. .
:’? Rep. Prog. Arch. S.W.I. 190731
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and accordingly this Devakula of Huvigka seems to have been con-
stx"uc‘ted by his son who was a Mahédézndanéyaka. From the ins
crxpt}o.n 1t ap:pear: that finding the Dévakula in a dilapidated
con.dmon _(Visirnmh da (dri) $ya=visranam dristva) this Bakan-
pati got his (pitamah) viz, grandfather’s devakula renaired, and
he seems to have made a grant for the performance of atz'thi, piijd
every day. This record, thus, shows that Brahmins alone were
;ntlz-usted.with this devakula and they were given a grant hy this
'1‘1?' ax-xpah who was certainly a member of the Royal-Household.

is is 'another instance to show how far Brahmanism was fast
pel:rr}eatmg the minds of the foreigners who found s;)lace in this
rehgm'us order. This inscription is particularly important becausé
here it was a member of the rayal household who had made &
grant for the performance of atithi rites by the Brahmins.

mam:ﬁ!g'!:r; a:;a:mo o‘d‘le; Kuséna rec?rds showing the state of Brah-
e o b’ thpe;lo . The.mscmptions mentioned above, refef
o ome 3]73 ; oreigners In pursuance of their possible absorp-
tlon int endeo rahmanical falth.. Their presentations and dedice-
boms oF ond S\:mfents: prove their absorption into the Brahmanical
e ohese ! or]e;gners' on their conversion recognised the
e paidy ha. ! e rahmm.s, performed sacrificial rites in which
éxausin ug enofsoi:z g:;:;?ns ax;i created endowments for the
ins. . .
ﬂou.rishing state of Brahmanism in ]ihles Ia{ussl;nﬂi:le;:rigrdmfh?fhthi:
ea.?ﬂy corroborated by the Brahmanical déitfes on thewK:s‘:m“
:;;;S;ls:nd S‘z;%va z;;l Vaisnava names like Sivasena Rudrad‘ev.&
spusena, Visnubhava ete., in the ep i : ‘
periOfi. It could therefore be easily prf:;\g:;zgwth;ec:}l;ds otf: itt}’::‘t‘
of this Socio-religious order were never hampered by t;ea;(ll‘lrsané
mcnarchs, who on the other hand contributed towards its dév;a'
lopment and progress. It seemsg, therefore, that the revi\‘ral and
renovation of the Brahmanical faith was already done by Pusya-
mitra the suiga, and there was hardly any period in ancient Indian
history before the time of the Guptas when it met an adverse fate.
Thus the statements of both R. G. Bhandarkar and R.D.Banerji
are hardly substantiated by epigraphic evidence. e

The Trivikrama Avatara in
Mahabalipuram

By

S. TmuveNkaTAcHARL, M.A,, L.T,,
(Tyagarayanagar)

1. Introductory

Mahabalipuram is a well-known name in India. The place has
almost acquired international reputation through its lithic relics.
The Rathas have attracted many a curious tourist to that other-
wise useless hamlet. Once it was a centre of great activity. It
was an important port of the Pallavas and it is not improbable
that the Pallavas had stationed a well-organized navy at Mababali-
puram—a fact that can be easily inferred from Narasimhavarman's
crossing of the sea to Ceylon to help his ally, Manavamma. While
the remains in the place afford splendid opportunities for research
on all aspects of Pallava rule, however, an attempt is made in this
paper to explain the importance that the Pallava emperors attached
to the Trivikrama Avatara of Lord Vishnu. '

2. Was there a Trivikrama Temple?

Thanks to the careful labours of the Epigraphical Department,
we have a number of inscriptions copied from the Sthalasayana
Perumal Temple at Mahabalipuram. Among these numbers 113
and 114 of 1932-33 are significant. They refer to the temple as
Ulaguyyaninra Perumal Temple or the temple of the
God who stood for the good of the world. Here is some
thing interesting. The old inscriptions refer to a standing God
but the present name of the temple suggests a God in the lying pos-
ture, like the ane at Srirangam. How are we to explain away the ap-
parent contradiction? Fortunately we are in a position to supply.
this answer, viz., that the temple must have acquired the name
of Sthalasayana temple later, the first name of the temple being
Ulaguyyaninpén temple.

. 'The God of the temple is mentioned in the inscription as Ulaga~ .
landaperumal’ (same as “Ixivikrama’) and the Goddess as Nila-
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mangai Nacchiyar. It might be that the first deity of the tempie
was one in a standing posture commemorating the Trivikrama
Avatara of Vishnu. The name itself suggests this explanation. At
some later period another deity in a lying posture must have been
substituted in the place of the original deity. After the new deity
was installed the name of the temple also changed into Sthala-
sayana, which name continues to this day.

Then arises the question: When did this change take piace’
Again, we are fortunate in having an inscription belonging to the
period of Srirangadévaraya of Vijayanagar. This inscription refers
to the temple as Sthalasayana, thus giving a suggestion that the
change must have occurred before Sriranga. There is anolher
inscription in the same temple which refers to one Pullalgkicharyd
(112 of 19322-33). Pullalékacharya might be corrected and read
cs Pillai Lokacharya. This Pillai Lokacharya is mentioned as the
Nirvahaka (supervisor) of the temple, tank etc. Is this Pillailoka
charya the same as his name sake who is held in great veneration
by the Thengalai sect of Sri Vaishnavas? If he is, then the inscrip-
tion has to be assigned a fourteenth century date. Then arises this
confusion: How is it possible that both the names—Ulaguyyaninra
and Sthalasayana—were applied at the same period to the same
temple? For the inseription mentionnig Ulaguyyaninra which we
have referred to above, belongs only to the fourteenth century.
The confusion can be resolved only by seeking another Pillailoka-
charya of a later date. The paleography of the inscription men-
tioning Pillailokacharya also suggests that it could not have be-
longed to ihe fourteenth century. The Epigraphist is of opinion
that the characters in which the inscription is engraved can be attri-
buted only to the later Vijayanagar period. Then it is certain that
the temple must bave taken its new name definitely after the
fourteenth century and before the later Vijayanagar period. It is
not unlikely that Pillailokacharya might have been responsible for
the installation of the new Sthalasayana deity. This is suggcsted
by the fact that he i5 honoured in the inscription as the Superin-

tendent of the site (sthala), the tank (tirtha) etc., all of which
were founded (?) by him.

Then we have to answer the most important question: What
led to the substitution of a new deity in the place of the old one?
Unfortunately we are unable to give a satisfactory answer to this
question. But if tradition could be believed, there is a local tradi-
tion current in Mahabaljpuram that the Shore Temple (Jalasayana)
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was once threatened by the encroachment of the sea. It was
feared that the temple would in due course be completely sub-
merged in water. So a duplicate Jalasayana deity was made and
installed in the then Ulaguyyaninra Perumal temple which was
at a very safe distance from the sea.

Longhurst says that the deities in the Jalasayana temple and
the Sthalasayana temple are similar. This strengthens the tradi-
tion and helps us to conclude that it was the Ulaguyyaninra Peru-
mal temple that became the Sthalasayana temple after the install-
ation of the new deity.

Now we have yet another question to answer. The name
Sthalasayana has been associated with the place from the days of
Tirumangai Alvar. The hymns that the Alvar has sung about the

place end with the expression: Talasayanatté (gsaswer 5C3)

To which deity is this reference made by the Alvar? A solution
can be suggested. The Jalasayana temple (Shore Temple) must have
once been the Sthalasayana temple. The present neglected God
of the Jalasayana temple is the original Sthalasayana. The Jala-
sayana temple was in a much better condition during the Chola
period than it is now. Describing this temple Mr. Gopalan says:
The temple is originally believed to have been enclosed by seven
walls. In a side chamber within the second wall lies a colossal
figure of Mahavishnu on the ground with his head to the south”.
Mr. Gopalan is also of opinion that “this temple with the close
proxixhity of Siva and Vishnu answers to the descriptior.l of the
Alvar’s Kadalmallai Talasayanam. The Vishnu deity mentioned as

Pallikondaruliya devar (uerefi@areire_(Hoflus Ggar) seems to be
the same as the Vishnu lying in one of the chambers.” If it be agreed
that the present Jalasayana temple housed the original Sthala-
sayana then the tradition mentioned above becomes true. Fx’pm
the foregoing it is not unlikely that the original Sthalasayana temple
became the later Jalasayana after the encroachment of the sea
and the first Trivikrama temple became the later Sthalasayana
temple. The only question we have left unanswered is: What
happened to the Trivikrama of the Ulaguyyaninraperumal temple?

For the present, we are not in a position to give an answer.

From the foregoing it becomes certain that Mahébalipura}m
also had a temple of Trivikrama and the deity was the chief delt.y
of the place. Now it is easy for us to find the origin of the tradi-

. 2 4
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tion behind the name Mahabalipuram. Says Longhurst: “The cor-
rect name of the place is of course Mahimallapuram and it is a pity
that it was changed to Mahdabalipuram in later times in order that
the name of the village should coincide with the fabulous legend
concerning the great Bali, the mythological founder of this once,
important town according to local tradition.” Now Mr. Longhurst
need not feel sorry for what he considers a change in the name
If Mahamallapuram, a name after an alias of Narasimhavarman,
suits the place, Mahabalipuram, after the devotee of the principal
deity (Trivikrama) suits equally well. It is not unlikely that the
place was known by both the names for some time. The reason
why the name Mahamallapuram has been forgotten is to be seen
in the peculiar Indian mentality which rejects things of the earth
and accepts those relating to the Divine.

3. Another Trivikrama relic

While we have to regret the loss (or transfer?) of the colossal
Trivikrama figure we must not fail to note another very valuable
sculptural relic in Mahabalipuram perpetuating the memory of the
Trivikrama Avatara. It is in the Adi Varsha temple. Longhurst
has described it as follows: Vishnu is portrayed with eight arms
and standing in his typical posture for this Avatira with his left
leg stretched heavenwards making the three famous steps

(trivikrama) through the Universe. In his eight hands Vishnu -

holds the discus, conch, dagger, sword, shield and the bow while
his upper right hand rests against the roof of the world so as to
keep his balance on one leg and his upper left hand points at a
Brahma seated on a lotus throne up in the heaven. Brahma
has four arms and three faces and is shown reverently
touching Vishnu’s uplifted toe with one hand and the God’s ex-
tended finger with the other. Facing Brahma and depicted flying
through the sky, the clouds of which resemble sprouts is a very
curious little human figure with a dog’s or bear’s head (having
probably a drum in his hand). On the opposite side of the pane!
is another figure of a four—armed deity seated on a lotus throne.
It probably represents Siva. Just below and depicted in mid-air
are two flying figures with large halves. They represent Siirya on
Vishnu’s right hand and Chandra on his left. Close to Chandra
is a representation of a human figure depicted as falling from the
sky. Perhaps this is meant to represent Bali’s descent to the lower
regions. The four seated figures in the foreground grouped around
Vishnu’s foot are apparently intended for Bali and his retinue who
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are struck with amazement at the sudden transportation of the
little Dwarf into the all-pervading Trivikrama.

The Vaikhanasagama lays down certain conditions for the
sculptor who wants to portray Vishnu in the Trivikrama pose.
Dr. 8. K. Aiyangar has given a clear summary of it in a paper he
has contributed to the Indian Antiquary.

“If Trivikrama is sculptured with eight arms, five of them
should carry the sanka, chakra, gada, sirnga and hala. The right
leg of Trivikrama must be firmly planted upon the earth; the left
should be used in taking the stride of world-measure. The colour
of the image should be dark as that of the rain-cloud; the image
should be clothed in red-garments with all ornaments. Behind it
there should pe sculptured the kalpaka tree and Indra should be
shown holding over Trivikrama’s head an umbrella. On either
side Varuna and Vayu should be made to wave chamaras and over
them on the right there should be the figures of Surya and Chandra
respectively. Near these again there should be seen Sanyasa,
Sanaka and Sanatkumira, Brahma should be made to take hold
of the uplifted foot of the Trivikrama with one of his hands and
wash it with water flowing from a kamandala held in the other
hand; and the water flowing down from the washed foot of Tri-
krama should be shown as being of a snow-white colour. Siva
should be sculptured with the hands in the anjali pose and as
sitting somewhere in space above the height of the navel of Tri-
vikrama. Near the leg upon which Trivikrama stands there should
be the figure of Namuchi, a rikshasa in the attitude of bowing in
Teverence to the great God. On the left Garuda should be shown
as taking hold of Sukra the Guru of the Rakshasas with a view to
belabouring him for obstructing Bali in giving the gift asked for
by the Brahmanical boy Vamana; on the right Vamana himself
should be made to stand with an umbrella in hand and ready to
receive the promised grant of three feet of space. Near him and
opposite to him Bali should be shown as standing, golden in hue
and adorned with ornaments and carrying in his hand a golden
vessel to indicate that he is ready to pour the water ceremonially
in proof of his gift. Behind the emperor Bali there should be his
queen. Above the head of Trivikrama the figure of Jambavan
should be shown as sounding the drum called bhéri in Sanskrit,
so as to exhibit the joy of the celestial beings at their coming deli-
very from the rule of the Asura emperor Bali” (Refer: T. A
Gopinatha Rao: Hindu Iconography pp. 164-67.)
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Now by comparing the two things, viz, what is and what
ought to be we find that there is agreement between the two onfy
in some respects. The following details, which are important
according to the Vaikhanasagama are not found: (i) the Kalpaka
iree (ii) lndra holding an umbrella (iii) Varuna and Vayu on
either side waving chamaras (iv) Garuda chastising Sukra (v)
Vamana with the Umbrella (vi) Bali’s queen.

Longhurst's identification of the various figures in the sculplure
is fairly satisfactory. The falling man as symbolising Bali's talien
condition cannot be accepied as Dr. S. K. Aiyangar has drawn our
attention to a reference in the Brahminda Purana that during the
Trivikrama Avatara some of the Asuras were hurked up inlo the air.
This figure probably represenis one of those iil-lated Asuras,

Again the ‘little curious ligurc depicted fying tirough toe sky’
has not been correctly ideniitied by Longiiurst. ite siinply disinisses
it by calling it as a human peing with a dog’s or bear’s head. ‘The
{igure has been correctly identiued as that of Jambavin by Dr. S. &
Atyangar, probably with the help ol ine Vaikhanasagama. It WO
have been well if the learned doctor had given some information re-
garding the part played by Jambavan in the Trivikrama Avatara.

Jambavan is a bear; the victory which the animal proclaims
is the victory of a déva cver au Asura. The equation of a bear
with a déva is significant. 'The religious implication is that irres-
pective of one’s birth one would be considered worthy of Divine
Grace or unworthy of it according as one is virtuous or otherwise.
If a statement of this bear could be our guide, this bear has seen
at least five Avataras of Vishnu (from the Vamana Avatara to the
Krishna Avatara). The ease with which he proclaims Trivikrama’s
victory at a time when even the dévas were quaking with fear at
the sight of the Great Form, is suggestive of his having become a
perfect soul knowing the secrets of God’s ways. He proclaimed
the Lord’s victory with a vengeance. He did not even care for
the mountains which his body touched as he made the pradakshina
with the famous Bheéri once he even hit against Méru in his pra-
dakshing and injured his leg. Unfortunately the injury that he
sustained created a permanent physical disability in him, During
the Ramavatara period he says addressing a gathering of monkeys:

] wErEeRT 3y Ao ;|
A faofiga: g4 st G |
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“Once in the Yagfia of King Mahabali I went round, in pradakshing,
the Eternal Vishnu, when He was in the Trivikrama pose.” Let
us take our continuation trom Kamban. “Oh Mighty Warriors!
Once when the Lord who transcends all knowledge measured the
entire universe wath one foot, I went round, in the eight directions
beating my drum (and proclaimed my Lord’s victory) and as I
Wwas going, I hit against Méru and sustained an injury on my knee
which has enfeebled me.” This he says when a discussion takes
place as to who should leap over the ocean which is 100 yojanas
In breadth. Jambavan confesses his inability to cross that distance
in one leap saying he could do only ninety ydjanas. He could do
Many times that number but for the weak state of his leg due to
its having got an injury when he made a pradakshing of Trivikrama.

The fact that the Pallavas attached so much of importance to
the ‘Trivikrama idea’ could be explained thus: The Pallavas were
a powerful dynasty. Their motto was something similar to the
non-sufficit orbis of the mediaeval European emperors. Such ideas
as helped them to establish a power-cult appealed to them and
they made use of these ideas in their architectural and sculptural
works. Whatever symbolised strength they perpetuated. The life-
like lions and the elephants, and the powerful epic-warriors de-
picted on stones and also the dedication of a temple to the All
Powerful Adivaraha, not to mention the Trivikrama temple which
is the subject of this paper lead us only to such a conclusion. The
assumption of such names as Mahendra, Narasitnha, Rajasimha,
and of such titles as Malla (wrestler) only proves clearly that the
members of this dynasty wanted to earn the undying reputation
of being the strongest of the rulers that ever ruled in this country.

NOTES

1. It is sometimes doubted if the shore temple is a Pallava
temple. R. Gopalan discussing this point says: ‘This doubt has
been removed by the discovery of Grantha Pallava inscriptions on
the plinths of platforms excavated near it which mention the sur-
names of Rajasimha and make a clear allusion that he was the
ruling sovereign. It is clear that the shore temple belongs to the
close of the 7th century A.D.’ The editor of the inscriptions (S.IL
Vol. I pp. 63-66) says. “The shore temple was built in the reign
of Rajasimha and received the name Jalasayana in cola times.
Here the suggestion is that the name Jalasayana is of later orgin.

2. There are certain enthusiasts who would trace the name
Mallai to the Sangam period. Mr. M. Raghava Iyengar the famous
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Tamil Scholar has, in an article to the Journal of Oriental Research
(Vol. 11, 1928 pp. 152-155) suggested after strained reasoning that
the.name Kadalmallai was given to the place even in the Sangam
perxod.. He te.lkes Up a passage from the Perumbanarruppadai
{ @u@wg/f@pg)/bum;) a work of the Sangam poet, Rudram
iinu?:narﬁel? that passage thg word Nir peyarru  (4i0Quw p o)
ooy t};at e ;amed Pandit gives Kadal as equivalent for Nir and
the name of N_eyal‘:u s}.lould be taken to mean something having
s 10 e f ir. By this process he derives Kadanmallai. There
commestins th11' such a strained explanation. There is no harm in

€ name of the place with an alias of Narasimhavar-
man and also with Mahabali.

~3. In the Peria Thirumozhi (Cuflu BmGuwryf) of Thirumangai
;:27;1;, [tllisgiame 'Ul:iguyyam'ngén is mentioned. Instead of trans-

yyamnran as ‘one who was ever anxious about the
welfare of the people of the world, equating gargper, @)5HSTET
and 8.4 greir, which is not correct in our present con‘:;ext, it would
be well to consider the term in its literal sense—(e_a)@jliﬂu v @pear
=One who stood for the good of the world). For, the inscriptions

gyhtusing the expression ¢ flay »* refer only to the posture of the
eity. In this connection it is worthwhile remembering another

hame us?revﬁ@alrsu‘an_.@erﬂu Gsavi  which is the name of the God

of the Jalasayana temple. Even as this name refers to the posture

of the deity, Ulaguyyaninra also refers only to the posture.

