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Maharaja Dalip Singh after Deposition

Conversion, Marriage and Exile
Social Success and Political Failure
By

K. 8. Tuarar, B.A. (Hoxs.), B. Lirt (Oxon), M.A. (Ps),

Barrister-at-Law, Department of History,
Government College, Lahore

After the Treaty of 1849 had been signed, Maharaja Dalip
Singh, then only 11 years old, was put under the charge of Sir
John Login and sent to Fatehgarh under a stropng escort. He
continued to live under the same guardians during all his stay
at Fatehgarh and also for a few years in England.

At Fatehgarh we find Dalip Singh, a child of twelv®, placed
in peculiar surroundings. He has been removed from Lahore and
all the associations of his childhood. His mother had been removed
from him a year earlier, and his Sikh Ministers and relations are
no longer with him. Here he is under the care of Sir John and
Lady Login who are very kind to him and show him that love and
consideration which he had never received from his brothers or
unele. If we examine the names of his entourage we come across
very few Sikh attendants that had accompanied him from Lahore.
We find no Sikh priest or Granthi and only one Brahmin Parohit,
His favourite Mohammadan attendant Meean Keemah also soon
asked to be allowed to return to Lahore. A young Brahmin named
Bhajan Lal was procured in his place. This young man had been
educated in the American Mission Schools. In this impressionable
age Dalip Singh was left in such surroundings and with these
people about him. He saw Sir John Login at his family prayers
every morning and evening and himself yearned for the same sort
of prayer. He had a religious mind and was so much impressed

by the scene he witnessed every day that he requested Sir John
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Login to instruct his (Dalip Singh’s) priest also to come- at fixed
hours. Dalip Singh had this craving within him and being of a
tender age was easily susceptible {o any direet or indirect influence
under which he came. His conversion was a result of these
cireumstances under which he was placed. He was barely twelve
vears of age, when he expressed his desire to embrace Christianity.
The Government acceded to this request with apparent reluctance,
Sir John Login was on leave when Dalip Singh definitely made up
his mind fo become a Christian. Captain J. Camphell, temporary
Governor, in his official despatch sent to Lord Dalhousie, dated
the 20th of December, 1850 szys, “On Sunday, the 8th instant,
His Highness the Maharaja communicated to me through Master
Thomas Scot, his desire to embrace the Christian religion....”. On
the 9th of December a letter was sent to Sir John Login at Caleutta.
His reply came on the 20th December, asking the Maharaja not to
be hasty. “I have arrived at the conclusion”, continues Campbell
in his despatch, “that he is more deeply impressed with the sub-
ject than his years would seem to render likely,” Lord Dalhousie,
though highly pleased at the prospect, was afraid that it might be
deemed to have been brought about by puiting undue influence
on Dalip Singh. As he says in one of his private letiers, “My
little friend has taken us all aback lately by declaring his intention
to become a Christian. The Pandit, he says, tells him humbug, ...
he has had the Bible read to him and he bhelieves the Sahibs’
.religion.” In the same letter he says, “The house-hold of course
are in grand siate. Politically we could desire nothing better, for
it destroys his possible influence for ever. But I should have been
glad, if it had been deferred, since, at present it may he represented
to have been brought about by tampering with the mind of
a child” This was Lord Dalhousie’s policy throughout the
‘affair. He was anxious that no impression of unfairness should
be given and tried not to give any chance to the clamorous section
to make capital out of some lack of vigilance in the matter.
Writing on the 18th of May, 1850 Login says, “Lord Dalhousie is
afraid if he were asked to recommend a tutor that it might imply
an interference in the boy’s religious faith” TEven after the
ceremony his attempts were to give it as little publication as
possible and the ceremony itself was made very modest.