4. Regarding the Sthalasa i

- yana temple, a pojnt is worth noting.
The temple as it stands to~day looks comparatively modern. The
name 'of. the gopuram, Rayala Gopuram is also suggestive. From
these it is not wrong to conclude that the temple might have been
renovated, if not rebuilt in main i i Vi

‘ portions during, the V.

renove ijayanagar

5. Tirumangai Alvar refers to the God of Mahabalipuram as
one who is in the company of Siva whose abode is the crer;xatorium.
This can be stated as an additional point to support our conclusion
that the Jalasayana temple first housed the original talasayana
of Mahabalipuram. Here is an extract from the Periya Thirumoli
(6th Tirumoli-commencing ner@m) s Second ‘Ten' .

Seorir&el® s7L_gger Biw (5 9ehersCe®

Qi Bméssers QsuQumurayis @ ivadiaibGe
samEsoll UBELD WOWEE_aTeadng soFUeLD

W BSOS STTuenT werwllser per 11 LreGe.
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The reference here is only to the shore-temple where the
Vishnu and the Siva images were once installed close to one an-
other. Dr. S. K. Aiyengar suggests that the cause of the present
obscure position of the uncared for Jalasayana might perhaps be
seen in the real of a Saivite ruler of the Pallava dynasty who might
have ‘consciously thrown the Vishnu shrine into the shade’.

. 6. REgarding the Trivikrama Avatara, one thing is worth
noting. The Avatira seemed to have worked up the imagination
of many of the rulers of the South. This is explained by the pre-
Sence of a number of temples whose principal deity is Trivikrama.
There is g temple at Shiyali called Tadalan Ko6il. The God of this

temple is praised as Man Alanda Tadalan. wewr gersgs srirere.
The Trivikrama deity in this temple is also a colossal one. This
temple is worth investigation by scholars. Regarding the antiquity
of the deity of this temple, it is at least as old as the days of Tiru-
Mmangai Alvar whose hymns in praise of the Tadalan are too well-

known. Shiyali is known in the hymns as griflé @rrw dararssio.
(Ref. 4th Tirumoli—Third ‘Ten’—).
. 7. In the concluding part of this paper a reference to a verse
in Kamban’s Ramayana has been made.
The following is the verse:
Corg 1ol g oo CargrQan’ r Qar@Gudiwer
Lo pow ergeass CurddGuryp Bun er
wr B Qi @Qes @Gpuepama 56sar Gum
Curg diZer 5C 5 S @fve) pG peir & peir Guidnnlr.
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Fixing of two Important Dates in the History
of the Jodhpur State

By
DAsHARATHA SHARMA

There .has been till now some uncertainty regarding the dates
of the passing away of Rao Jodhaji, from whom the state of Jodh-
pur takes its name, and his almost equally famous and heroic

grand'fa’fher Rio Chiindiji, the conquerer of Mandor. This short
note is intended to remove this incertitude,

According to Dayaldas Sindhayach, Munshi Deviprasad, and
Colonel Powlett, Rao Jodhaiji died in V. 1547.! The date assigned
for the event by Tod, Shyamaldis Kaviraja, Bankidas, and the
Jo.dhpur Khyit is, on the other hand, nearly two years earlier than
this, i, in Vaisakha 1545 (April 1489 AD.)2 Recently, however,
T hgve come across the prasasti of a Kalpasiitra Ms. from Jaisalmer
which helps us to regard the Jodhpur tradition as perfecﬂy accu-

rate in this matter3 The 22nd, 23rd, 24th and 25th verses thereof
read as follows: — :

T3 forgrmEfitn awag @ |
ARGt FafER: | 3 ()
sETsRAfat FganT |
Aeefarmrzratas aoia || k2 1
SgaRagalRe TS, g9 |
fagrea rEEwR awet | 29 4
(g R (49w AR st T
fafeam? MeeiiserdaTmemam | 4 |

1. See respectively the Bikdner Khydt, II, p. 5, Rao Bikdji’s Life, p-
35, and the Gazetteer of the Bikaner State, p. 9. ’
) 2. See respectively Annals and Antiquities of Rajasthdn, I, p. 951
Viravinoda, 1T, p. 806, Aitihdsika baten, No. 974, and Khyit, p. I; p. 46.
- 3. The manuscript is in the Tapagachchha Bhandir, Jaisalmer. I am
indebted for the copy of the prajasti to my friend Mr. Agar-Chand Nahats.
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From these verses we learn that Jodhaji’s successor Satalji was
on the throne of Jodhpur in Bhadrapada, V. 1545. So Jodhajl
must have naturally died some time before this. He could not
have been by any means alive up to V. 1547, the year assigned by
our other set of sources.

_ 'The dates given for the death of Rio Chundaji by our histo-
rians are as follows: —
L V. 1465 (Tod-Annals and Antiquities of Rajasthan, II,
P. 944.) .
2. V. 1465 (Kaviraja Shyamaldas-Viravinoda, II, p. 803.)
3. V. 1475 (Dayaldas Sidhiyach-Bikaner. Khyat
4. V. 1480 (Mm. B. N. Reu-Marwar ki Itihdsa, I, p. 65).

Of these the date V. 1475 appears to be the most reasonable.
According to Tod, Delhi was being ruled by Khizr Khan at the
time of Chundaji’s death,® and he had helped the Bhati leader
Kelhana with a Muslim force in his fight against the Rathors. The
Chhanda of Rao Jaitsi, our earliest and most authoritative source
for the early history of Jodhpur and Bikéner® gives an account
very similar to this one. According fo it, the Emperor Khidr
(Khizr) Khan, angered by Chundaji's levying taxes on all sides, .
marched against him with a big force composed partly of Bhati’s
and Sankhlas and slew Chindéji near Nagor.® As Khizr
Khan was on the throne of Delhi from V. 1471 to 1478,
we have naturally to reject the dates V. 1465 and 1480 as
either too early or too late. On the other hand, we have, for V.
1475, also a stone inscription of Rao Chundaji’s other enemy, the
Bhiti leader Kelhana.” So there cannot possibly be any objection
to V. 1475 being regarded as the probable date of Chundajl’s
death.8

i

Annals and Antiquities of Rajasthan, II, p. 945.
The date of its composition is V. 1591.
Verses 11-20.
. The inscription is now in §ri Gangd Golden- Jubilee Museum, Bikaner.
It is to be shortly published in the Annals of the Bhandarkar Oriental Re-
search Institute. ‘

8. The Badli inscription of V. 1478, if genuine, would carry the time
of Chundaji's death to V. 1478. But Dr. G. H. Ojha regards it as a for-

ﬂ_c:b‘(:h

. gery. The. character of the language used‘ supports, I believe, Ojh&ji’s

condention. :
3 .



Was Sultan Khusrau Murdered ?
By

Syen Momwun Hag,
(Lecturer in History, M. U. Aligark).

Sultan Khusrau, the eldest son of Jahangir, is one of the
romantic figures of Indian History. Iu the normal course of events
te would bave succeeded to the throne of his uncestors, but he
was destined to live 4 chequered life and end it in imprisonment.
Hig death which occured in January, 1622 is one of the controver-
sial problems of Mughal history. 1L has been maintained by some
modern scholars that Shahjahan ‘did to death his elder bl'ﬂth_e‘"’
Sultan Khusrau at Burhanpur, kept the fact secret for a w%ulff
and then announced to the emperor that he had died of colic.”™
A careful examination of the coptemporary evidentce, hgwe‘fer’
shows that this conclusion is unwarranted and mainly based either
on the works of later writers on the aceounts of Buropean travel-
lers who ‘often go hopelessly astray', as Prof. Beni Prashad truly

abserves, ‘whenever they treat of matters beyond their immediate
purview.’

Khusrau was born in August 1587 and was, therefore, a youth
of 18 at the time of his father's accession, His relations with
Jahangir had become unhappy al the end of Akbar's reign when
an atttempt was made by Man Singh and others to secure the
throne for him. But the nobles would not agree to the superses-
sion of Prince Salun, and their determined opposition crushed the
hopes of Khusrau’s partisans. On his gccession, Jahangiy, like an
affectionate father, forgave the misdeeds of his son, received him
at the court with the warmest possible affection and gave him a
lakhk of rupees for the repair ¢f an old palace which he was allow-
ed to occupy. Khusrau’s wind, however, was so full with th
“dream of sovereignty” that it was impossible for him to reconcil

himself to this state of semi-confinement. His tender age ar

charming personality could again attract a few hundred perso

L Beni Prasad. History of Johaugir, p. 336. Alse see B. P, Saxe
History of Shakjahan of Dehli, p. 34-35.
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to his cause, which enabled him (~ risk a hazardous escape from
the royal custody. On the evening of April 6, 1606, he stole out
of Agra on the prefext of a visit to Akbar’s tomb at Sikandarah
and took the road to the Punjab2 The news of the flight was
almost immediately communicated to the Emperor who issued ex-
press orders for pursuit and left the capital on the following morn-
ing. At Bhairowal he was defeated by the imperial forces and
captured after a {utile attempt to escape to Afghanistan. “On
Thursday, Muharram 3rd, 1015, in Mirza Kamran’s garden, they
brought Khusray before me,” says Jahangir, “with his hands tied
and chains on hig legs from the left side after the manner and
Custom of Chingiz Khan.” The Emperor ordered the prince to be
kept in prison whil= his chief supporters were condemned to death.?

In 1607 Jahangir visited Kabul where he ordered the chains
of Khusrau to be removed and allowed him the liberty of move-
ments within the Shahr-ara garden. But neither the filial aﬁ'ecf:ion
nor the generous treatment of the emperor stopped th_e young .prl.nce
from plotting against the life of his father. Khusrau’s principal
accomplice in this plot was Itibar Khan, the eunuch, through whom
he had succeeded in securing the support of a large number of
persons. 'The conspirafors had decided to assassinate the emperor
in the course of a hunting expedition on his return journey from
Kabul. But the plot was discovered in time, and its ringleaders
were put to death. Khusrau was also punished severely. Accord##
ing to some writers he was deprived of his sight and placed under
a more rigorous confinement. The authorities differ as to thc?
extent and manner in which Khusrau was blinded. Prof. Bem
Prashad has accepted the version of the Intikhab-i-Jahangirshahi
which says that “His Majesty ordered Prince Khusrau to be d}e-
prived of his sight. When the wire was put in his eyes, such pain
was inflicted on him, that it is beyond all expression. The Prince,
after being deprived of sight, was brought to Agra; and the pater-
nal love again revived. The most experienced physicians were
ordered to take measures to heal the eyes of the Prince, that they
might become as sound as they were before.” One of them suc-
ceeded in curing him and “the Prince recovered his original power

2. Many people had joined the rebel pri i
. prince on his way and
time he reached Lahore h ) Y e

his banner, ¢ is said to have assembled 12,000 followers under

3. Igbalnamah-i-Jahangiri, Calcutta edition, p. 16,
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of vision in one of his eyes, but the other remained a little defective
in that respect, and also became smaller than its natural size.”
We do not know the author of the Intikhab, and although he ap-
pears to be a contemporary of J ahangir it would be unsafe 1o accept
the entire details of his version especially when they are not con-
firmed and corroborated by other Persian contemporary authori-
ties. The Tuzuk-i-Jahangiri and the Igbalnamah of Motamad Khar
are silent and say nothing about the execution of this punishment;
but we can conclude from Jahangir's account of the rebellion of
Qutb Khan at Patna that “something had been done to Khusrau’s
eyes.” This ohscure young man had given himself out as Prince
Khusrau and declared that he had escaped from prison. “He
showed those deceived ones”, says Jahangir, “the parts about his

eyes, where at sometime he had produced scars, of which the -

marks were still apparent, and told them that in prison they had
fastened cups (katoris) on them and those were the marks.”s This
statement of the emperor is significant for he is not giving here an
edited account of an incident which would be discreditable 1o him;
he is referring to a revolt at Patna and incidentally mentions that
the impostor had personated Prince Khusrau and showed the Scars
vound his eyes as identification marks. He condemns Qutb as an
impostor, but does not reject the view that Khusrau had scars of
katoris on his eyes. Thus we can safely presume that the Emperor
-as well as the people believed that in the case of Khusrau the
blinding operation consisted of the application of hot bowls or
katoris to the eyes. 'There is no doubt, however, that by engineer-
ing this plot against his father’s life Khusrau forfeited his confi-
dence and sympathy for good and passed the remaining years of
his life in imprisonment except for a short interval when he was

allowed a partial freedom of movements and ordered to pay his
respects to the emperor.6 .

On the question of Khusrau’s murder by his younger brother,
Prince Khurram, there is considerable difference of opinion among
the modern scholars of Mughal history. While Beveridge asserts

4. Elliot and Dowson. VI. pp. 448-449.

§. Tuzuk-i-Jahangiri. (Rogers and Beveridge) Vol. I. p. 174,

6. Tuzuk (Rogers and Beveridge), Vol. I, pp. 252 and 261. Sujan
Rai, the author of the Khulasat-ut Twarikh says that he was permitted to
pay his respects to Jahangir at the recommendation of a Sanyasi, and on

another occasion he was released for a few days at the request of Prince
Parwez. Delhi edition, p. 445.
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that “there is no cvidence worthy of the name that Khusrau was
poisoned or strangled,” and Eiphinstone refuses “to believe that
a lifc not sullied by any other crime could be stained by one of
so deep dye,” there are others who emphatically maintain that

. Shahjahan “did to death his elder brother Sultan Khusrau” and

that Jahangir kept quiet over it “in order to save his own con-
science.”™ Let us examine the original authorities in detail hefore
we accept one of these views.

The first point which needs elucidation is whether Shahjahan
made it a condition of accepting the command of the Deccan cam-
baign that Khusrau should be placed under his custody. Dr. B. P.
Saxena holds the view that as a precautionary measure Khurram
asked Jahangir to hand over Khusrau to him and quotes’ Qazvini,
Iabal-namah and Ma’'asir-i~Jahangiri as his authorities.

An examination of the versions given by these writers, how-
ever, does not lead us to the conclusion at which he has arrived.
The author of the Igbalnamah says: Wa Khusrau ra ki dar zindani-
makafat mahboos bud wa bandahai-shahi muhafizat wa muharisat-
~00 minumudand, hukm shud ki hamrah-i-Khud burda ba zabitai
ki Khatiri a u farzand-i-dilband mutmain bashad muqqiyad darad,
(and Khusrau who was in the prison-house of retribution- and
was under the custody and care of the royal slaves was ordered
to accompany him (Khurram) and he was to keep him imprisoned
in the manner that satisfied his mind). Evidently this is far differ-
ent from saying that Shahjahan “refused to march until his eclder
brother Khusrau was made over to him.”® Qazvini’s account is
more detailed and throws greater light on the problem under con-
sideration. Prince Khurram is ordered by the Emperor to take
charge of the Deccan campaign and suppress the rebels. He
accepts this command with a ‘bright face and a happy heart’ and
starts his preparations. “One day -(the Prince) asked Hazrat
Jannat Makani at an opportune moment in the Jharoka-i-Am and
Khas” continues the distinguished historian, “as to what was in the
mind of His Majesty about Khusrau.” He replied, “We are satisfied
with what satisfies your heart. We find our interest in what is

7. History of Jahangir by Beni Prasad, pp. 336-39; History of Shahja-
han by Banarai Prasad, pp. 34 and 35; N. L. Ahmad. Muslim University
Journal, Vol. I, No. 2, pp. 129-35; For H. Beveridge's article see Journal
of the Royal Asiatic Society, 1907. p. 598.

8. Beni Prasad., History of Jahangir, p. 332.
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consi.dered politic by our dutiful son.” Hazrat Shah-i-Buland Igbal,
keeping in view the entire administrative system and the interests
of the people said? “Although he is in the custody of Khwaja
Abul Hasan and the said Khwaja is worthy of confidence, yet the
ser\{ants do not have the same @Xpectati(;ns and fears from the
Amirs as they have from the princes. For this reason you should
not remain contented with his affair. As the Khwaja has been
ordered to accompany me, (Khusrau’s) care and custody might
aIS.O be entrusted to me; this will give you entire satisfaction on
’rhxs.matter.” Hazrat Jannat Makani, considering this right sug-
gEStIO.n to he praisworthy, hecause it contained (the proposal of)
securing the peace and prosperity of the veople, accepted it on
account of his wisdom and farsightedness and ordered him to place
Khusrau in the charge of his own servants; nay. (he further or-

Iapard - A1 . . - i
fered him) to take him on this campaign so that our heart might
remain secure and satisfied.”

The above passage makes the following points quite clear.
Tha.t both Jahangir and Shahjahan suspected that Khusrau might
again cause trouble if he was not placed in the custody of a membe¥
of .the royal family, hecause the actual guards, as Khurram €X-
flams, hé‘id greater hopes and fears from their royal prisoners than
*rom their custodions. Khusrau’s custodian, Khwaja Abul Hasan,
was to accompany Khurram to the Deccan, and there was a strong
proba]inlity of Khusrau’s winning over the guards in the absence
cf their macter who was a nobleman only. Hence Shahjahan sug-
gested that he should be left in the custedy of his own servants.
It is to be noted that Khurram had not even hinted that Khusrau
should accompany him to the Deccan. 'That suggestion is madé by
Jahangir who considered it essential for the peace and tranouilit‘y
of the.cquntry. What perhaps troubled Shahjahan most wa; that
Khwaja Abul Hasan was to accompany him to the Deccan .while
Khusra'u was to remain at the capital in the custody of his
(Khwaja’s) servants. This is clear from Jahangir’s words when
he orders Khurram “to place Khusrau in the charge of his own
servants, nay, to take him on this campaign.” That Jahangir agreed
with Khurram in apprehending trouble from the mov;mer;ts of
Khusrz}u is more than obvious; and this should not surprise us, for
Khusrau’s past conduct had been far from satisfactory. ‘

9. Hazrat Shak-i-Buland-igbal nazar bar niz am-

. i~kul wa slahat-i-
jam hoor farmooda ha arz-i-augaddas rasaneed e
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Khafi Khan is another Persian writer who is generally quoted
as an authority by modern scholars. He accuses Shahjahan for
the murder of his brother and quotes the author of Maasir-i-Jahan-
giri as his authority.l® “But”, as Beveridge has pointed out, “the
reference to Ghairat Khan does not occur in all the manuscripts
of Khafi Khan. In two of those in the British Museum, Add. 26,223
and Add. 26,226, Ghairat Khan or the Jahangirnama is not men-
tioned as the authority; and, moreover, no such statement as that
attributed to Ghairat Khan appears to exist in his work.” That
all the mss. of Khafi Khan do not contain the reference to Ghairat
Khan shows that this is an addition made by some copyist at a
later date.

The best known of the contemporary or nearly contem-.
porary writers who has definitely implicated Shahjahan in the
murder of his brother is Mohd. Swaleh Kamboh, the author of
Amal-i-Swaleh. He begins his account by theorizing that it is
proper for the kings to dispose of their brothers and relatives
whose non-existence ensures public salety and that their council-
lors consider it politic and essential for the welfare of the public
to destroy the other claimants to the throne. And, therefore, on
the proposal of the true advisers of religion and State, Sultan
Khusrau, who had been handed over to Shah-i-Buland-igbal by
Emperor Jahangir when the latter was not in his own senses on
account of drunkenness, was despatched from the prison-cell to
the vast world of dust by pain of strangulation on the night pre-
ceding Tuesday, 20th of Rabi-us-Sani, 1031 A.H. To avoid public
scandal the dead body of the late (prince) was taken through the
city of Burhanpur with great honour and respect. The notables
and officers of Hazrat (Shah-i-Buland-igbal) who accompanied it
were chanting prayers (takbir and darud). He was buried on the
night preceding Wednesday.” He goes on to describe how “the
hearts of the people of the world burnt on account of this incident”

10. Bid. Ind. edition, Vol. I, p. 325.

11. Mr. Beveridge says that the India Office and British Museum manus-
cripts of the Maasir-i-Jahangiri were personally examined by him, and they
have the same statement which we find in the Tuzuk and the Igbalnamah.
See Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society, 1907, p. 601. The actual words of
the Maasir-i-Jahangiri are:—dar Khalal-i-inhal az araiz-i-manhian-i-suba-i-
Dakkan ba masamai, ijlal raseed ki Sultan Khusrau dar bistum bahman mah
ba arza-i-dard-i-qulanj wadiat~i~hayat supurd. ..(Ms. belonging to
Mr. M. B, Ahmad, I.C.S., p. 242.) )
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and how “men and women of the city wept in sorrow at the help-
lessness of that oppressed (prince).” The sad news of this cvents
as it spread far and wide, “for a long time kept comioit away irom
the surfoce of the hearts of e people”  His grave Lecame a place
of pilgrimage, and when his body was removed to Allahabad they
set up a representation of a grave at every stage of the journey.
These sites were regarded as holy places and people visited them
on Thursdays to pass the night there.12

There is no doubt that Swalieh who calls himself “the humblest
of the servants of the perpetual throne” deserves a high rank
among the authorities of this period. Ife is a great admirer of
Shahjahan and praises him in almost hyperbolic terms. But before

accepting his version we have to take the following facts into con”

sideration. His book was corapleted after Shahjohan’s dethroné-
ment.B¥  Thus, if he was fortunate, on the one hand, in having
VYOI‘kS like ‘Qazvini’s Shahjahanamah to draw upon, he was also
liable to have been influenced by a number of fictitious stories aP
ba.zaar gossins about the character and activities of hig master. By
this time the myth of Khusrau’s having been strancled to death
by the orders of Kkurram must have spread throu'—:hfjut the lengt b
and breadth of India. Shah Jahan had lost much ;f his poP“h‘rilcy
along with his thronc on account of his deliberate partiality for
Dara; and surely this must have encouraged the people to disser®
nate many baseless stories about his early life. Indced the works
of European writers leave no doubt about the fact that peoPl®
suspected Khurram’s complicity in Khusraw’s “murder”. THE
author of Amal-i-Swaleh who regarded Shahjahan as the “source of
the finest of human virtues” considered it proper and foup
it, perhaps, essential to give a justification for this “murder”. A
careful study of the whole passage shows that Swaleh believed
the many absurd stories that were current in his time.
Khusrau who was notorious for his rebellion and disloyalty towards
Jahangir should have become a saint after his death is simply 2
conceivable. Swaleh’s statement that sites of the stages on the
route by which his dead body was brought to Allahabad had beé

12, Amal-i-Swaleh, Calcutta edition, pp. 162-62

13. In the preface the author says that he completed the book in 1070
AH. and gives latifa-i-faiz-i-ilahee as its chronogram. But he not ©
carries the narrative of Shahjahan’s reign upto the year 1076 A.H. but mep-
tions the death of his teacher, Inayatullah Kamboh, which occured in 1
AH. (See Introduction to the Calcutta edition of Amal-i-Swaleh, pp. and 10)
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come places of pilgrimage where people passed their nights on
Thursdays, is not verified by other contemporary writers and
appears to be ridiculous.

Anoiher contemporary authority generally quoted by modern
writers to support the view that Khusrau was murdered by the
orders of Shahjahan is his cwn son, Aurangzeb, who, according
to Sir J. N. Sarkar, reminds his “captive” father of having “done
to death” his brothers. The learned author of the voluminous
‘History of Aurangzib’ has dragged his “hero” into this controversy
by making a reference to one of his letters addressed to Shahjahan.
It appears that the ex-Emperor had taken exception to the words
which Aurangzeb had used for his brothers in a previous letter.
In reply Aurangzeb admits the charge but points out that it should
aot be construed as impertinence of conduct. In justifying the
tone of his remarks about his brothers he refers to their hostility
towards him and reminds Shahjahan of the manner in which “he
spoke of his own brothers, Khusrau and Parviz, who had hastened
to the valley of non-existence before the days of his Khilafat and
N0 injury or harm could be expected of them”, (a ‘la hazrat
Khusrau wa Parwaz ra Ki pesh az ayyam-i-Khilafati-an-hazrat ba
wadi-i-fana. Shitafta budand wa hech goona asebe wa muzzarate-
aziha mutawaqq ‘nabud ta bal chi qism yad mifarma-yand.),
Dr. Sarkar translates or rather mistranslates the above passage
thus: “How do you still regard the memory of (your brother)
Khusrau and Parviz, whom you did to death before your accession
and who had threatened no injury to you.”’4 The inaccuracy of
the above translation is obvious; the- translator makes the son
accuse his father of fratripide although he never meant. it. His
language is clear and those who are not entirely ignorant of Persian
can easily understand its meaning. His only object is to emphasize
the fact that Shahjahan was criticising him for an attitude towards
his brothers, which was in no way worse than his own attitude
towards Khusrau and Parviz. It is unfortunate that modern writers
have accepted Sarkar’s mislezding version without comparing it
with the original letter.!s

14, Sarkar's History of Aurangzeb, Voi. HI p. i55. The letter quoted
above may be read in the Adab-i-Alamgiri, See, f. 202 b, Aligarh Muslim
University Ms. (Abdus Salaam Section). '

15. For instance see Beni Prasad’s History of Jahangir, note on p. 338.
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In fact the above letter of Aurangzeb which, Prof. Sarkar has
quoted to prove the guilt of Shahjahan is an indirect but strong
evidence of his innocence. From the style of the letter it is evident
that Aurangzab was anxious to emphatically remind his father of
his attitude towards his brothers and would have certainly men-
tioned his complicity in Khusrau’s “murder” had there been 2
grain of truth in it. Shahjahan’s critics may accuse his father of
partiality and attribute his silence in the'Tuzuk to his anxiety “to
save his conscience,” but they can not offer that plea in the case
f’f his son. Aurangzeb was too outspoken in his style and too bold
in his expression to suppress the truth.

Some of the modern scholars have attached an undue signifi-
cance to.the evidence of Europeans who happened to be in India
at the time of Khusrau's death or visited it shortly after that
event. They have left interesting but not always reliable accounts
oli what they saw with iheir own eyes and also of what
gi:i};nshez;'d liffron.l othgrs. But their ignorance of the con-
i ; e in .thl.s country and their prejudices against

. people made it impossible for them to see things if
their true perspective; moreover, “an attempt on their par t
tg cate.r to the imagination of their readers” mars the value
2 Otilelg narratives considerably. It is perfectly true that
tir:ns 1:) them Wer.e. not in :.;1 position to obtain authentic informa-

a Ol.lt the political affairs, hence they content themselves by
reproducing rumours and current gossip.”1® The evidence of these
tra}v.ellers and merchants, most of whom were men of mediocre
ability is, therefore, to be accepted with far greater caution than
has.been generally exercised by many of our modern writers.
Their observations need considerable sifting before they are allov;-
ed to pass as conclusive evidence of any fact, especially if they
are based on hearsay. Keeping in view the facts stated above it
would be unsafe to attach too much significance to the letters of
the factors of various European companies or narratives of Euro-
pean'trav'ellers, which have been quoted to establish the guilt of
Shahjahan. In this particular case the authenticity of the evidence
of these foreigners is further weakened by the significant fact that
none of those who definitely accuse Shahjahan was present at
Burhanpur where Khusrau’s death took place, and Nicholas Bang-
ham, an English factor who was present there, does not hold him

16. Prof. B. P. Saxena, History of Shahjahan of Dihli, p. XX,
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guilty. In his letter, dated February 5, 1622, he simply speaks of
“the sudden troubles that have happened by the death of Khusrau
whereof here go many reports, Khurram being, and was then, a
hunting some cos. off,”!7 and scrupulously avoids taking the res-
ponsibility of even suggesting that he attached any value to these
reports. Of course there must have been many wild rumours about
the death of a prince who had remained for a number of years
one of the central figures of Mughal politics and who had always
attracted the sympathy of large sections of people on account of
his stormy career which was full of tragic episodes. With the
lapse of time these “reports” gained a wider currency, and the
enemies of Shahjahan must have spared no labour to popularize
the view that he h2d murdered Khusrau. It is, therefore, only in
letters written from other places and at later dates that we find
the writers definitely charging Shahjahan for the “murder” of his
brother.

Prof. N. L. Ahmad thinks that Francisco Pelsaert’s “testimony
is of considerable value since he was a keen observer, and had
acquired a good knowledge of the language spoken in Agra)” He
is inclined to believe that he (Pelsaert) “was in Burhanpur or its
vicinity about the time of Khusrau’s death,” because Sir William
Foster indentifies ‘Signor Frinces, the Duche’ who is mentioned
by Nicholas Bangham in the post-script of his letter of February
5, 1622, as Pelsaert the Dutch factor.l® Palsaert, who spent at
Agra most of the time that he was in India, seems to have accepted
without reservation the entire myth of Khusrau’s “murder” and
“martyrdom” as well as the divine sanctity attached to the spots
where his dead body had rested for nights on its journey to Allaha-
had. That the details of his account “confirm that of Swalih in a
remarkable manner,” shows that both have incorporated in their
works the waorst possible version of the scandalous reports and
rumours that had spread about Khusrau’s death throughout the
length and breadth of the Empire. Pelsaert wanted to scandalize
the reputation of Shahjahan, while Swaleh is anxious to justify the
conduct of his hero. Pelsaert wrote his account several years after
the death of Khusrau, and we can have some idea of his careless-
ness about verifying its details by the fact that he gives 1621 in~

17. English Factories in India, 1622-3. (Quoted by Dr. Beni Prasad,
p. 337, n).
18. Muslim University Journal, June 1934, p. 132.
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stead of 1622 as the date of the event. Indeed, the rumour that
Shahjahan had murdered his brother served his purposc for it
gave him an interesting episode, however baseless it might be, for

his book.19

Thus an impartial survey of the contemporary authorities and
a careful scrutiny of the relevent data will establish heyond doubt
that Shahjahan was not guilty of fratricide and that this charge
has been levelled against him either by later writers or those who
relied on bazaar gossip for their information. In fact nothing would
pave been more inadvisable on his part than to have had Khusrau
murdered at a time when he was in his own custody, for that was
sure to have created suspicions about his complicity. He knew
that Khusrau was harmless as long as he was a priconer in his
hands, and there seems to be no justification for hic taking the
risk of incurring the displeasure of his father by murdering his
elder brother and thereby giving his opponents an opportuinity to
spoil his reputation and diminish his influence in the country.

The suggestion that in order “to save his conscience” Jahangir
mentions the report of his death without any comment is not very
convincing. Jahangir was an affectionate father and would have
never condoned so quietly the murder of his eldest son had there
been the slightest suspicion ahout it.

19. Pelsaert wrote his account at least 4 years after the death of the
Prince. “The Remonstrantie,” says Moreland in his Introduction to ‘Jahan-
gir's India’, “was written, as the text shows, in 1626, when Pelsaerts engage-
ment was drawing to an end.” P.XII). Itis astonishing to note that modern

writers have failed to notice these flaws in His account and have quoted him
as a trustworthy authority,
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Lord Minto took his seat in Calcutta on July 31, 1807, and was

‘succeeded by Lord Moira (later the Marquis of Hastings) on Octo-

ber 4, 1813. He was a believer in the policy of 1r)1lon--2n’cferverx‘iii:)':::‘
7 : i “ d himself obliged from >
but, as Roberts points out, ‘“he foun : . :
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i j States are concerned, 2
attitude”! So far as the Rajput : . o
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had concluded a tre
ties in England. Lord Wellesley . -. "
Jaipur in 1%03 but with the revival of the policy of n?n mterz:;l-
tion under Lord Cornwallis and Sir George‘Barlo;vh it u;‘;s o
celled. A treaty had also been conchfded .w1th Jo purtiﬁed bS:
but it never came into force at all since it was n.ot raf ol by
Raja Man Singh? “So that with the minor exceptions (1)" e
and the two Jat principalities of Bharatpur and Dhotlﬁurjt e W o
block of Rajput country on the we-s:::rxé iﬁznkgigarai arllldnmaMalwa
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::xfaﬁi::ig fcl)rs political purposes a stretch of uncontrolled t:elx;:t’;on;
This position continued until 1817, when Hastings embar 0

his grand operations to tranquilise Central India and establish

paramountcy ‘in the country”3

At the time when Lord Minto assumed office, Mewayr, thi rll?sz-
mier State in Rajputana, was passing through a serious .

She had heen reduced to a pitiful condition owing to the weak-

ness of the monarchy and the selfish aggrandlsem:;x: ofattsl;e p'!;;le
cipal clans (specially the Chandawats :'md the S aw. ﬁor; e
effects of internal anarchy were intensified by mterve.n o
without. The rulers of Jaipur and Jodhpur were fighting V4

. i itish India, p. 261. .
; gett ot;fe freir;:s writer's article on “Lord Wellesley and the Rajput
States” to be published in Caleutta Review. .
3. M. S. Mehta, Lord Hastings and the Indian States, p. 125.
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for marrying Krishnakumari, Rana Bhim Singh’s beautiful daugh-
ter The troops of Daulat Rao Sindhia, Jaswant Rao Holkar and
Amir Khan, the Pindari chief, indiscriminately ravaged the
Rana’s territory. Surji Rao Ghatge, an ex-minister (and father-
in-law) of Daulat Rao Sindhia, established great influence in the
Rana’s council, and in accordance with his advice the Rana ap-
plied for military assistance to the Resident of Delhi. His letters
on this subject were intercepted by Sindhia, who demanded an
explanation from the British Resident. Mercer assured him that
the British Government would not interfere in the affairs of those
States ‘to which it was not bound by defensive alliance’5 In 1808
Holkar’s Pindaris plundered two parganas near Udaipur. Influen-
iial chiefs like Sangram Singh of Lawa and Padam Singh of Salum-
ber disturbed internal peace by their bitter rivalry for power. The
Rana received some assistance from Zalim Singh of Kotah and
Ambaji Inglia, but his difficulties went on increasing. In 1809
ke became so helpless that he had to take a daily allowance of
Rs. 500 from Sindhia’s viceroy in Mewar for the maintenance of
the royal family.

During the years 1807-1810 Amir Khan, the powerful Pindari
Jeader, gradually made himself the most powerful prince in Central
India. In 1807 he brought Man Singh of Jodhpur under his con-
trol. In 1809 he established his influence in Bhupal. In 1810
he took advantage of Jaswant Rao Holkar’s madness and became
the de facto ruler of the Holkar State. His first task after these
successes was the realisation of tribute from Jaipur and Mewar.

In May, 1810, Amir Khan appeared in Mewar for the collec-
tion of tribute® His progress was checked for g few weeks by
internal troubles within his camp,” but everybody knew that it
was absolutely impossible for the Rana to resist him, The Resi-
dent in Delhi became nervous. He wrote on July 8, 1810, “It
is greatly to be feared that Amir Khan will at length succeed in
getting possession of Udaipur and thereby putting an end to the

4. See Mr. N. B. Roy’s article on this subject in Modern Review, April
1942,

5. Imperial Record Department, Political Consultations of the Supreme
Government, January 29, 1807, No. 22, 23. '

6. Letter from Mr. Mercer, Resident with Sindhia, to Lord Minto,
June 20, 1810. (Imperial Record Department).
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sovereignty of the most ancient and most venerated of the Ra]'pl‘}t
Chiefs. 'The country is so strong and so easily defended that, if
once the Pathans were in Yossession of the strongholds and passes,
it would be next to impossible to dislodge them, and in its produc-
tiveness they would find immense resources. It would, moreovel.',
insure and facilitate to Amir Khan the conquest of Jaipur where it
would appear that the greatest alarm prevails”.?

After his arrival near Udaipur Amir Khan informed the Rana
that he was prepared to recover the important fortress of Kum-
bhalgarh from Sindhia’s general, Jaswant Rao Bhau, on condition
of payment of 12 lakhs of rupees. He also suggested that a body
of his own troops should be entertained by the Rana in his service..9
Naturally Bhim Singh refused to accept these proposals. Amir
Khan then wanted an interview with the Rana, but he ‘perte,iste.:d
in declining to admit Amir Khan into Udaipur or to visit him in
a camp’l® But Amir Khan was not the man to take a refusal.
He forced his way to Udaipur and dictated his terms to the un-
fortunate Rana. Bhim Singh agreed to engage in his service a
body of Amir Khan’s troops, and to satisfy the pecuniary demand's
of the Pathan Chief. But Amir Khan did not want peace in Raj-
putana. Although both Jagat Singh and Man Singh had already
decided to ‘relinquish all thoughts’ of marrying Krishnakumari,!!
Amir Khan was very anxious to revive that source of contest. He
asked the Rana to celebrate his daughter’s marriage with Man
Singh. The Rana refused. :

With regard to the final act of the tragedy our sources of
information cannot be reconciled. According to Tod, Amir Khan
gave the Rana a choice between two evils: “‘either the princess
should wed Raja Maun, or by her death seal the peace of Ra?—
warra”. 'The Rana preferred the death of his daughter to a marri-
age which he considered dishonourable.!? Tod’s story is in sul?-
stantial agreement with Amir Khan’s own version of the aﬁa%r
as given in Amir Nama. But Busawgn Lal, the author‘ of Am.zr
Nama, clearly says that the' Rana “agreed to contrive to get nfi
of his daughter .. provided Amir Khan pledged to wrest Khali-

8. P.C., August 6, 1810, No. 77.

9. Letters from Mr. Mercer to Lord Minto, June 20 and July 7, 1810,
10. P.C., August 6, 1810, No. 78.

11. Annals of Mewar, Chap. XVII.

12. Modern Review, April, 1942.
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raold from Man Singh”.* A modern writer has unveservedly
accepted ihis interpretation ot the Rana’s conduci and remarked:
“The crime was not excused by any sensitive regard for family
pride that marked the high-wettled Rajputs of old. It was the
result of a sordid bargain”® It is diliicult to believe that the
Rana was in a position to ‘bargain’ with Amir Khan., 'Tod says:—
“..the Rana was made to see no choice between consiganing his
beloved child to the Rahtore prince, or witnessing the cffcets of
3 more exiended dishonour from the vengeance of tiw Pathan,
and the storm of his palace by his licentious adherentis,——the riat
passed that Krishnakumari should die”. In an official letier dated
August 4, 1810, the Resident in Delhi clearly says that Amir tthan
was ‘responsible for the murder’ and adds: “it is stated that the
nobles of Udaipur, rendered desperate ai the idea of the Rana’s
being forced by Amir Khan to sanction an ailiance which would
dishonour ihe tribe to which he belonged, held a solemn consult-
ation in which it was determined as the only means of avoiding
infamy 1o take ofi the young lady by poison, which with the con-
currence of the unhappy father .. was actually carried in cffeet”.’®
According to this version of the story, the decision to murder the
princess was adopted by the nobles and carried into effect with
the concurrence of the Rana. There can be no question, there-
fore, of ‘a sordid bargain’. The princess, then a girl of sixteen,
took the fatal cup of poison on July 21, 1810.17

Although the Rana humiliated himself so much he received
70 protection from Amir Khan. In August, 1811, Bapu Sindhia
appeared in Udaipur and took up his residence in the city. The
Rana found himself obliged to receive him with an appearance Of
friendship, ‘in opposition, no doubt, to the real state of his feelings.’
The inevitable demand for money followed. Another object of
the Maratha general was the suppression of the Pindaris, for Daulat
Rao Sindhia was afraid of their rising power.l® While Amir Khan
and Sindhia-were thus struggling for mastery in Mewar, Lord

13, A pargana belongmg lo a relative of the Rana.