When the official despatch of Campbell, referred to above,
reached Dalhousie he asked for information regarding the follow-

1. Private Letters of Lord Dalthousie, dated 3rd March 1851,
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ing points: Where was the Bible procured from? Who introduced
this subject to the Maharaja's mind? and whether anybody had
been talking to him upon it or had engaged him in any guestion
regarding it, At this Sir John Login instituted an enquiry and
prepared a report which was submitted to the Governor-General,
Evidence in writing was taken of the Maharaja’'s retinue, the Dewan
Ajodhya Parshad, Fakeer Zehoor-ud-Din, the Prohit Gelab Rai,
the family priest of the Maharajas of Lahore, and Sardar Boor
Singh, that no improper influence had been in their estimation
made use of to make him change his belief in the religion of his
people. Lady Login's version of the affair is this:?—

“This young man (Bhajun Lal) ncver—the—~less was the only
creature in his entourage who had any inkling that Dalip Singh
was turning his inquiries in the direction of the Christian faith
and he was sceptical with regard to many of the 'plous stories’
in the Shastras e.g., that of the virluous Rajah who distributed
daily in alms ten thousand cows hLefore he broke his fast, and
yet came short of eternal salvation because his servants, unknown
to him, had placed amongst the daily tale of cows one that had
already been numbered in the charitable dole.

“But although he used to make Bhajun Lal read the Bible
to him and discuss it together, it was, as the young Brahmin
quaintly put it ‘sometimes Bible, sometimes a few conjuring tricks
of which he was very fond, sometimes games in ‘Boys own book’
and all he did he did of his wilful will. It was plain that neither
Bhajun Lal who never had the courage to sacrifice his worldly
prospects by embracing Christianity, though evidently convinced
of its truth-—nor any European had exerted their influence over
the Maharaja in order to turn his mind in that direction.”

This is, we might say, the official version of the story.

After hearing all, Lord Dalhousie, we are told, expressed him-
self as entirely satisfied that no improper influence had either
directly or indirectly been used by Login or any other English
gentleman connected with His Highness’s establishment.

Lady Login deplores the fact that ‘very little effort was made
by his own people to instruct him in the Sikh religion.” “And His
Highness left Punjab”, so runs John Login’s memoranda, “without

2. As given in her Recollections, p. 95.
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1t was described by Lord Dalhousie as a “great event in history
and in every way gratifying.”® The following letter shows Lord
Dalhousie’s salisfaction on this oecasion. ‘A strange and interest-
ing event has now to be recorded in the history of India, for it is
well worthy of a place there....] mean the baptism of Maharaja
Dalip Singh....This is the Grst Indian Prince of the many who
have succumbed to our power or have acknowledged it, that has
adopted th faith of the stranger. Who shall say to what it may
lead? God prosper the seed and multiply it! I have never from
the hour in which I signed the decrec had one moment's hesitation
or doubt to the justice or necessity of my act in dethroning the
boy. If I had had such a doubt, the sight of the blessed result
for him to.which that act has led, would now have thoroughly
consoled me for what I did then. As it is, my mind is doubly
content as*to what he lost, immeasurably content as to the gain
he has found in his loss. He is wild to go to England. ... .etc.”10

It was with some effort on the part of Lord Dalhousie that
permission was obtained from the Court of Directors for the
Maharaja’s visit to England., “Touching Dalip Singh and his
Christianity,” says Dalhousie, “I do not know what under-currents
there might be, but officially they (Directors) have said and done
all I could wish,”"" When Dalip Singh left for England Dalhousie
presented him as a parting gift a copy of Nisbet's Bible with this
letter: “....I should ask you, therefore, to accept from me the
volume which I should offer to my own child, as the best of all
gifts, since in it alone is to be found the secret of real hapiness
either in this world or in that which is to come.”t?

The Maharaja left for England on the 19th of April 1854. He
stopped for a while in Egypt. At Malta and Gibralter a full salute
of 21 puns was fired in his honour, and in England he was given
precedefice after the Royal Family. He made a very good impres-
sion in England and soon became a friend of the Royal Family.
“It is very good,” writes Dalhousie in one of his letters, “for the
Maharaja has seen the Royal Family under such an aspect as you
describe, at Osborne. But I am a little afraid that this exceeding
distinction will not be for his future comfort. If he is to live and

9. Sir John Login and Dalip Singh, p. 301,

10. Private letters of Lord Dathousie, dated 3rd March 1833.
11. Private Letters of Lord Dalhousie, dated 18th March 1833,
12, Private letters of Lord Dalhousie, dated 3rd March, 1853,
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die in England, good and well, but if he is te return to India,
he is not likely to be rendered more contented with his position
there by being so highly treated in England, and after breakfasting
with Queens and Princesses, I doubt his much liking the necessity
of leaving his shoes at the door of the Governor-General's room
when he is admiitted to visit him which he will certainly be again
required to do.”13