14. Modern Review, April, 1942. .

15. Modern Review, April, 1942,

16. P.C., August 25, 1810, No. 50.

17. Qjha, Udaipur Rajya ka Itihase, p. 698. There is a reference i6
her death in an official letter dated August 4, 1810, written by the Resident
in Dethi. (P.C., August 25, 1810, No. 50). '

18. P.C., September 20, 1811, No. 11.
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Minto remained a silent spectator. The .result‘ was te(eirrn‘lie. ;Il‘;c:
says, “Mewar was rapidly approaching d1§SOIUt1°n, af;. e inry e
of civilization fast disappearing; fields laid waste, cities ruins,

i i his
inhabitants exiled, chieftains demoralized, the prince and hi

9
family destitute of common comforts”.!

About the time of Lord Minto’s assur.nption of. ofce% gzgif
Singh, Raja of Jaipur, was busy against Ra]a' Man S-mg. oAt a
pur, who was his rival for the hand of Knshna}kufna;':. At the
bottom of this trouble lay the intrigues of Saw.a1 Smg ot ; b:ing
ran, one of the principal Sardars of Jodhpur. With a vlle}\:r bring
the administration of Jodhpur under his own contro ef w nied
to dethrone Man Singh. A claimant to the .thr(tx.le was ;u;awai
Dhuko! Singh, the posthumous son of latef Ra]a't Bijay Smgﬁ; aal
was a very shrewd man. Instead of putting his cax.'ds on zan e
he posed as a friend of Man Singh, but secretly trle% t; entru glle
Man Singh’s position by bringing ab.out a renewal 10{ t h!; sku ;glgﬁ
with Jaipur. He requested Jagat Singh “ff) marry nfR a umarl
2s soon as possible; at the same time he “intimated to g -
that he would be eternally disgraced if he allowed “the : x.\:cce o
Amber to carry off the betrothed.” As Tod says: “The bait w

* areedily swallowed” by Man Singh and preparations were at once

undertaken for war2 It was also swalloweflfl;% Rg?h;hnd,oﬁg
i i d that “if Man Singh ¢
ambitious Dewan of Jaipur, who hope ingh cot
be deposed, then his influence would rule both the pnncxl?ahtlesf,
hesides having ascendancy at Udaipur through the marriage o
the Raja with the Princess”.2 Raichand was an able man. He

. succeeded in enlisting the support of Sindhia, Surji Rao Ghatge

(who was at this time the de facto ruler of Mewar), Amir Khaor;
and Surat Singh, the Raja of Bikaner®? A 'g)owerful group
Jodhpur Sardars, led by Sawai Singh, joined him.

The attitude adopted by Holkar was uncertain, as usual. . At
first he ‘wanted to prevent the outbreak of war be't.\x'reen Jalpru.r
and Jodhpur. It was confidently believed by the British authori-

19. Annals of Mewar, Chap. XVIL.

20. Tod, Annals of Marwar, Chap. XIV.

21. Prinsep, Memoirs of....the Pathan Soldier of Fortune, p. 312. )

22. Mercer to Barlow, December 7, 1806; February 6, 1807. Prinsep,
Memoirs of....the Pathan Soldier of Fortune, p. 312 Secret Consultations
of the Supreme Government (Imperial Record Department), March 19, 1807,
No. 3. PC.. Yanuary 29, 1807, No. 32, :

S
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ties that “If his endeavours (for peace) were ineffectual, he would
take part with Man Singh, of whose services, in giving an asylum
to his family during the late war with the British Government, he
seems to entertain the most grateful sense”. He sent a vaiil to
Jaipur ‘to dissuade the Raja from going to war. In reply, Jagat
Singh entreated him to take no part in the contest and offered
him four lakhs of rupees as the price of his neutrality. Then
Holkar made what British officials deseribed as ‘a proposal of
desperate nature’. In January, 1807, he sent a valil to the British

Resident in Delhi with the proposal that, “if the British Govern-

ment would give its consent to the measure, assist im with two
hattalions of sepoys, and settle what his share of the conquest was
to be, he would take possession of the country of Jaipur, which
produced a revenue of nearly a crore of rupces”® The Resident
was directed by the Government to express ‘an uncnalified rejec-
tion of this proposal in mild and amicable terms”.24 This rebuff
led to an unexpected change in Holkar's policy; he made terms
with Jaipur. Tod says, “Raja Maun had only the gratitude of
Holkar to reckon upon for aid, to whoge wife and family he had
given sanctuary when pursued by Lord Lake to the Attoc. But
here Sowae again foiled him; and the Mahratta, then only eighteen
miles from Maun, and who had promised to join him next day,

made a sudden movement to the south. A bribe of £100,000 ..
effected this desertion”.2s

After some hesitation?6 Jagat Singh assumed the leadership
of the anti-Jodhpur coalition. In January, 1807, Dhokul Singh

was brought to Jaipur and publicly acknowledged as the legitimate -

23. S.C., January 29, 1807, No. 13.

24. S.C., January 29, 1807, No. 16.

25. Annals of Marwar, Chep. XIV. A British officer reported on March 1,
1807, that Holkar “has certainly taken money from hoth and made fair
promises to both”. (S.C., March 19, 1807, No. 3). On February 24, 1807,
the Residerit in Delhi received reliable information to the effect that Holkar
had joined Jaipur. (S.C., March 26, 1807, No. 2).

26. Mercer reported on November. 29, 1806, “..the known imbecility of
the Jaipur Court renders it improbable that the Raja will persevere in this
object at the risk of a war with Raja Man Singh assisted by Holkar”. (P.C.,
January 1, 1807, No. 32). On January 15, 1807, the Resident in Delhi wrote
to the Supreme Government, “The Raja of Jaipur appears to want steadi-
ness, which renders it difficult to form a judgment of what he may ultimately
determine upon.” (P.C., February 5, 1807, No. 126).
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vuler of Jodhpur?® Seton, Kesident in Delhi, was axfuous tc?cgile;
vent the outbreak of hostilities, for, he thou.ght, aﬁua:lu oint
accommodation between the two Rajas W?uld . :a e . topwar
of weight be beneficial to our interest, since ﬂfletlfl g(l)\;-[naf‘athas”.zs
might eventually tend to increase the power o h einformed the
When the preparations for war were camplebef e e ore
Supreme (Government that ‘the cjm:umstal_lc'!-3 ° Soulgr iot be re-
being collected in the vicinity of our donunloﬂs . long pursued
ceived with perfect indifierence’.?Y Bltlt the POif cy éoe  orts were
by the British authorities had to be given up if activ s ot
to be made for bringing about ‘an amicable accommoda

ween Jagat Singh and Man Singh.

Man Singh prepared himself for the ix.npendmg. contelsgtma;x:(z
marched at ﬂ:xe head of his army to Parb.atsm (Jam;af'y, arm.y
While he was waiting theredf;r thi) zr;x:l 3;;}11; tr:rf;r o ;
Surji hatge, re-inforced by a bo y
-?i:i:nRggei, aftacked Jodhpur territory from the squt;l aenctlﬂzéid
vanced as far as Pali. He was, however, defc.eated b:n 1; I;heer.
from Jodhpur territory. For a mo;lxrxem;1 ;L\(Ii(r)x minui}caﬁiimbetween

1 iscovery of ‘a treachero

;Lilsl’ 'Ik‘;?:kttxhr: :;Sdc thos); attached to Dhukol‘ Singh’ compl;i:rlly ulg;
nerved him.3! Four chieftains alonte tmﬁe;mﬂe:e ;:2;21 :fohis s.teed’

. . e . o ]
yﬁelﬁfie:afkidfr 11(:: d:r:: t;xreusﬁrst of his race who ever dii-
graced the name of Rahtore by showing hls back to a Sluch\;valha .
He reached Mairta in safety, but deeming it incapabpie o . ﬂ;mi
resistance, he continued his flight and reached Jo@pm wx]a
slender retinue. After his departure from Pa?.rbatsu' ,thc.a ghla c;
was plundered by Amir Khan and Balla Rao Inglia, one of Sin

commanders,

While these things were happening in Rajputana, the ?s?:;t
in Delhi was informed by the Rao Raja of.Kota that 11n ,
Holkar and the Raja of Jaipur had entered into a secret eag:z
to attack the Company’s dominions3? Seton forwarded the

P.C., February 5, 1807, No. 127.
P.C., January 29, 1807, No. 32.
S.C., March 19, 1807, No. 3.
P.C., February 12, 1807, No. 92.
P.C., April 23, 1807, No. 25.

.. S.C., March 26, 1807, No. 2.

BREESBEN
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Raja’s letter to the Governor-General with the following observa-
tions:  “It does not appear to me that the Raja of Jaipur can be
so blind to his interest, nay to his safety, as wantonly to engage
in a war of aggression which, whatever its result, must involve
him in distress, since the aggrandisement of the Marathas would
confirm his dependence, and the success of the British Govern-
ment might cause the loss of his capital, and eventually that of
his dominions”. He added that a cordial co-operation between
Sindhia and Holkar was ‘hardly to be expected’® The Supreme
Government agreed with this conclusion and observed that ‘in
every point of view’ the Rao Raja’s report ‘exceeded the limits of
reasonable contemplation’®  Mercer officially expressed his
‘entire disbelief of the information given, unsupported as it appears

to be by either collateral evidence or probability’35 The matter
ended there.

Jagat Singh left his ca

towards J odhpur territory
tain?,

pital in January and slowly proceeded
% Holkar’s attitude was still uncer-
Jagat Singh’s plan was to occupy Jodhpur, to place Dhokul
Singh on the Rathor throne, and then to proceed towards Udaipur
for the celebration of his marriage with Krishnakumari?® The
support of Holkar was probably purchased earl
The Resident in Delhj informed the Supreme Gove
“It is stated that Holkar's Sardars are both g

tented at his abandonment of Man Singh, and that the circum-
stance is likely to cause desertion in his army”.® Towards the
end of February Raichand purchased Amir Khan’s support by
the prompt payment of a lakh of rupees.? The Pindaris attached
to his camp at once ‘received orders to proceed into the country
of Jodhpur, for the purpose of laying it waste’. The Resident in

y in February.®
rnment in March:
mazed and discon-

33. S.C., March 25, 1807, No. 2.

34. S.C., March 26, 1807, No. 5.

35. S8.C., June 11, 1807, No. 12.

36. P.C., February 5, 1807, No. 127, 1

37. P.C., February 12, 1807, No. 96.

38. P.C., February 12, 1807, No. 97.

39. P.C., February 25, 1807, No. 26, 29.

40. P.C., March 19, 1807, No. 21. On March 28 Mercer wrote, “Holkar's
conduct towards Raja Man Singh is reprobated even in this Durbar, and

his influence and authority with both parties has certainly suffered by it".
(P.C., April 23, 1807, No. 25).

41. P.C., March 19, 1807, No. 21.

28; February 12, 1807, No. 94, 95, 9.
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it 4 tem-
Delhi heard a rumour to the effect th.at Honisr hafml;ttil::gcgrelrtain
olation to assist Raja Man Singh .indlreCt.lg i the Raja agreed to
of his Sirdars to join that chieftain provi ed tood that Holkar
oay him seven lakhs of rupees, it being unders

pis Sirdars’.®
was not to appear to countenance the conduct of bis

tried ‘to
Naturally the Jaipur Durber delayed payn.lent.t h:{(\),lill{]i; b 10f o
force a speedy conclusion of it by plundering

Jaipur territory’.®®

It is extromely diﬁicgltswdf'iveata t;(i)sns;hjzgttu::co Neither of
Holkar and Sindbia at ) ;
:ﬁi‘sm;:rt:u;)cfi anything like a consistent “110110Y-fu1111; ;ﬁ:fiﬁ::ﬁ
Mercer wrote to the Supreme Government, ax(:lnﬁned at present
that the views of both Sindhia a?d H;;)Iokt;rpﬁigs’ and that neither
to the object ‘of ;btzhii:ge;:‘r;ymrzzual botilitios with the other;
of th‘em ore lzcc;;;;cult o surmise how this object canT;)e 5:;:2:
i.\e:ceg sgpﬁi:h without the risk of an. open rup‘curie;.1 .th.e-epresent
f Holkar’s retiring from an interference Jaipur Raja
gyencie 0n the receipt of a sum of money from the _atlp b ali
\;(snp;;lde},geoa decided superiority of 'mﬂufance and aultllllgrlrg’main e
the Rajput States in favour of Sindhia, who wo

sole arbiter ..”*

We have already referred to Man hSilr(;.gh’s ﬁitghii;l t:)h ;Iocil;;i);;
i i ted that, instead of holding ou e c .
thsi ‘lelnf:;e;de,::::ns of defence, he would take sl.lelter dm ";:ZIO:O
‘gutc at the suggestion of a loyal officer Mian Slr:ig}; ::;ison 0
defend the ca;pital. He collected troops and ,f;rm;h ] sfr,-dm-s n
five thousand men, on whom he could depend’. oy ely
still stood by him took a special oath of loyalty, an
y < 145
revived the drooping spirit of the Raja’. . »
In the meanwhile the Jaipur army was advancing unoppo

i the Sirdars were won
J territory. Eveywhere . ' .
Zﬁ:‘ﬁlhd ‘t;ih xf:;;e and authority’ of Dhokul Singh was established

unt of the

42, P.C., March 26, 1807, No. 37. Some-troops were :llowed(;)él-lzlll:::
to J'Oin Man .,Singh, but they took no part in the opera ons.‘ C.,
%’ 18‘", No. 25’-
43. P.C., March 26, 1807, lgxo. 33:.
. P.C., March 26, 1807, No. 38.
:; ;c. April 9, 1807, No. 25. Tod, Annals of Marwar, Chap. XIV,
4. P.C., April 30, 1807, No. 28.
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gﬁj‘urglriyj;;;fﬂlicﬂl ;1U1u§nce of Sawai Swmgh was fouad most use-
of Amir Khan and Chr;?clinslijxo?'y of ihe urmy, wnder i command
ing day the erection of battl\%%i,’(,r?duvlgd‘ JO‘,‘,hP ur. Gi l’%""’ ;Oquw'
Singh evacuated t} vL»l;l_t° began  'f'wo vrecks iabes Man
e town ol Jodhpur and retived inio e fort.®

caml‘)['}’:ﬁ:lrzhtvatzoﬁtf ies of the bcsieging army began.  in wwe Jaipu¥
sions of eVervL . xh .ut.r.nost. dl::tress tor want of money and provi-
had espoused.the b.anuon' Bome ol those Raihor Sardars who
by their sufferin S"aus(f o.f Dhok.x . &,Jingh were so much cxhausted
in their countrygb anh dljngSted with the depredations committed
with their followy.. t e mvadexg‘.tha}t they deserted Jagal Singh
ed by the : . ‘:;xls :J'd‘.gul, Singiv’s  iroubles werc increas-
at Ajmer. It W:s (‘Ji a detachment of Sindhias troops
up a rival claim; tl Hmouved L{lat Sindhia wanted o set
Singh refused , an . to the throne 9[ Jaipur i Jagat

sed to pay him a large sum o inoney without delay.®?

Twelve lakhs of
; , rupees were paid to Ambaji Ingiia, and for
time being Sindhia was pacified 5 mbaji Ingiia, and for the

B i .
Whenu; ismtifoortmlel now obs’r:ructed Jagat Singh at every step-
and other Ruper o ped dor pay, hie requesied Sawai Singh
“This appeal or Chieftains to contribute to military t;xpenses.
o the f:;d I;rovec'i a test of ihewr zeal”. ‘I'hey proceeded direct
detach himpfzon?T}ir #han. “{t required no powerful rhetoric
advocate that of ¢ cause (of Jaipur) and prevail upon him t0
counsel towar((i) Ré)a Maun; nor could they have given him bettef
the onemos $ this end, than the proposal to carry the war into
guarded”ss,xs i:umry: to attack and plunder Jeypur, now leit un-
. . >

clear, Jagat S.s soon as 1hnu. Khan's hostile intentions became
attaci< ) Amgh directed his commander-in-chief, Sheolal, t0
Sheolal- “4.Ast0:1nil‘;‘1 fi{han 'ﬁed towards Jaipur, hOtly pursued by
chase was in th Z_e ?t his OWn success, and little aware that the
b bag i L cirection projected by the enemy, Sheolal deemed
He left hi(;comphShed his orders in driving him out of Marwar' -
s feestiviti camp ar?d repaired to the city of Jaipur ‘o partake of

es. Amir Khan ‘availed himself of the imprudent ab-

P.C., April 30, 1807, No. 28.

P.C., May 7, 1807, No. 22.

P.C., June 11, 1807, No. 16.

P.C., September 1, 1807, No. 6A.
Tod, Annals of Marwar, Chap. XIV.,

EEET S
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a crushing defeat on Sheolal's troops,

sence of his foe’, inflicted
and captured their camp, guns, and equipage. (August 18, 1807).
 march to Jaipur, and the

He followed up this victory by a quic
capital of Jagat Singh was ‘dismayed by the presence of the victor
at her gates’.?

This unexpected development at once broke up the confederacy
against Man Singh. The Raja of Bikaner marched home. Jagat
Singh raised the sicge of the Jodhpur fort and started for Jaipur.
He knew that his retreat was likely to be intercepted. So he
tribed Sindhia’s commanders, Bapu Sindhia, Balla Rao Inglia, and
Jean Baptiste, to escort him in safety to his capital. Even Amir
Khan was bribed, so that he might not attack him on his way. In
nrder to speed up the retreat Jagat Singh burnt his tents and
equipage at every stage. At Jength he had to kill with his own
hand his favourite elephant, which, says Tod, “wanted speed for
the rapidity of his flight”. In spite of these humiliating precau-
tions Jagat Singh was defeated near the frontier of Marwar by

some Rathor chieftains® He reached Jaipur in October.®

Amir Khan now held the destiny of Rajputana within his
orip. Those Rathor chiefs who had intercepted Jagat Singh’s re-
treat thought that it was necessary for them to secure the conti-
nuance of Amir Khan’s aid, and, with the financial assistance of
the Raja of Kishengarh, who belonged to the Rathor clan, two
lakhs of rupees were paid.® Towards the close of August Amir
Khan reached Mairta at the head of these Rathor Chiefs, and in-
vited Man Singh, who was still at Jodhpur, to join him in order
that with their united force they might capture Nagaur, where
Sawai Singh had taken shelter with Dhokul Singh. Amir Khan’s
treachery towards Jagat Singh and his insatiable greed for money
had lled Man Singh’s mind with anxiety and distrust. He re-
plied that owing to want of money and provisions it was not
possible for him to leave Jodhpur at that time. The Resident
in Delhi reported, “It is probable that the Raja thinks it safer

52. Tod, Annals of Marwar, Chap. XIV. iP.C., September 1, 1807,
No. 6A, 14A; €eptember 8, 1807, No. 13A. The Rani of Jaipur appealed to
the Rao Raja of Kotah for help and took measures for the defence of the
czpital.  (P.C., September 8, 1807, No. 24; September 15, 1807, No. 3, 5).

53. Tod, Annals of Marwer, Chap. XIV:

54, P.C., October 26, 1807, No. 21; November 16, 1807, No. 1.

55. Tod, Annals of Marwar, Chap. XIV. '
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to trust to the effects of time and to the cfforts of his countrymen

than to place himself j
. n the power of -
devoid of good faith as Amir Khan. 256 one so capricious and S0

B i .
Khan.ut'Il\’l/fznffxftI;geh fm;nd himself compelled to surrender to Amir
walls and garriso S(Siz N.agau.r, protected by a double chain of
occupied by the I}idh v Sindhia’s battalions, was too strong to be
sary to occupy it, f pur troops alone. It was absolutely neces:
concluded ani 1.’ o Dh<?ku1 Singh was there. So Man Singh
pur with ‘disting reement with Amir Khan5 received him at Jodhr
him. Feon JOd}glmshed }}onours’, and interchanged turbans with
he had decided tf 1:)1« fmir Khan marched towards Nagaur, which
history of that faith]ccupy by a.tr.eachery unparalleled even in the
and Bapu Sindhi :ss age. His intrigues compelled Jean Baptiste
Then he met Saa g Wlthdraw their protection from the fort:*
grateful return fWaL.Smgh,' threw out hints of Man Singh's ur
conclude an aoy o Se.rvme?, and induced the Rathor Chief 0
an appointed ;gneerf’em with him in favour of Dhokul Singh. 0P
tended by the c:Z’r}r:imfg Sawai Singh visited Amir Khan’s camp, at-
followers. The trae dadhemnts of Dhokul Singh and about 500
“A spacious tent gedy may be best described in Tod’s words:
reception of bis was pitched in the centre of his camp for the
to be turnea aga'gu(tESt}j’ an cannon were loaded with grape ready
Aistinguichad Inst them. The visitors were received with the most

g courtesy; turbans were again exchanged; the dancing
d, and nothing but festivity was a{)parent, The

suspicious Rajpoots, who
Pathans”.%  (March, 1808).6*:é I an easy prey to the ferocious

b i .
celf b:O:lﬁagmng }\:ras now altogether helpless. He saved him-
Amir Khan agd ﬂg;; f fn?m Nagaur, That city was plundered by
sent to his str he spoils, including 300 pieces of cannon, weré
Jodhpur, and ongholds. ~ After this terrible feat he returned to

) received ten lakhs in cash and two large towns yield~

g;i lr:c, October 2, 1807, No. 20 .

- Trinsep, Memoirs of the Patha;z d

:8. Mercer to Lord Minto, January és(')Ol(li;‘:); of Fortune, p. 348,
9. Anngls of Marwar, Chap. XV. ‘ -

60. P.C., August 29, 1808, No. 58.
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ing thirty thousand rupees per year ‘as the reward of his signal
infamy’, Man Singh took vengeance on all followers of Dhokul
Singh, including the Raja of Bikaner,§! who surrendered after

bitter fighting (May—December, 1808) .62

While Amir Khan was establishing his ascendancy in Marwar
and driving Man Singh to insanity,® Jagat Singh was trying to
bring about his long-deferred marriage with Krishnakumari. In
January, 1808, a palace revolution at Jaipur brought a pro-Holkar
party in power. This party was led by Ratanlal, at whose advice
Jagat Singh offered to pay Holkar ten lakhs of rupees for his sup-
port6 But Holkar had already sunk to the position of a weak
adventurer. In February, 1808, Mercer reported to the Govern-
nowGeneral that Holkar’s army consisted merely of seven batta-
65 Sindhia naturally resented Jagat Singh's over-
tures to Holkar. During the years 1808-9 his troops mercilessly
ravaged Jaipur territory. In June, 1808, Rai Chand Singh, the
Jaipur general, was severely defeated by Sindhia’s troops.

lions of infantry.

Unable to receive any assistance from Holkar, Jagat Singh
turned once again to the British Government. In August, 1808,
the Resident in Delhi received a visit from Bakshi Bal Mukund,
who was then on his way to Calcutta ‘in the double capacity of
vakil on the part of Holkar and the Raja of Jaipur’. The vakil
suggested that a new defensive treaty might be concluded between
Jaipur and the British Government. Seton told him that “the
former treaty had been annulled in consequence of its not having
been found to produce the expected advantages, and that it was
not easy to assign a good reason for renewing an arrangement
which upon trial had proved altogether useless”. One of Bal
Mukund’s statements sounds almost as if it fell from the mouth
of Lord Wellesley: “As the actual power as well as the dignity
of the ancient sovereigns of India were now possessed by the
British Government, the weaker States, when oppressed, had a
sort of right to look up to it for protection”. Seton replied that

61. Tod, Annals of Marwar, Chap. XV.
62. Tod, Annals of Marwar, Chap. XV. Close to Lord Minto, Dec. 24,

63. See below. '
64. Mercer to Lord Minto, October 26, 1807; January 30, 1808; February 29,

65. Mercer to Lord Minto, February 29, 1808.
6
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‘

“the Briti .

as the ar}:ilze?(:)‘;e:}?m f;lt did not pretend or wish to be considered
last the wakil said eth !ﬁ?ar ences between independert States”. At
now solicited on t! at “upon the present occasion all that was
ation of the Briq;}l]e é)art of the Raja (of Jaipur) was the medi-
adjustment of t};,: d-{’fovemment to procure a fair and amicable
replied that “Ever; t}ll CI‘GHCe. between him and Sindhia”. Seton
be a deviation fro eﬂ‘:Xernge of mediatorial interfcrence would
Seton’s replies w. m the system of the British Government”.%

"5 were approved by the Supreme Government.6?

Towards

prey to the b:tiliccl)ose gy yoax 1808 Jaipur became a helpless
Jagat Singh o ‘tns l0 Smlela and the Pindaris of Amir Khan.
advisers’. Nothin o 11y yoid of energy and desttute of good
sional inte]lectualg CC;U d’be expected from Holkar, whose ‘occa”
firmed derangc—:menIZ’lal agy _Wwas gradually developing into ‘a con-
with the aim of ‘Shtaingy (. -y requent visits to Holkar
of Holkar's affairr o ;ng the military and political management
agreement with S; .dh' n May, 1809, Jagat Singh concluded an

indhia. The sum of 15 lakhs of rupces was t0

be paid’'b .
y the Jaipur Durbay .
withdraw hi ar, and, in return, Sindhi
aw his troops from the Jaipur territory 69 indhia agreed t0

Even after this J .
tance. In July, D oeat Sin
vakils of Jaipur

1809, the I?I?Sf;:r::ngw to pray for British assis-
and Jodhpur in Delhi reported that the
:ecure a treaty of alliance from :::‘GG gontmually pressing him {0
avourably incli vernor-G
5t ey e e v 3
ing the chi g of the political advan g
posseSSiOﬂS,e f;::ethe Ra-]pm States to the Westwazgngofhzog?iltl;;
the powerful Ragas of Jaions, mory SiUated oyards the Indus. I
government of fhe lOtt‘ealpur, Jodhpur and Udaipur—supposin g the
the petty chiefs of %'kr country to be once more orsanised.--and
walpur were cordi ikaner and Jaisalmer and the rSler ffaha-

cordially attached to us, a barrier might b: formed

against invasion..”® B
e ut Lord Mi
tend the system of allionces, T " 20t Prepared to, ex-

::. l;g, September 12, 1808, No. 28.
38. P.c., September 12, 1808, No. 30.
39' P. ., January 16, 1809, No. 93.

. -C., June 8, 1809, No. 30.
70. P.C, Auguxi_: 5, 1809, No. 1.
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In April, 1810, Amir Khan made himself the de facto ruler
of Holkar's territories. Jaswant Rao Holkar was now completely
mad, and his ministers were unable to resist the Pindari Chief.?
That adventurer had already established his authority in Jodhpur
as well as in Bhopal. He now became the most powerful man in
Central India; even Daulat Rao Sindhia was overshadowed. As
Holkar’s deputy he demanded tribute from Mewar and Jaipur.
His activities in Mewar have been described above.’? His vakil
at Jaipur used ‘some very strong expressions with respect to the
tribute due from that State’. Once again the helpless Rajas of
Jaipur and Jodhpur tried to avert disaster by mutual reconcili-
ation. Towards the middle of the year 1810 they decided ‘to
relinquish all thoughts of asking in marriage’ Krishnakumari and
to cement sheir alliance with family marriages.”® Even then they
were anxious to secure the protection of the Company. In June,
1810, their wakils told the Resident in Delhi that “the countries
of Jaipur and Jodhpur would never be secure from invasion until
they were taken under the protection of the British Government”.™
Seton merely repeated the old reply.” Both Jagat Singh and
Amir Khan tried to secure the direct or indirect countenance of
the British Government for their respective causes, but Seton

turned a deaf ear to their requests.”

After the submission of the Rana of Mewar and the murder
of Krishnakumari (July, 1810)7 Amir Khan came to Jaipur, ex-
acted from Jagat Singh a promise to pay 10 or 16 lakhs of rupees,
ond left his territory. (June, 1811). During his stay in the vici-
nity of Jaipur he was exposed to ‘the severest insult and oppres--
sion’ by his soldiers. Metcalfe, Resident in Delhi, reported to the
'Supreme Government, “He was sometimes deprived of his food,
sometimes of his tent, and he was almost daily exposed for hours
to the violent heat of the sun. It affords a very striking proof
of the weakness of the Jaipur Government when an army in such
a state could make it tremble for its existence.” The condition of

n. P.C., July 1, 1810, No. a1,
72.  See above.

73. P.C., June 21, 1810, No. 42,
74. P.C., June 21, 1810, No. 42,
75. P.C., July 7, 1810, No. 37.
76. P.C., July 7, 1810, No. 37,
T1. See above.
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ﬁoe Je:;pur army was similar. Jagat Singh continued his applica-
ns ‘ior a connection with the British Governmoent'.¥

g etcalle observed: it is impossibe o lve in tns part o
regretting that th Is seenes which pass before our eyes without
confederatién of eth aqu-t Stat?s are not under our protection. A
Central Governm e R,aJPUt Stales under the pl‘OtCCtlon of the
who has any chare o ?ust.k.,e a favourite object with every man
connect the Ben gel of political dutics in this quarter .. It would
might then be cga‘.dan.d Bombay territories by a country that
our own .. It onsidered for all political and military purposes

-. It would deprive the vagubond armies of India of their

rincipa .
p pal resource for ravage and plunder .. The intervention of

g;:wl:::lp:l}tlzszr;gert }i)ur mﬂue‘nce would prevent any co-operatiott
o su " orthern and Southern powers that we have reason
Sibleprzose i l.-affectfed towards us.” But Metcalfe was not ‘insen-
ing trza;he difficulties’ involved in the project. He added: “Exist-
be devia’tzfi ’;‘USt !‘); set a'side and the policy of Government must
cumstances sll;omld efo-m it can be contemplated, and even if cir
could ot be C;ll ar;:k:e to warrant the undertaking, perhaps it
extensive na‘suneco-m P llsl?&'d without military operations of very
of British controi :)n volving probably the complete establishment
was not prepared tvws:(xi every part of India..”® But Lord Minto
no consid P. o deviate from the policy of non-intervention;

onsideration of advantage, however alluring’ could tempt the

British Government { !
. : rom ‘a scrupulous adhc iga-
s Sovernment from P adhcrence to the obliga

o jfnJ.L\;ly, 1.81.1,1:(hosali Ram Buhora® became the chief minise
ter < dp:r in place of Mekh Singh. The latter was completely

. awed by Amir Khan; consequently he advacated compliance
with all his demands. Metcalfe reported on July 23, 1811 “p Amir
Kl.xan regards the departure of Mckh Singh from ’the c;uncxls at
Jaipur as equivalent to the loss of a partisan, and in consequence
deems it necessary to prepare to gain some of his objects on Jaipuf
by more formidable measures than those which he has hitherto
pursued”® Jagat Singh was still continuing, through several

78. S.C., July 12, 1811 No. 1.
79. S.C., July 12, 1811, No. 1.
gg. S.C., July 12, 1811, No. 2.
. See Brought i i
iy Soe B ughton, Letters Written in a Mahratta Camp, Constable’s
82. S.C., August 16, 1811, No. 1.
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vakils who acted independently of each other, his efforts to secure
British protection. One of the vakils suggested that the British
Govrnment should mediate a treaty between Jaipur and the
Marathas, by which the Raja ‘of Jaipur would agree to pay an
annual tribute to the Marathas, and the Marathas should bind
themselves not to enter Jaipur territory under any pretext.
Another vakil suggested that Jaipur should cut up all connections
with the Marathas and pay tribute to the East India Company.
Another vakil said that “a declaration of the British Government
taking Jaipur under its protection would not only be sufficient to
drive away the Marathas and the Pathans, but would actually
impart to Jaipur itself, without any further assistance, such a degree
of strength as would enable it to do wonders against all its enemies’.
Metcalfe reported these suggestions to the Supreme Government
because he was convinced that the destruction of Jaipur by the
Marathas or the Pathans or by both was sure to affect the interests
of the British Government.® He was informed that, although the
Governor-General was ‘far from insensible of the actual and pros-
pective evils resulting from .. the state of affairs in the north-
western quarter of Hindustan”, he was not prepared to ‘enter
upon the extensive and complicated field of military and political
operations necessarily involved in the adoption’ of the policy of
intervention.®

The able management of Khosali Ram Buhora rapidly restored
order in the affairs of Jaipur. He wanbed to make a definite settle-
ment about the contribution demanded by Amir Khan and threa-
tened the outbreak of hostilities in case the Pathan Chief refused
1o agree to a final arrangement. The vassals of Jaipur placed so
much confidence in him that they were prepared to co-operate
with his plan.$5 Amir Khan at first agreed to accept 15 lakhs, to
be paid in three instalments, but later on raised his demand to
20 lakhs, to be paid in two instalments. Mekh Singh, the former
rainister of Jaipur, was in the Pathan camp. Khosali Ram refused
to be bullied and began hostilities (August, 1811). But Jagat
Singh was not prepared to tolerate a powerful minister. Towards
the close of the year 1811 Khosali Ram was appointed ‘at his own
desire as manager of affairs in the Shekhawati country’.%

S.C., August 16, 1811, No. 1,
S.C., August 16, 1811, No. 2.
P.C., September 20, 1811, No. 10.
P.C., December 26, 1811, No. 26,
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Afte ismi .
cult to x :sits}:eAﬁffl;s(;al of the minister Jagat Singh found it difti-
were renewed. Jag o N?tural].y the neyotiations with Metcalle
Government tine Sgat Slnghs v‘l-zkst offercd to pay to the British
him. The m s which §mdhiﬂ and Holkar cxiorted [rom

oney might be paid in ‘anunual tribute or torritorial

cession’. Metca :
Ife could not openly encourage these proposals, but

he wrote 3 .

e ruin;ut:sthf b;lprt?n.le Government in January 1812, “.. irom

impossibilii af o) 9 ,aﬂ-éu's at Jaipur and from the apparently utter

reason to cgnglufletﬁfvmg them except by our aid, there is a good
. e that an advantageous tre: i

with the cowrt of Jaipur ..” 8 geous treaty might now be made

As t <
“ meh:oizﬁr:n:ve (x'overn.ment made no response, Jaipur suffer
nually infested withas‘ Zprey to the Pindaris. The city was conti-
his office with the h 110 bery. Mﬁkh Singh was trying to recover
of the apath ;ed elp Of, t.he Pindaris. There was ‘an appearance
lence of disosrldz oSpalr in the Raja’s proceedings. The preva-
the British Go r in the Jaipur State could not be overlooked by
that the nﬁlitarvezgnem' In December, 1812, Metcalfe reported
plandered the orics of the Shekhawati country had repeatedly
o the Cons ) ontl..er of Hana.na. On the other hand, some allies
agErandin tlp;any, 1hke the Raja of Bharatpur, were anxious t0
strong rexnon;rmse ves at the cost of Jaipur, and nothing but the
Metcalfe wrot ?'llqce Of_the Resident in Delhi restrained them.
tress and deve,t he Ja_lpur Government bore many years of dis-
obieet of contnriion Without being so reduced as to become an
subjects, It I:ex;t to comparahYely petiy States®™ and to its own
perhaps than rf:ighirr‘ied a certain deference and respect, longer
and it has boon 1- 1ave been expected under such circumstances,
series of miseri;)sn Yt ;telyf that, worn out, at length, by a protracted
dation . .”.89 , it has fallen into a condition of extreme degra-

During the years 1806-1808 Raj i

. ja Man Singh of Jodh as
eflgaged in a struggle with Jaipur, some details of whi?:: \Ia)v‘;rh‘:"e
given above. By December, 1808, Man Singh had successfully re-

:Z . ’i"l.]C., January 25, 1812, No, 31.
. e Rao Raja of Machiri occupied some Jai
pur forts and villages.
Both h{Ietcalfe and the Supreme Government took a serious view of this
:gf;esswn, and compelled the Rao Raja to restore them. (S.C., June 25
, No. 26, 27, 30, 31, 32; October 1, 1813, No. 99; October 8 1813"No 18)
8. P.C., January 15, 1818, No. 8. ’ T .
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moved all causes of apprehension from Jagat Singh, Sawai Singh,
Dhokul Singh and their partisans. But he was no longer the
master of his own dominions. As Tod says, Amir Khan was now
the arbiter of Marwar. He stationed his garrisons in strong for-
tresses like Nagaur and Nowah. He partitioned the lands of
Mairta amone his followers. Man Singh found himself in an into-
lerable position.?® After some years of suffering he requested Met-
calfe, Resident in Delhi, to revive the treaty of 1803. Metcalfe
gave a straight refusal, saying that “independently of the policy
bv which the British Government in India was guided, and which
led it oenerally to avoid such alliance, there were now additional
cbstacles to & treaty with Jodhpur founded on certain articles of
our treatios with Sindhia and Holkar”. (April, 1814)%t The un-
fortunate Raja was then compelled to agree to pay Amir Khan 18

lakhs of rupees by instalments.%?