Maharaja Dalip Singh'’s later life reminds one of that famous
novel of Mr. W. L. George called ‘The Making of an Englishman.”
Mr. George, in hiz book presents an interesting picture of a French
youth trying to become an Englishman. With what material the
author has at hand, of a person with all the qualities, virtues and
weaknesses of a Frenchman, he sets out to manufacture a new
product. Does he succeed? After several years of futile life in
London, finding his temperament incapable of coping with the
complexities of the English character, the hero flies back to France,
cursing the English people and swearing he would never return.
Had the story ended here it would have been at once more
natural, more correct, and altogether more convincing than what
it is rendered by the succeeding chapters. But Mr. George brings
his hero back to England, a successful business man, very much

‘more sober than he was previously, who marries an English girl

from the upper middle class, has a few children, setiles down in
that country, and, we guess, lives happily ever after. 'The anti-
climax, though instructive in its own way, renders the story unreal.
Otherwise, transplanted from the world of fiction to everyday life,
the story in the book is a very natural one. And it is not a rare
occurrence either. Many ambitious admirers of the English
characfcer try to imbibe the training and discipline of an English-
man, but they invariably give up.

Such a character was the Maharaja Dalip Singh whose
personal charm was such that all his English friends liked him
and wanted him to become one of themselves. In the process of
complete anglicising of Dalip Singh his conversion to Christianity
was the first step. That had been achieved by Login.

. Da!ip Singh next came in contact with Queen Victoria who
liked him 50 much that she locked upon him as a son and'intended
to make him English in all save name

13. - Ibid.
14, Lady Login's Recollections,
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In England he lived the life of a country gentleman. He was
extremely fond of hawking, hunting and shooting. Sir John and
Lady Login were with him in England. With them, in December
1856, he went round a tour of France and Italy.’ Because he was
given a distinguished place in society, he had to live up to it.
This necessarily entailed expense and was responsible for a good
deal of trouble later.

Just as the Maharaja came of age he felt more and more
concerned ahbout his mother. She had by now escaped from her
confinement in Benares and was living, a virtual prisoner, in the
court of Nepal. A private letter from Sir John Kaye at the India
Office, informed Login in November 1856 that the Viceroy had
received a letter intercepted by Jung Bahadar, from the Maharaja
to his mother, suggesting that she should come to England. It
was easily proved to be a forgery because Dalip Singh had shown
no desire so far to communicate with her.16 But just at this time,
he had sent a letter to his mother at Khatmandoo through Pandit
Nehmish Goreh. The Pandit did not himself go to see her but
sent the letter through a native banker. The Governor-General
came to know of it and ordered the Pandit to communicate with
the Rani only through the British Resident.

Then Dalip Singh made up his mind to come personally over
to India and see his mother. He reached Calcutta in February
1861 and stayed at ‘Spencer’s Hotel. In a letter to Sir John Login
about this time he says, “My mother has decided she will not
separate from me any more, and, as she is refused permission to
go to the hills, I must give up that intention, and, I suppose, we
shall return to England as soon as I can get passage,”!7

There were however, other matters that hastened his return
to England. Sikh troops returning from the Chinese War made an

15. When Dalip Singh ultimately fell cut with the Government he showed
great dissatisfaction at the arrangements that had been made for his educa-
tion, which, he then considered were very inadequate. He expressed this
to his friends on the continent. C. Bertie Marriot, who had an interview
with him in Paris and later wrote a book, obviously prompted by Dalip
Singh, records very reproachfully “Le Government Anglais refusa d'envoyer
Je jeune Maharajs a lycee au a 1'Universite” Maharaja Dalip Singh
et I'Angleterre, p. 19 footnote.

16. " Recollections of Ledy Login, p. 27.

17. Recollections of Lady Login, p. 200,

-
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enthusiastic demonstration outside the hotel of the son of Ranjit
Singh. The Governor-General, Lord Canning, reguested the
Maharaja to give up his proposed trip up-country and return to
England.

His financial troubles had already started, and on his return
to England there began that quarrel with the British Government
which was to have almost a tragic end.