In October, 1815, Amir Khan murdered a minister and the
chief priest of Man Singh® in return for seven lakhs of rupees
vaid by their enemies. Metcalfe reported that “either the Raja
or some powerful party in the Fort (of Jodhpur) must have been
accessary .to the murder of the ministers”.9 According to Tod,
some people thought that Man Singh had consented to the murder
of the minister, but when he found that the minister’s death ‘inci-
dentally involved’ the death of his chief priest, his reason was
affected. “He shut himself up in his appartments, refused to com-
municate with any one, and soon omitted every duty, whether
political or religious. . 9 The Chiefs of the State compelled him
to transfer all political powers to his only son, Chuttur Singh, to
be exercised by the latter as Regent. Although this arrangement
was ‘compulsory’, Man Singh ‘went through the ceremony neces-
sary on the occasion, in opublic, with apparent willingness’.#
The helpless ministers were trying in vain to maintain a balance
between Amir Khan and Bapu Sindhia, both of whom were plun-

Tod, Annals of Marwar, Chap. XV.

P.C., April 22, 1814, No. 11.

P.C., October 20, 1815, No. 47.

P.C., November 10, 1815, No. 14.

Tod, Annals of Marwar, Chap. XV.

P.C., November 10, 1815, No. 16.

Tod, Annals of Marwar, Chap. XV.

P.C., June 14, 1817, No. 13; August 15, 1817, No. 40.
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alliance with the Co Iy They did not renew overtures for an
mpany, probably due to ‘the systematic dis-

couragement’ with which
thy i i i
fomement’ wif e Resident in Delhi had received

The space at our dis
States like Kota, Bundi
applied to the ’
received the y
alliances. "The

Jmsa] does not allow us to refer to minof
British Gj\f:nr::r and Banswara, which repeatedly
eply that the CETlt for pl"ot@cﬁou and invariably
Residents i ompany did not want entangling

ents in Delhi, Seton ang Metcalfe, were i

fho:l‘;&;ot:l:g fhadtthSimd to pursue”. Thus Lord Mint ared
or the bold ! into prep
by Lord Hastings. and comprehensive plan adopted later on

9. S.C., June 11
1816, No. 16, » 1816, No. 28; June 15, 1816, No. 10, 11; October 15

99. S.C., October 28, 1817, No. 26

Nasir Jang vs. Muzaffar Jang
By

Dr. V. Raguavan, m.A, Ph.p,
University of Madras

The rivalry of Nasir Jang, the second son and successor of
Nizamul Muik Asal Jan, with Muzaitar Jang, the latter’s grandson
by a daughter, aud e conseguent eniity are circumstances of the
greatest moment to the history of the Carnatic about the middle
of the 18th century and to the subsequent history of India as a
whole. This ‘rivairy led to the alliance of Muzaffar Jang with
Chanda Sahib and to these two together seeking the help of the
French at Pondicherry. The battle of Ambir in which the above-
mentioned aliies dia away (Aug. 3, 1749) with the Nawab of the
Carnatic, Anwaruddin, clearly showed the foreign traders in
Pondicnerry and.Madras an eifective and profitable way in which
they could pursue the policy of intervention in the politics of the
country, which, thanks to the number of the contending local
powers and the nawure of their mutual animosities, led to the er-
:hronement in India of one of those two foreign powers. Dodwell
says:  “The historical importance of Pondicherry and Madras
dates from the battle of Ambur”? What the French inaugurated
with initial success the English copied with eventual success; what
Dupleix dreamt of, Clive achieved.

The rivalry between the uncle and the nephew, Nazir Jang
and Muzattar Jang, was of such ‘critical’ character; and yet an
adequate account of it with all the necessary details is not availag
ble. To what has been already known about it, I am able to add
in this paper a very significant detail gained from a Sanskrit life~
account of Anandaranga Pillai (A.D. 1709-1761), the Dubash of
the French at Pondicherry, which I am now engaged in editing.
This new information is not available in any of the Persian works
used hitherto by the historians of the Nizam or in similar

1. Introduction to Vol. VI of the Private Diary of Anandaranga Pillai,
Government of Madras, p, iv.
7



50 JOURNAL OF INDIAN HISTORY,

wcirl_{i b.earing on the history of the Carnatic like the Tuzak-
Walajahi. We are not in a position to say whether this fact was
recorded by' Anandaranga Pillai himsclf in his voluminoué Diary,
for at two iraportant places in the Diary where we should have
Jfle de§cr1pt10n of the battle of Ambiir (Vol. VI) and the murder
go‘l‘l:i,s; Ja:lgk (lVol. VII), pages of the Diary are missing, It 1S
however rl;l ax ;1311 .that the fact was unknown to the patron
e i) . i all afld was. known only to his protege, the poet
S in,1752013;3;)1 oglsed. his patron in the Anandarangavijaye®
o D. In view of the considerable stay which Muzal-
r Jg ng made at Pondicherry and the extent of his close associ-
ation w1t'h the important persons at Pondicherry we can-cer’cain’»y
place reliance on the information coming from this quarter.

sayshtlh;}tlemf‘iss‘: xfnennor} of Muzaﬂ'mr Jang, the Tazak-i-Walajahi
T s Sonayzfl.A Muhiyyuddin Khan (Muzaffar Jang) was the
oEhter s s‘co ‘ ng Jah, that he was the jagirdar of Adoni and
as in ¢ econd fight between Anwaruddin with the Mahratta
ar Babu Nayak, Muzaffar Jang, on the orders of Asaf Jah
helped Anwaruddin with twenty-thousand horses.? Be inr;.in its
account of the events which led to the battle of ]‘&mbﬁrg the Sgam’;
:a;oll‘\lr: says nothing more than that Muzaffar Jang, the s’ister's son
;v asi:S}r Jang, created a disturbance in the Taluk of Adoni when
vl ::gg ::lzs }131?21' the Narmada, and that after a revolution in
Chitaldrug and ft nur, he was joined by Chanda Sahib who had
e a;: rom 1mpr1son.m'ent by the Mahrattas at Satara
b came u;:;o;x/{ the Carnatic? Even in its subsequent account
o ctiv ies o uzaﬂar. Jang and of the murder of Nasir Jang,*
s authority does not enlighten us in any manner on the condi-

tions which led to the origi i
g i Byl rigin of the rivalry between Nasir Jang

‘Am}:;l:.m;,glg :};le desczxptxon of t.he actual events of the battle of
ey and | e Ir:’r}ur.er o_f Nasir Jang are missing in the Diary
of San ofartlﬁa 1}1a1, owing to the gap in its pages, Volumes VI

d e Diary do contain accounts of the circumstances
which led to those events; but in the numerous references here to

2. Tazak-i-Walajahi lish
s t i .
University of Madras, I, p. E;rllgls ranslation by Dr. S. M. H. Nainaf,

3. Ibid, pp. 135-7.
4. TIbid, see further up to Part II, p. 67.
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Muzaffar Jang, there is nothing which concerns itself with the
tracing of the rivalry between Nasir Jang and Muzaffar Jang.

From accounts of the history of the Nizams by Orme, Gribble,
Briggs and Fraser, all that is known as the cause of this rivalry

can thus be stated briefly:

Hidayat Mchideen Khan (Muzaffar Jang) was the son of the
favourite daughter of Asaf Jah and that on Nasir Jang assuming
power on the death of Asaj Jah, Hidayat Mohideen Khan for his
part circulated the story that he had been selected by his grand-
father for succession, and that he also had received the patent from
Delhi for his right to the Deccan, together with the title Muzaffzir
Jang. (Orme). Ve

“Nasir Jang's pretensions were, however, opposed by his
nephew Muzaffar Jang, a favourite grandson of Nizamul Mulk}
who then held the Subedari of Bijapur, and in support of his
claims formed a coalition with Chanda Sahib and the French Gov-
ernment at Pondicherry.” (Briggs).’

Fraser® practically reproduces the passage of Briggs. He also
refers to Hidayat Mohideen Khan having been the son of the
favourite daughter of Asaf Jah. Nasir Jang was by the side of
Asaf Jah at the time of the latter’s death; the eldest son was at
Delhi; Nasir Jang, to prove his claim, circulated the rumour that
his eldest brother at Delhi had relinquished his right in his (Nasir
Jang’s) favour. Coming to know of this, Hidayat Mohideen Khan
also sent round the information that “a testamentary arrangement
had been made in his favour by Asaf Jah”.%

A chance of getting the Deccan for oneself is no doubt suffi-
cient to produce the rivalry between Nasir Jang and Muzaffar
Jang; and o person like Chanda Sahib, on his return from Satara,
could very well be understood to have exploited the situation and
encouraged young Muzaffar Jang to set himself up against his
uncle. But neither mere ambition nor the chance of achieving it
appear to have been the sole causes which gave rise to the rivalry.
As a matter of fact, this rivalry was a consequence of the‘w
of their previous relationship which it is now necess Jw
to glean. i —

5. Briggs, the Nizam. 2 Vols. 1861; Vol. I, p. 54.

6. Captain Hastings Fraser, the Nizam, 1865.
6a. Ibid, pp. 26-7.
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The only glimpse into the early life of Hidayat Mchideen Khan
we have. is in the account of Briggs. On his return to Deccun in
1741', Nizamul Mulk found his son Nagir Jang hostile to him.
Na'sxr was once brought round through ncgotiation and he even
retu'.ed as a .fakir; but a friend of his, Fatyab Khan, instigated him
;c: rise against his father. When Asaf Jah had camped neaf
wl}llli‘:}?g;bad-’ Fatyab Khan took by surpirse the fort of Molheif
of the foii mf the har.1d5 of Mutawussil Khan. Who was this chief
husband fihMOlhelr? H= was the son-in-law of Asaf Jab, the
referred of the daughter who has been described by the writers

erred to ahove as the favourite daughter of Asaf Jah; he was

t};: gfs;ther of Hidayat Mohideen Khan, the later enemy of Nasir

Kha:fter tak(;ng the t"ort of Molheir from Mutuwassil Khan, Fatyab
o Lf)z‘lsua :;.d Nasir to .meet his father in battle. In the battle
iy owe ..when' Nasir came, “his brother-in-law, Mutuwussil

an, approaching him, drew an arrow to the head which must
have transfixed him, had not his son, Hidayat Mohideen Khan,
who sat on the same elephant, stayed his hand and saved his

uncle’s life#’8 It is this saviour
: who later became t and
cause of the murder of his uncle. bo enemy

.Materials ‘available hitherto do not take us beyond this The
;(;11::1 1;>f }I:Iasu' Jang’s friend in taking the fort of Molheir must
natu if Izh aa;vi enr;aged Mutywassil Khan and the attempt of Mutu-
B e hiSofp.;e)rce Nasu'. Jang with an arrow in the latter's
b ) . at er m}zst in turn have made Nasir Jang nurse

grudge against his sister’s husband. It is more likely that,

1. i
Be f;;ggli[o}(ll. P. 53) says that Asaf Jah had two daughters, Padshah
Mogumhideen g ,seena Begum. .Anandaraﬁga Pillai’s Diary speaks ¢;f Hidayat
onideen | an sd mother staying at Pondicherry, but as her name is not
given 1 Ja,hwe oHr}ot know w.hich of the two above-mentioned daughters
i) wsz?ls5 1day.at Mohideen Khan's mother. Anandaranga Pillal’s
Dias ‘,”as w1pth Na,s iim}nnons t:i younger brother of Hidayat Mchideen Khan

an . i
i oo Arwt.g and whom the latter sent to Hidayat Mohideen
L : ?é';gg;;‘ 1. Dl:‘ 54. See also Col. Mark Wilks, History (of Mysore
rot add. enything on this Subiec. In b pack e my JorI) Ao
. , in his book on Asaf Jah I He
;;e;;:;r;s o(fp.Gi:ll)z that while in Malwa, Asaf Jah appointed Mum\(nlaii‘:l) Khaﬂ
o ra; and in this connection says that Mutuwassil Khan was
e brother-in-law of Nizamul Mulk”! but see his own work, p. 241
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instead of feeling grateful to his nephew for his intervention, Nasir
Jang was ruminating upon the incident with humiliation.
Added to this was the circumstance, if it was really so, that Asaf
Jah, who had good reasons to dislike Nasir Jang, had shown some
affoction for his grandson. As the time and other particulars re-
lating to the assignment of the Bijapur-Adoni subedari by Asaf
Jah to Hidayat Mohideen Khan are not known and as the sources
are equally silent on the further activities of Mutawassil Khan.

we may not go beyond this in our surmise.

But, at this stage, the Sanskrit poem, Anandarafigacampi of
Srinivésa, comes to our aid to g1l in the picture with an important
detail. The poem begins the account of the political activities in
the middle of Chapter six with a description of Hidayat Mohideen
Khan (Muzaffar Jang) and his getting the authority of the Padu-
chah of Delhi for seizing the Deccan from the son of Asaf Jah,
Nasir Jang. In this context, Nasir Jang is described as the brother
of Hidayat Mohideen Khan’s mother and the murderer of Hidayat

Mohideen Khan’s father.
«  pgEERd @ aREw feEsReEE |
afagesar AeFE@AERaN TevEE fFrE — W’

“ havipg put down the son of Asaf Jah, Nasir Jang,—
who though your? mother’s brother, became the heartless murderer

of your father.”

Unfortunately, the poem does not narrate the whole incident;
but it has certainly added to our understanding of the feud between
Nasir Jang and Muzaffar Jang by revealing to us for the first
time that Nasir Jang murdered his brother-in-law, Mutawassil
Khan. The act is only to be expected from Nasir Jang who bore
his brother-in-law a grudge; and its perpetration naturally exaspe-
rated young Hidayat Mohideen Khan (Muzaffar Jang) and need-
ed only some other favourable developments for producing the
rivalry and enmity which cubninated in the murder of Nasir Jang.

G

@ 4 SEP194;

9, ‘Your here refers to Hidayat Mobideen Khan, \:-‘- .




Editorial

OBITUARY.

We regret very much to record the passing away of the follow-
ing since the issue of the last number of the Journal; among these
the name of Mrs. Rhys David’s deserves the first mention. She
has been one of the most prominent scholars in the field of Bud-
dhist studies, in collaboration with her husband, the late Prof. Rhys
David’s. Mrs. Rhys David’s and her work are alike too well known

to require mention here. She passed away on the 26th June last
year.

Two other Scholars have passed away since then, each interested
in Oriental Research in his own particular way. Dr. Har Dutt
Sharma and Dr. N. G. Sardesai Dr. Sardesai’s interest
In  Oriental Research took the form of a publisher of
Oriental works and the starting of the Sanskrit Quarterly,
the Poona Orientalist. It was through his exertions that
the services of late Dr. Sharma were secured for the
journal, which is now going on to the 8th year of work. Another
Mabhratta scholar of Poona also passed away in the course of the
year in the person of MM. Vasudeva Sastri Abhayankar of Poona.
He was a very well known Sanskrit scholar and published impor-
tant works through the Bhandarkar Oviental Research Institute and
other publishing agencies of Poona.

We regret indeed the passing away of Prof, S. S. Suryanara-
yana Sastri on the 9th of December 1942. Having been our colleague
at the Madras University, he evinced considercble interest in the
work of this journal. He started publishing systematically works
on Indian philosophy, particularly of the Sankara School of Vedanta,
and exhibited great possibilities of encyclopaedic learning, Death
came to him early and took him away at 49.

The All-India Edition of the Mahabharata.

The passing away of Dr. V. S. Sukthankar deprived the Bhan-
darkar Oriental Research Institute of the invaluable services of the
critical scholar who had devoted himself heart and soul to the work
of the Mahabharata, an all-India critical edition of which was
undertaken by the Institute in the year 1919. He was entrusted
with the work ever since it was actually innaugurated. The pass-
ing away of such a scholar deprives the Institute of the most im-
portant among the working scholars of that learned body. We are
glad to learn from a note issued by the Institute that arrangements
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have been made to carry on the work without break. We are
indeed pleased to find this important duty has been assigned to Dr.
S. K. Belvalkar (retired professor, Indian Education Service
Bombay). Dr. Belvalkar has been associated with the Mahabharata
work all along, and no better choice cotld have been made for
maintaining the critical tradition of the important work. We wish
Dr. Belvalkar life and health to carry this great work to its com-
pletion.

JOURNAL OF ANDHRA HISTORY AND CULTURE.

We are very pleased indeed to receive the first number of this
periodical “Journal of Andhra History and Culture”. 'Though the
present is hardly the time to start a new journal, there could be
no question that a journal of this character supplies a very much
felt want. The Journal of the Andhra Historical Research Society
and the Andhra Parishad Patrika do serve the purpose of provid-
ing the requisite medium for historical research in Andhra country.
There is yet room for a journal of the scope indicated by the title
of this. It is very creditable that Dr. M. Rama Rao’s earnest efforts
in this direction should have so far succeeded. We wish the venture
all success. The work of a handful of scholars who have devoted
themselves to the study of Telugu literature primarily, has suc-
ceeded in drawing attention to the valuable material still lying to
be worked out to expound the distinct character of Andhra History
and Culture. We certainly hope that this venture of Dr. Rama Rao
would serve the purpose efficiently. It would be well if Dr. Rama

Rao can secure the co-operation of all scholars interested in
Andhra Culture and make this journal the forum for research in
Andhra History and accessory studies including literature. We
wish him all success.

We welcome the publication of the first number of The Univer-
sity of Ceylon Review (April 1943) under the editorship of Pro-
fessor G. P. Malalasekera. The University comprises at present
Faculties of Oriental Studies, Arts, Science and Medicine, and it
has taken over from the Government of Ceylon, the publication of
the Ceylon Journal of Science which will be its main means of
contact with the scientific world. This Review aims at building up
similar contact with scholars in literary subjects and to publish
the fruits of research by the members of the University in these
fields. This number has articles from Sri Andrew Caldecott,
G.CM.G., Governor of Ceylon, Mr. W. Ivor Jennings, Vice-Chan-
cellor and several professors and scholars on various topics of liber-
ary, political, philological and antiquarian interest. It is, we hope,
the for-bear of a long series of learned issues of fruitful research,

' CSsS,
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B?fi:is :‘ar;nb WAADRAL GOVERNMENT MUSEUM. Bdited
Govemmefri M;endem'fﬁma‘m%u Scutptures in the Macres
Archacotogioal st.un. By C. Sivaramamurii, MLA., Curator,
Secti Ng ection, Madras Museum. New Series—Generat
ot Dgovéadms Museum. Vol. 1V. (Printed by the Superinten-

t Im y . . .
Plates Iev, Pr?il: g:fsligl\il;dms, 1942). Pp. xviii plus 376 aud

' Amgravai, situated on the southern bank or the arishna river
n the Guatur district, was a glorious city m the hrsi centuries o
fhe L,‘hnanu tra, though it 13 now cluelly remembered ior‘the
; e‘lla:::::; :i :j;;p::rfs and othey relics exusting o1 the magniticent
s e Sba e: oirce wasﬂxts'great giory. L. Gyavely, who
s writen U loreword to this {ine produciion, has stressed uae
S reaument of sconography and symbolisin of the scui

tures qL‘ {}maravati and of his relating them eflectively to t'n’sb' ‘f:
?rognd 91‘ Ancient indian cuiture. ‘Loe tatenied author be x;.s : »Lvm
3‘ ’Izzhstomcai survey o: the discovery of the Amaravaii tfupa ;ﬂd
asl mzn acc?unt of the anuqufty c?k the place. It rose to great g.ory
: eastern seat of the Satavahana monarchs, when tae Ksha-
paracas atlacked their western possessions and ev:en arterwards. it
is to be remembered that though Dhanakataka (tue original n.ame
;ie Ama'ravati) i1 nat now remembered as the b‘amvahfna capiial
e n{;:i;:urf::d. s@ preserves the memory of s&tavﬁhan;
e t cnpno_ns and legend have enhanced the value of
T gf;a a Amarava‘tx and the magnificient rail round it. Thus
— acc(:- dn;tes; othe ra;ll as having begn erected by Nagarjuna, wio
o S g' one ggend, tl‘rze munister ot Hala, the royal gulhor
ot m; It;a Septhasati, :*:md died at the monastery of Sr1 Parvaia.
ey cen;e of tfxe Satavanana kings, as 250 tne great mission-
ce of Nagarjuna and his followers among the people of

t}] - - .
ewr tume, explain the large number of stupas in the Krisand

vaﬂeya:;\;vhigl the noblest and the most venerated was the one at
Amarmers leatt; ere merchanls, townfolk, villagers, avesanis, perfu-
, er workers, all sorts of men vied with one another an8

with the monks and pums ; s
stupa,” (p' 7.) 4 Conu"bu“ng carved slabs for the
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The Andhakas, comprehending the Caityaka and other
Viahasanghika schools of Buddhists flourished in tne Amaravati
area; and the Mahacaitya at Dhanyakataka attracted pilgrims from
sverywhere, and still remained a seat of learning and piety when
he country in the Tth century. A twelfth '

Hiuen Tsang visited t . : :
zentury inscription mentions Amaravati as having within itself side

by side the temple of Amareswara and a very lofty Buddha Caitya,
well decorated with various sculptures.

The Satavihanas are outlined as patrons of art; and the origin
and development of the stupa (or Caitya) are discoursed in a clear
manner. The stupa is of three kinds, Sariraka, raised over relics,
Uddaéika built as commemorative monuments, and Paribhogika
erected over articles used by Buddha. The account of the develop-~
ment of the stupa and its component parts, and the different dis-
cernible periods in the sculptural growth at Amaravati are given in
an admirably comprehensive and accurate manner, which consti-
tutes a very good survey of the art, jconography and symbolism of
the great monument, and which is followed by a very fascinating
picture of the culture and civilisation of the epoch treated. Thus
each period of the four sculptural periods of Amaravati is interpreted
by means of the details of sculoture. Tn the earliest period, the
sculptures are fragmentary and marked by a certain amount of stiff-
ness and_absence of flexions. In the next period the sculptures
show a definite step forward. The fingers become more graceful
and natural and the faces more livelv. Now for the first time the
Buddha is shown in human form (Cir. 100 AD.). In the third
period (Cir. 150 A.D.) the great rail was constructed and its art is
regarded as the most splendid “in all India and for all time” and it
embodies the high water-mark of §atavihana art. In the last period
period (Cir. 200 to 250 A.D.) appear features that are absent
in earlier sculptures. Some of the sculptures of this last period are
carved on the original early casing slabs

Mr. Sivaramamurti has given in tabular form the most distinc-
tive characteristics of these four periods of Amaravati sculptures
and of other early Indian sculptural periods down to the 8th century
AD.

The art of Amaravati, particularly in the scuiptural field, is
interpreted to have been national rather than provincial; and the
sculptors produced an undying art that constituted a great link
that is discernible between Amaravati, Bharhut Kanheri and
Nasik. It may not be superfluous to point out in this review the

stress latd tv the author on the element of common heredity in
$
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the examples of the work of the painter and the sculptor in such
distant and widely separated places as Amaravati and Jaggayya-
petta, Bharhut and Sanchi, Ajanta and Bagh, and, beyond the seas,
at Borabudur in Java. Amaravati art (or as it is called more
narrowly Andhra or Satavahana art), cannot in this sensc be
interpreted as in any way being specially southern or Dravidian.
The art traditions of India were descended and evolved in their
entirety from the Mauryan age to Sunga and Andhra, from them
to Kushana and Gupta-Vakataka, and thence on to Chalukyan and
Vishnukundin and from the Pallavas to places across the Bay of
Bengal. Even in the most minute details, as Mr. Sivaramamurti
tells us, in pose and in ornament, the sculptures of remotest places
are linked together by common taste and tradition. Especially, the
reader’s attention is drawn in the course of his treatment to the
essential delicacy of feminine form that is vmbodied in the Amara-
vati friezes and panecls. Every item of toilet, both of the female
and of the youth, is, besides being delicate, shown to be wholly
Indian. Nor does Amaravati lack in the depiction of charming as-
pects and moods of nature—of course limited by necessary conven-
tions—which are however free from the conventionalised form of
any degenerate art. Animal forms are found rcproduced in a naive
and natural manner. Varieties of life like the poor hut, the king’s
palace and the monk’s abode, suggestive lines and looks, parti-
cularly traceable in the figure of the Buddha, in the Temptation

Scene, motifs that are pregnant with meaning—these have been
well brought out.

The art traditions of Amaravati became more fully developed
in Pallava sculpture and they determined also the style of sculp-
tures in far away Java and neighbouring islands. The Amaravati
figures come in midway between the Bharhut school and the Pal-
lava. They display alike most beautifully, the variety of sym-
bolic representation of the Buddha and of his lakshanas and accom-
‘paniments:  Nagas, nagarajas and naginis represented as human
beings with snake-hoods, as half-snakes and as complete snakes,
garudas which are represented in two principal modes, animal and
anthropomorphic, kinnaras, depicted as described in Buddhistic
literature, gandharvas shown as divine minstrels, dwarf yakshas,
Lakshmi represented as being seated on a lotus and attended by
elephants which are however turned away from her, Sakka or
Indra found profusely ornamented, Vajrapani and Mara whose
attack is graphically portrayed, Sthavara or the earth goddess, my-
thological animals of which the most prominent is the makara, born
of the combination of the crocodile and the fish, and true animals
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shown in the most natural way—these are some of the aspects of
sculptural details studied in the book. Another fruit of the study
is embodied in the section on glimpses of life in the Satavahana
period, from which we learn of prevailing ornaments, coiffure, gird-
les, clothing materials, the attire of monks, arms and other military
accessories, foot-soldiers, horses and elephants, ramparts and gate-
ways, thrones and other seats, foot-rests, boxes, vehicles and
vessels including lamps and musical instruments and dance poses,
all of which yield plenty of information about contemporary social
life and culture.

Next follows a catalogue of identified sculptures showing their
chronological places and arranged according to the scenes they re-
present. The fine-dketches ot tigures and the photographic repro-
ductions of plates are both rich and stimulating. There are how-
ever a few small slips like the presenting of the Brhatkata as a
poem; and Kalidasa is definitely assigned to the Sunga age; but
these are very munor points. The work is a standing monument
jof the author’s consiructive scholarship and a most scholarly
study of one of our greatest art treasures. The sumptouous get-
up of the volume in these hard days reflects credit on the Madras
Government and its nppreciation of zn art work in the stress of

war.
CS.S.

MADRAS UNIVERSITY ISLAMIC SERIES—No. 6. General
Editor. S. Muhammad Husayn Nainar, M.A., LL.B., Ph.D.
The knowledge of India possessed by Arab Geographers down
to the 14th century A.D. with special reference to Southern India.
By S. M. Husayn Nainar, (Pp. 241. Price Rs. 6-4-0.)

Dr. L. D. Barnett who writes the foreword to this monograph
(thesis presented to the University of London for the degree of
Ph.D) deems it to be a careful collection of all the references to India
and Indian affairs which have been made by early Arab geographers
in a thoroughly critical manner. In his introduction, Dr. Nainar
gives a useful note of the principal Greek, L..lin and Chinese au-
thorities on Ancient Indian Geography and opines that the know-
ledge of India possessed by the Arabs from the pre-Christian era
down to the 6th century A.D. constitutes a subject that can be
usefully worked up. Arab evidences become particularly valuable
from the 7th century and continue to be so till the 14th. The Arab
conception of India is examined and the data supplied by Arab
writers are analysed under four broad groups, wiz., geography,
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ethnology, kings and kingcoms; and the writers themselves are
ranged into five groups. Al Biriini (973-1048) forms a unit by
himself by virtue or his pre-eminence, independence of thought
and deep interest in Indian science and cultiure. The last group is
made up of the peculiarly valuable Ibn Battuta after whom the
study of Arabic sources by themsclves is not very beneficial. The
observations of Dr. Nainar are mainly concerned with the know-
ledge of the country south of the Narmado. river displayed by the
Arab writers, but treat in many places of Sind and Hindustan also.
His critical note on Abu Zayd’s work and on that of Sulaiman is
extremely interesting. He concludes that the writers of the period
from about the 9th century A.D. to the middle of the 10th century
were not very strong in their knowledge of geography, though
their information on ethnology affords most interesting reading
and forms the basis of critical observations

The writers of the next group speak mostly’ of Sind and give
to Hind only a subordinate place and that under the chapter on
Sind. Al Birdni has only a sketch of South India and the Southern
Sea and has no information to otfer on the people and culiture of
South India. Writers of the fourth group down to the time of
Abul Fida do not give very much of additional information on
India. After the latter there come traveilers who have given personal
accounts of their experiences and of whom lbn Battuta is the
greatest. In the chapier on Geography the list of places in South
India is elaborately noted and annotated. The notes on such places
as Biyyardawal, Karura, Kanja, Mu’bar Port, the big Ma’bar and
Malabar are very instructive. In the list of dcubttul places we

find Samandur; and for every conclusion elaborate data culled from
different sources are given in support.

The second chapter supplies us with ethnological information
much of which refers to Peninsular India and Ceylon; our author
urges that a modern student possessing a knowledge of Hindu cul-
ture will discover germs of many truths. A peculiar custom is for
a number of followers of the king to burn themselves to the last
man when the king dies or is slain, and this relates probably as
indicated by the note on page 107 to the big sacrifice instituted by
one of the Perumal rulers and later continued by their successors.
Information is given about the existence of Sanyasis and Bayragis
and about the worship of deities like the Mahakal.

The third chapter on the kings and kingdoms like the Bal~
haras, the Cheras, the Cholas and the Pandyas, should be extremely
useful' to the student of history. The Balharas and their relations
with the Arabs and the Muslims are elaborately jreated. Kings
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ind kingdoms doubtful of identification include Qumar, a kingdom

ear about Cape Comorin.

In the last chapter is given information on the' products of
South India and the main centres of trade therein, viz. Kz'wvlaxr:i
Sandan, Saymur and Subara on the Wes.t Coast and Kanja an
Madura on the Eastern Coast, i.e., the important .trade‘ cen‘u:;s1
jeduced from the Arab accounts were more or lesc 1dent.1ca1 wi
those frequented by Greek and Roman mef'chants o'f earlier times.

The book is a good quarry of information, particularly for the

student of Mediaeval South Indian History. css

CALIPHATE AND KINGSHIP IN MEDIAEVAL PERSIA. By
Dr. Amir Hasan Siddiqi, Aligarh University—Shaikh Muhammad
Ashraf, Lahore—1942—pp. XI & 184. Rs. 4.

The Caliphate was for long the pivot in the history of the poli-
tical theory of Islam, though the Caliph ceased, by the end of Fhe
ninth century A.D., to be the administrative head of expandmg
Islam and only continued to serve as the symbol of the umty .and
brotherhood of Islam. Dr. Hasan Siddigi surveys the relations
between the Caliphs and the independent dynasties of Persia down
to 1258 A.D., and supplements his survey with « discussion of con-
temporary political theory. The Shi’a movement and_the ascen-
dancy of the Turks were tlie two main features of the third century
of Islam; and the theory of the Caliphate, as exposed by Mawardi,
representing the juridical view of the pre-Buwayhid period_ of
jurists is recommended for acceptance and urged for analytxcz?I
study. The Tahirids were staunch supporters of the Abbassid Cali-
phate, but the Saffarids first occupied an anomalous position and
then set the way for curtailing the temporal power of the
Caliphs. The Samanids were always champions of orthodoxy and
were duly rewarded for their loyalty. When the Buwayhids cap-
tured Baghdad, the Caliphs were deprived of a number of their
prerogatives, though allowed to retain their de jure sovereignty.
‘The Buwayhid Amirs even proceeded to do away with the formal
ceremony of election of the Caliph and to depose him at will. Cer-
tain of their acts offended the Sunnis very much. 'This altered the
attitude of the Sunni rulers, like the Samanids who were the politi-
cal rivals of the Buwayhids, towards the puppet Caliphs,

Méhmud of Ghazna who overthrew the Samanids (1000 AD.)
helped the cause of the Caliphate a great deal and raised its prestige;
but maintained a compromising attitude as regards open religious
submission to.the Caliph. From the standpoint of Marwardi the
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IGThaz‘navids were better Amirs under the Caliph than the Buway-
unds, though niore overbearing than the early Samanids

hidsl:fc: :’ﬁfu 'qs mSpm?ed both the Ghaznavids and the Buway-
tne.x,' buuinz::xui' " lll.bULuLlou' of the Caupnate and secured for
preccdimg r‘L‘tul‘l lblgal suncuon wiich was not possible for the
ment of bagh-:i]:o:c: ‘.ans‘; would not have taken over the govern-
inaugurated a ne ' tne Lauphg had been aspiring enough. 'They
phate. 'I'hey Werw e\rd o t.h e_hlsml‘y of the institution of the Cali-
pected the preroé :'nergetlc in the suppression of heresy and res-
assumed a new Sga l-zes of the Caliph. Now the term, Sultan,
temporal power o;gtnh1 oo 8 meaning the sole possessor of the
ulil the eativs 4 .e‘Cahpl.l. The Sunni Sultanate could and did
great Nizam a1l Llllttxes set forth tor the Caliph himself; and the
celebrated Sty(lsatu ‘tormUI,a,t.C.d the theory of the Sultanate in his
blance to the pr f}mﬂfah' This jcheory bears a superticial resem-
but, in realit ? te ; S'ar'mc' 't}_leox:y of Perzian kingship by divine right;
without an :xlt is a Jusuflcathn for the Sultcnate in its own right;
view is helsc]i b ell‘;al age'ncy be'mg responsible for it. Much the same
worked smootil fam Ghazzali. ‘The duality of Caliph and Sultan
Baghdad and inaffioen ) DUt soon resulted in instability in

tnetliclency in stemuning the Crusades, The Caliphs

retained a small inde
) pendent s m .
religious authority. state for themselves and also their

When 3

step s efftilft ﬁwtmm Sha_hs rose to power in Fersia, the final
o o Sl in the evolghon of the Sultanate which now freed
P s'dd? necessity of investiture by the Caliph. We learn

. . Siddiqi that the Cali'phate continuzd to enjoy public vene-
tl_tutmn and some measure of success ip
warazm Shahs. But their end at the hands
s oneoaihmg and the Caliphate came to g violent
s on é)eeasedcéf thto) I(\i/Iuslim State, the duality of
cal an, scrived in the book dealing with
rateni‘;i)l\;:i;?leeCt 'that. forn.zed a thesis for the degree of ?Docto-
greatly ammie nstitutions in the University of London. We
Bheat , 1ate the clear tracing of the various stage in the

velopment of the Sultanate in Peorsia, &

of the Mongols was appr
end likewise.
Caliph and Su

————

mg%;{ISOTFI;AEARPY MUSLIM POLITICAL THOUGHT AND
(Oxon.)—1942 TIs?xN'MffaumMfe“” H. K. Sherwani, M.A.
290. Rs. 6. ’ ’ ad ASharaf——Lahore——pp, VIII &

he :l}lltxlsw:o:lecltion of studies is based on papers contributed by
© learned journals ete, duly revised and remodelled
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into organic continuity. It begins with an estimate of four remark-
able political thinkers of the East, Confucius, Mencius, Kautilya and
Ibn Khaldan who forestalled many ideas of later European authors,
particularly in the art of government. In the next chapter on the
Qur’anic State, the political argument is shown to be based on the
historic method explaining general precepts from the history of
Arabia and the ncighbouring lands. Stress is laid on Universal
Law and the doctrine of justice as well as on efficient and inex-
pensive government, toleration and internationalism.

Prof. Sherwani cautions his reader that early Muslim thought
was purely oriental in essence, with its multitude of illustrations
from Persian, Arabic and Indian sources, in spite of its having been
inspired by the translations of Greek authors into Syriac and
Arabic. Ibn AbP'r-Rabi (Cir. 830 A.D.) who was the earliest writer
on politics of Islam, was dominated by ethical considerations and
upheld the idea of complete equality of all races and religions. He
stands midway between the concepts of State omnipotence and of
individualism, and though he advises state officials to study history
he generally ignores history in his enunciation of the principles of

successful statehood.

Farabi (870-950 A.D.) was the author of five works on politics
of which The Model City may be deemed to embody his mature
thought and the Siyasat to enunciate his whole political theory. He
anticipates Hobbes in the idea of a compact for the mutual renuncia-
tion of rights and insists on the non-artificiality of the state at
the same time. His ideas on sovereignty and on individalism are
refreshingly vigorous and independent of Greek classical ideas.
Imperialism and colonisation also come within his scheme of politi-
cal ideas which cover practically all that is connoted by Political
Theory at the present day.