On account of his finaneial troubles, and feeling that he could
not maintain the position he had won in Society, he contemplated
leaving England to live in India all his life. At another time he
expressed a desire to give up his pension and estate in England
in return for a Jagir in Dehra Dun. On yet another occasion he
thought of sending away his mother to India. By this time
however, he was coming more and more under her influence. The
Government's point of view was very neatly expressed by Sir John
Lawrence. .. .lately a member of the India Council..in a letter
he wrote to Sir John Login in June 1862. “There can be no doubt
whatever that the Maharanee is better out of India than in it.
There she is sure to do mischief; here, I admit, she will be equally
the evil genius of the Maharaja. It is for the Secretary of State
for India to decide which interest is of paramount importance.”

But all the fuss was useless. Before anything could be finally
settled the Rani had departed on her final journey. Here, on the
1st of August, 1863, in the country of the people she had hated all

. her life, died the proud Rani of the Punjab. With her departed

the intrigucs and machinations against the British Government and
the evil influence which she was supposed to be again casting on
the young Prince.

Little did she dream that before undergoing the proper burning
ceremony, her body would lie for six months in an unconsecrated
vault in Kensal Green Cemetery. The next winter, the Maharani's
body was landed at Bombay, and underwent the Hindoo Ceremonial
burning, the ashes being conveyed to the river Narbuddah. The
Maharaja went out personally to India to perform these rites, but
he did not stay there for long.

On his return joulney he was married at Alexandria in Egvpt.
Here, if ever, is it true that ‘the funeral baked meats, did coldly
furnish forth the wedding table.’ The courtship was carried out
and the nuptial-knot tied in-the middle of a funeral voyage. Dalip
Singh had set out from England with the dead body of his mother,

9 .
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He returned a few months later, a married man with a young wife
by his side. :

Indeed the Maharaja had been for sometime in quite a
disturbed state of mind. He was on the look-out for a help-mate
in his anxicties and troubles. The Queen’s project of his alliance
with Princess Gourama of Coorg failed, as he realised she was not
caleulated to make him happy.!® For sometime he had a fancy
for a distant relation of Login. But this thought was discouraged

by the Logins for whom ‘the happiness and comfort of the girl was
of prior consideration,#®

Dalip Singh now decided not to marry a woman of society.
Hence, on his way out to India with his mother’s body, he visited
‘the American Missionary Schoo? at Cairo and asked the
missionaries if they coald provide him with'‘such an article as he
ralled a good Christian wife’2® The girl that he chose was of a
semi-oriental birth. “She is not,” describes Lady Levin “the
wonderful beauty that my son supposed, but she is remarkably
nice looking with very fine eyes and a sweet expression. In that
respect she is hetter looking than Gourumma and a size larger.
She looked simple and quiet, and rather dignified.”20a Sych is the
description of Dalip Singh’s wife, Bamba. “She looks as if she had
a perfect temper, and seems a simple minded girl above marrying

for rank, and her ready submission, if it does not last too long,
will make them happy together.”

The couple lived very happily in England. In July 1866 a
son (Prince Vietor Dalip Singh) was born to them. About two
years later they had another child (Fredrik Dalip Singh). In the

18. He got this impression hecause of the way the young Princess
behaved in a party in Rome where the Msharaja was also present. A sister
of hers later married Jung Bahadur of Nepal. It Dalip Singh had been
married to Princess Gouramma and thus been related to Jung Bahadur these
might have been greater complications about his affairs later. Jung Bahadur
was not very well disposed towards the British. Col, Ramsay, Resident. of
Khatmandoe has expressed an opinion that but for the influence of the
British Resident at his court and his own visit to Fngland where he was
very well received, Jung Bahadur might have joined the mutiny against
the British. With such a strong supporter amongst the princes of India we
may easily expect that Dalip Singh, could have been more troublesome,

18. ‘Sir John Login and Dalip Singh'.

20. ‘Recollections of Lady Login’,
20~z -Ibid, p. 239,
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children could be seen the happy blending of the qualities of their
parents. 'They inherited their love for the medieval from their
mother. The Maharani spent many happy hours with her children
in picture galleries and exhibitions, which enabled them to develop
iheir natural tendencies and inborn luve of the beautiful?! From
their {ather, they inheriled their love for sport. Dalip Singh was
famous in society for his marksmanship and his company in various
shooting parties was eagerly coveted.