The writers of the 10th and 11th centuries are next surveyed
with a preliminary note on the political condition of the Islamic
state in that age. Contemporary thought was marked by conflict
and contact between two schools of ideology, one leading to the
revival of pure Arabism, represented by Mawardi (d. 1058) and
the other leading to a certain amount of alienism and to Persian and
Aryan traditions, and being embodied, typically, in the Kabis
Niamah of Kaika'as (d. 1082). Mawardi was greatly influenced
by the Islamic theory of the state and ignored the foreign elements
that had crept in. Kaika'is freely illustrates his theories from
the history of Islam, from contemporary facts and from the history
of non-Muslim peoples. A third writer of the age, Nizam-u’l Mulk
Tasi, follows the historical method in a broad sense and all the three
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demonstrate the conflict between .
the Arabian and th - i
cultures going on at the time. e non-Arabian

A. later writer, Ghazzali (d. 1111), stresses personal human
experience in preference to even intellectual perception and pro-
pounds ideas ahout the social nature of man, the doctrine of
severeignty the organic nature of the state and ’l9w that are very
moccliern. His doctrine of justice enumerates te;1 rules for the
co;l uct ofhg'overr.lment that are worth noting. Prof. Sherwani
rates Ghazzili as higher than his three great predecessors, in dignity
and grace, in analytical and comparative argument and i;x a perfect
and non-personal attitude. ‘ *

Mahmid Gawan (D. 1481), the great Bahmani Wazir, of whom
m{r author has given a full-dress biogravhy, is the last of the
thinkers and writers deslt with in the book. In the last chavter
the chief headings of politieal theory like the origin ané the form
of tthe state, sovereionty and state interference are traced, as evolv-
ed in the writings of the personalities treated ahove; and 'th'ese given
orfly as illustrations of the rich crop of Muslim ;mlitical t};ought
will justify Indian teachers of political theory in demanding 8’
place for Muslim, Chirese and Hindu political thought in the scheme
of the: study of politics which, at present, is bent almost wholly in
the direction of Furopean thought and tradition. Our author has
do.ne, by his studies in the history and range of Muslim political
thinkers, a real service towards the elevation of oriental political
theory to a plane of equality with that of the weet.

Select Contents from Periodicals

Journal of the Bombay Branch of the Royal Asiatic Society—New
Series, Vol. 18, 1942.

H. D. Velankar—Family hymns in the Family-—Mandalas.

A. D. Pusalker—Yajnaphalam. A newly discovered drama by
Bhasa (discussing the problem of the authorship).

Shaikh Chand Husain—The Majmi ‘a-i-Rdz of Mir Muhammad
Salih Kashfi (edited with introduction and English trans.

“lation) and of interest to students of Persian Sufism.

A. P. Karmarkar—The Purusa-Sikta (Rg Veda X, 90) and
the mystic glorificatin of the human victim.

The Journal of the Bihar and Orissa Research Society, Vol. XXVTII,
part 4, Dec., 1942.

A. C. Perumalil, S. J—The India of the Early Greeks and
Romans (326 B.C.—641 AD.).

N. M. Chaudhuri—The Indian Cowherd God.

B. B. Majumdar—Bhanitis in Vidyapati’s padas.

The Rev. G. Gausdal—The Khut system of the Santals.

B. Bhattacharyya A Note on Royal Epistles.

A. P. Karmarkar—Mohenjo-Daro and Bactria.

P. C.-Rath—History of the Chauhans from the Jayachandrika
of Prahallad Dubey

M. M. Nagar-Two Garuda images in the Mathura Museum.

The Indian Historical Quarterly—Vol. AVIII, No. 4.

S. K. De—The Vedic and the Epic Krsna (the links which
would connect or identify them beyond all doubt are un-
fortunately missing).

U. N. Ghosal—The Dynastic Chronicles of Kashmir-]I,
Modern Period. ‘

R. P. Chaudhuri~—The Philology of the Pali language.

M. Géx'osh——’rhe date of Subandhu (fixed between 375 and 450
-ACD.



ANCIENT INDIA AND SOUTH INDIAN HISTORY AN, CT7TTURE BX
DIWAN BAHADUR DR. S. KRISHNASWAMI ATYANGAR, M.A.
PH.D. VOI.. I. ANCIENT INDIA, PP. 844, VOL. I, SOUTH INDIAN
HISTORY AND CULTURE FP. 911 ORIENTAL BOOK AGENCY,
POONA, RS. 10 EACH VOLUME, 1941.

The first of these iwo volumes of the learned author's papers, constitute!
a revised edition of the work published by hin. under the cartinn, Ancienl
India, more than thirty years ago, to which a numbe~ of chapters have beer
added in order to bring the treatment chronologically .. . 1200 A.D. The
second volume deals more p#icularly with phases of the history of Soutt
India from about 1300 A.D. onwards.

In the compass of 25 chepters, the first volume presents a bird's-eye-view
of the history of India down to circa 700 A.D., the folk movement of tht
Satvatas gradually into the South, glimpses of the Mauryan penetration int
the Tamil land, a possible Tamil equivalent of Asoka's aggikhamda, The
Hun problem in Indian history, a study of the Vakatakas, some problems ©
Gupta history, the Gurjara emnire, then follows Kalingadesa with a note ol
the main styles of Hindu architecture. The volume closes with a paper o
the essentials required for historical research in our land, among which partl
cular stress is laid on co-operation among the workers. Beginning fror
Chapter XV comes South Indiar History; its growth through the ages of th
Pallavas, the Cholas and the Hoysalas and the imperial Pandyas of the 13t]
centrry.  This volume ends with a learned naper on Indian exprr.sion beyon
the seas and the maritime enterprise of South Indians which wr+ most notabl
{ill the times of Marco Prlo »nd Wassaf.The second volume takes us on swim
ming through the history of the gloriius Vijayanagara empire and it
achievement of conserving the best fruits o Hindu civilisat.on, the history ¢
the early Wodem:s of Seringapatam-Mysore who are the real present-da
guardians of the Hoysala and Vijayanagara heritage, the declining days ¢
the Hindu emnire of the Rayas in the seventeenth century; and then we com
on to the aze of Shahji and Shivaii in their expansion into South Indian an
to Akkanna and Madanna, the powerful Hindu ministers of Goleonda in 1f
last days concluding with the well-known legendary hero Raja Desing ¢
Gingee. While these historical chapters constitute the first part of th
volume, we ret in the succeeding part a number of valuable papers dealin
with cultural subjects of great interest like the Sangham Age, Tarril literar
celebrities, including Perurdevanar, saints like Nammalvar, and Trumange
Buddhism in Kanchi, Mylapore and its earliest nucleus, Pancheratra in class
eal Tamil literature, the full extent of Mimamsa-Sastram, the Agnikula and
few notes of administrative and icc ographic interest. All these papers are’
of great cultural signiﬁcance and historical importance, amfl help, as has been
jusily claimed, to a correct understanding of the history of India in genersi
and of South India in particular, The volumes are analogous in interest ”'
the Collected Papers of Prof: Maitland and Froude’s Short Studies on G"‘“
Subjects, to give only two analogues,
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The Quarterly Jowrnal of the Muythic Society, Bangalore,~
Vol. XXXIII, parts 2, 3 and 4.
B. G. Tamaskar—The Dharangaon Factory and Sivaii.

K. C. Vaidyanathan—The Date of the Chola conquest of the
Bana country.

S. Srikantaiya—Sri Ramakrishna Paramahamsa.

C. Runhan Raja—FEducation in the Vedic Age.

P. Shama Rao—Symbolism in the Indian Art.

N. K. Venkatesam Pantulu—The Story of the Asuras.

Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society of Bengal—Letters Vol, VIII,
1942, No. 2.

Gergan and Asbol—A Thourand Tibotan proverbs and wise
sayings with short explanations of ohscure phrases.

George N. Rodrich—The epic of King Kesar of Ling,

S. K. Chatterji—Two clay figures of Kesar (Gesar) and
Hbrug-mo by a Tibetan artist,

N. X. Bhattasali~The Rajavadi (BhAwal) Plate of Laks-
mana Sena Deva (Additions and corrections),

Epigraphia Indica—(Vol, XXVI), part V. (January, 1942).

A. 8. Altekar—Six Saindhava copperplate grants from Ghuml
(dated K. S. 513.596).

V. V. Mirashi~A Note on the date of the Somavamsi Kings of
Southern Kosala,

A. S. Ramanatha Iyer—Two records of Parantaka T from
Takkolam. ’

Krishnadeva—Nalanda seal of Vishnugupta,
R. K. Ghoshal—A Note on the Balasore Plates of Bhanu
(datta).
Journal of the Madras University—Vol. XIV, No. 2, (July 1942).

S. 8. Suryanarayana Sastri-—~Beauty.

P. K. Karunakara Menon—A Short Account of the Tellicherry
Settlement.

K. A. Nilakanta Sastri—New Pages from Ananda Ranga
Pillai’s Diary (containing important details bearing on the

SELECT CONTENTS FROM PERIODICALS 8t

murder of Nasir Jang and an interesting entry on Dupleix~
Fattehabad).

University of Ceylon Review—~Vol. 1. No. 1. April 1943. ' ’
Sir Andrew Caldecott—Adat Perpateh in Negri Sembilan (in
Sumatra) Adat (custom) lies enshrined and impenetrable

in customary law. .
Prof. Ivar Jennings—The Emergency Procedure of the State

Council. o 1
G. C. Mendis—The causes of communal conflict in Ceylon.

W. Rahula—The significance of Ariyavemse in Pali literature.

W. M. A. Warnasuriya—Inscriptional evidence bearing on the
nawure or rehigious endowment in ancient Ceylon.

C. k. Godakumbura—Iieterences to Buddhist Sanskrit writers
in Sinhalese literature.

Journal of Andkra History and Culture—Vol. L No. 1, April 1943.
ivl, Kama Rao—1{he Ananda Gotra Kings.
M. VenkatarangayyawA History of Andhra.
P. Seshadri Sastri~Chebrolu Coin of Gautamiputra Satakarni.
M. Rama Rao—Inscriptions of Andhra Dynasties.
M. Somasekhara Sarma~—The Koppula chiefs.

Journal of the Assam Research Society (Kamarupa Anusandhan

Samiii)—Val. 1X. 1942, paris 1-4.

S. C. Goswami—Land grant to the Temple of Umananda at
Gauhati by Badshah Ghazi Aurangizip Salar Khan,

S. C. Rajkhowa—Ahom Kingship.

P, D. Chaudhuri—Copper-plate grants of the Kamarupa

D. Borah—A short sketch of the North-east Frontier policy
of the Great Mughals.

K. Medhi—~The Brajavali literature of Assam,

The Karnatake Historical Review—Silver Jubilee Number

Vol. VI, parts I & IL "o
R. S. Panchamukhi—Jainism in Karnataka and Bhat~
Kabfinds.
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P. M. Stewart—Colonel Wellesley and Mwwiv w1 narnataka.

Journal of the University of Bombay—Vol. XI Part 4. (January
1943).

B. A. Saletore—Queen Balla Mahadevi (of the Alupas).
G. M. Moraes.—The Maratha—Portuguesc War of 1633-84.

Journal of the Sind Historical Society—Vol. VI, October 1942
(Akbar 4th centenary number)—February 1943 (Sind
Annexation centenary number). : :

H. T. Lambrick—(1) Charles Masson’s detention in Q.uetta;
(2) The Mirs and the Indus tolls; and (3) The Sind Battles
1843.

N. M Billimoria— (1) The Sumra and Summa dynasties it
Sindi; (2) Religious opinions of Emperor Akbar, (3)
Emperor Akbar and the Zeroastrians and (4) Devastation
caused by the Indus in the 19th century.

R. D. Merriman—The Indian Navy; its activities on Sind and

on the adjacent coasts (1614-1863).

C. L. Mariwalla— (1 Treaty and Travel in Sind (1800-1820);

. (2) Akbar and his connection with Sind; and (3) commer-
cial navigation of the Indus (1820-1832).

B. D. Mirchandini—Sind in 1809; Extracts from Henry EIlis’s
account.

The.Rev. A. Meersman (1) Akbar and the Christians; @)
Did the British introduce Christianity in Sind?

Our Exchanges

Journal and Froceedings of the Royal Asiwtic Society of Bengal
Park Street, Caleutta. ‘

The Annals of the Bhandarkar Research Instiiute, Deccan
Gymkhana P.O., Poona.

Bharat itihasa Samshodaka Mandala, Poona City.

Bulletin of the Institute of Historical Research, London Uni-
versity, London, Longmans, Green & Co., London.

Bulletin of the School of Oriental Studies, London Institution,

Finsbury Circus, London.

The Calcutta Review, 3, Senate House, Calcutta.

The Hindustan Review, Patna Junction, E. L. Ry.

The Indian Historical Quarterly, 96, Amherst Street, Caleutta.

Journal of the Bihar and Orissa Research Society, Patna.

Journal of the Bombay Branch of the Royal Asiatic Society,

Bombay.

Journal of the Bombay Historical Society, Exchange Build-
ing, Sprott Road, Bombay.

Nagari Pracharini Sabhae, Benares. . .

The Political Science Quarterly, Columbia University, New
York.

Quarterly Journal of the Andhra Historical Research Society,
Andhra Historical Society, Rajabmundry.

Quarterly Journal of the Mythic Saciety, Daly Hall, Cenotaph
Road, Bangalore.

Yoga-Mimansa, Kuw’javana, Lonavla, Bombay.

The Modern Review, 91, Upper Circular Road, Calcutta.

The Vedic Magazine and Gurukula Samachar, Gurudatta
Bhavana, Lahore,

The Ceylon University Journal, University of Ceylon, Colombo.

The Historical Studies, Accession Department, University
Library, University of California, Berkeley, California.

The Indian Review, Explanade, Madras. :

The Servant of India, Servant of India Society, Poona City.

The Gaekwad’s Oriental Series, Origntal Institute, Baroda,

The Superintendent, Government Museum, Madras.

The Federated India, Madras.

The Superintendent of Archaeology, Gwalior State, Gwalior,

Journal of the Bombay University, Senate House, Bombay.

 Muslim University Journal, Muslim University, Aligarh.
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The Karnatak Historical Research Society, Dharwar,
The Punjab University ' Journal, Lahore.
The U. P. Historical Society, Lucknow.
Indian Culture, The Indian Research Institut i
3 3 1 0’

St., Calcutta. tte, 170, Manickiols
Bharathi, The Bharathi Office, 7, Th

ok, , T, Thambu Chetty Street, G. T.,
Karrg.liti;ll:; Sai;ilty:l Parishat, Sri Krishnarajendra Parishat

ngs, Hardinge Road, Chamraj i
Man in India, Ranchi. alpet, Bangalore Gl
The Journal of the Greater Indi i
a Society, 21, Badurbagan
B Row,‘ P.O., Amherst St., Calcutta. ’ *
: }':ah.;namdz;a ;f The Adyar Library Bulletin, Adyar.
e Journal of the Benares Hindu Uni 1% s i

Univorsity, BO. iversity, Benares Hindu
Indwnfz, Gandhigraham, Benares City.
B;:lletm of the Deccan College Research Institute, Poona 6.
The Poona Orientalist, 15, Shukrawar, Poona 2.
Journal of the Sri Venkateswara Oriental Institute, Tirupati.
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Works of Prof. S. Krishnaswami Aiyangar

ON SALE
SOUTH INDIA AND HER MUHAMMADAN INVADERS. Rs. 8.

‘ A happy example of harmonious co-operation between ah Indian scholar
and his British colleagues.’—The Times Literary Supplement.
*A real contribution to the.study of Indian History’—E. J. Rapson.
. *A most valuable guide to the subject’—Dr. L. D. Barnett,
‘1t has been pleasant and instructive reading.'—Dr. F. W. Thomas.

‘A chapter of the greatest value to the history of Mediaeval India.’—
Dr. Margoliouth in the ‘English Historical Review.’

‘A serious and solid' contribution to the History of India’—The Pioneer.

MANIMEKHALALI IN ITS HISTORICAL SETTING Rs. 3-8.

(Awarded the Great Silver Medal of the Imstitut Historique Et
Du Heraldique De France.)

Professor H. Jacobi of Bonn: °...your great work on the Manimékhalat’

Dr. L. D. Barnett, British Museum: *...a really valuable contribution
to the culture-history of Southern India.’
Jarl Charpentier. Professor of Sanskrit, Upsala University (Sweden) :

‘Here, as in your other works known to me, I find an admirable thoroughness
and method together with much learning.’

The Hindu, Wednesday, April 25, 1928: ‘About half the book is taken
up by a sound rendering of the poem into English for the henefit of scholars
who have no knowledge of Tamil . . . Prof. Krishnaswami Aiyangar has
;l}e::lt with 'this very difficult m Yject matter in the true spirit of scholar-
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JOUVEAU-DUBREUIL'S DRAVIDIAN ARCHITECTURE. Rs. 1-8,
FARLY HISTORY OF VAISHNAVISM IN SOUTH INDIA. Rs. 1-4.
PROBLEMS IN GUPTA HISTORY Pt. I Re. 1.

THE VAKATAKAS AND THEIR PLACE IN IN A
MAP Rs. 1-4. DIAN HISTORY, WITH

A VISIT TO THE SEVEN PAGODAS BY SIR. R. C. TEMPLE, R. GOPALAN |

AND 8. K. AIYANGAR, Rs. 4.

TWO UTTARAMALLUR INSCRIPTIONS OF PARANTARA 1 BY
S. K. ATYANGAR, As. 12,

SRIRANGARAYALU. BY S, K. AIYANGAR. As. 8.

Liberal concession to teachers and students.

For SPrcIAYL TEnMs, T, Apply to—The Manager,
‘SRIPADAM', 143, Bronre’s Roap, Mylapore, Madras, S.

Oriental Books, Indian & Persian Art, MSS., Bronzes, etc.

HUTCHINSON (E. W.)
ADVENTURERS IN SIAM IN THE SEVENTEENTH
CENTURY
Together with maps and illus.

8 vo, cloth, pn. xxvii, 283. Price 12/6.
(Prize Publicaticn Fund, Vol. XVIII. R.AS))

KITAB AL-RIFAYA LIHUQUQ ALLAH
By ABU ‘ABDALLAH HARITH IBN ASAD AL-MUHASIB!
Edited by Margaret Smith, M.A., D§dtt. Arabic text, with
introduction and preface in English.
Roy. 8vo, cloth. pp. xix, 343. Price 15/-
(B. J. W. Gibb Memorial Series. New Series XV.)

THE MATHNAWI OF JALALU-D-DIN RUMI
EDITED FROM THE OLDEST MANUSCRIPTS AVAILABLE
With critical notes, translation, and commentary by
REYNOLD A. NICHOLSON, LittD, LL.D.

Vol. VIII.

Commentary of Books INI-VI, with indices to Vols. 7 and 8.

Roy. 8vo, cloth. Price 25/- '
(E. J. W. Gibb Memorial Series. New Series, )

ALALAKH AND CHRONOLOGY
By SIDNEY SMITH :

With three tables.
8vo, sewn, pp. iv, 52. Price 5/-

WAYFARER’S WORDS
By Mrs. RHYS DAVIDS, D.Litt, M.A,
Vol. 1.
Cr. 8vo, cloth, pp. 380. Price 4/-; in paper covers, 3/-.
This volume brings together a number of the author’s sporadic writings
and lectures. They deal not only with points of historical criticism in
earlier Brddhism, on which she has concentrated for a quarter of a
* century, but also with the comparative study between Buddhism and
other religions, and with general religious topics.
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