At court the young Maharani was given the welcome befitiing
a foreign princess. She did not know English when she came over
but with the aptitude typical to Germans, she soon learnt the
language. She very creditably performed her dutics in society as
the wile of a man who held almost an enviable position. DBalip
Singh was a leading figure in social circles. In the country he
lived like an English nobleman and according to all reports, no
BEnglish nobleman played that role with greater success, whether
he be regarded as landlord, a patron or a host. At court he was
not only received as a Royal prince bul ireated invariably by Her
Majesty with marked attention and consideration. He was a

' personal friend of His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales and of

the rest of the Royal Family while Queen Victoria actually took
the interest of a mother in him. .

In May 1875 ithe Maharaja was elected a member of Carlton
Club, and it was announced that he was going to contest the
borough of Whitby at the ensuing general election. Knowing how
deep seated in the breasts of Indian princes is that traditional pride
which, in many cases, is carried to such an extreme as altogether
to militate against the discharge of some of the most. imperative
duties they owe to their subjects, it was in the highest degree
honourable to the Maharaja that he did not allow any such little-
ness to influence him. He had, obviously, profited by his residence
in England, for it is clear he could not gain dignity, social status,
or any other personal advantage by entering public life in the
sphere which he now chose. His only motive could be a desire to
serve his Country. Though the announcement caused some
surprisc in the political circles, it was very favourably received.
The “Times of India” hailed the news with the highest satisfaction
and wished the Maharaja every success in his contest with the

2]. Princess Bamba in her preface to ‘Portraits in Norfolk Houses

_edited by Edmund Furrer.
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Gladsionian candidate, if there was o be a fight at all. “The
native Indian public” it declared “may well sink the questions of
dignity which are not raised by the prince whom they personally
affect, It should be worth a good deal for the Indian people to
obtain a representative so eminently qualified to give a valuable
and sound opinion on questions aftecting their religion, laws,
feelings and prejudices.’® At the same time it expressed an
opinion that if the English Government approved of His Highness's
desire to take part and assist in the public business of the country,
looking to the circumstances under which he resided in England,
Mr. Gladstone might have moved Her Majesty to confer upon
him an English Peerage. There was, doubtless, no precedent for
such an exercise of the Royal prerogative; but even so, there was
also no precedent for the position of Maharaja Dalip Singh, once
a King of the Punjab, deposed while a minor, for faults committed
by his subjects under a regency which neither hc nor the British
could control—and since, a British subject. The position which
he already held in society could not be rendered more anamolous
by & seat in the House of Peers.

The intention of the Maharaja to contest a seat in-the House
‘of Commons was not encouraged by the Queen. As socon as Dalip
Singh, who would not move a finger against the wishes of the
sovereign, learnt this, he made up his mind. All idea of listening
to solicitations to stand for a Borough was at an end® Never-the-
less it was considered advisable that the report should not be
formally contradicted but that Dalip Singh should withdraw quietly
from holding any conversation at the clubs or elsewhere having
references to any such intention.

Queen Victoria had other intentions about Dalip Singh’s
desire to enter politics. If the Maharaja did wish to take part in
public life' she was strongly of opinion, that a seat in the House
of Lords would be far more suitahle.2

When however, she mentioned this subject to Gladstone, the
laiter though favouring the idea pointed out an ohbstacle. The
original intention of Dalip Singh, in order to get into the House of

22, Times of India’, Bombay, 6th May 1873.

23. Colonel Oliphant attorney of the Maharaja to Major-General Sir
Thomas Biddulph, 12th July 1873,

2. Sir Thomas Biddulph to Colonel Oliphant, dated at Balmc'ml
13th September 1873,
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Commons was to contest the constituency of Whithy., Now, the
(Gladstonian candidate for that constituency was none other than
the Prime Minister's own son. Naturally he feared that a
recommendation on his part for a grant of Peerage to the Maha-
raja ‘might be construed by the opposition inte an unworthy
manoeuvre by him to get rid of his son’s opponent.””® The position
is fairly summarized by Gladstone himself in a private letter to
Sir Thomas Biddulph, dated August 29th, 1873, He writes:—

“The Queen conversed with me sometime ago about the

Maharaja and a Peerage. I expressed in principle a favourable

view ot the proposition to give him a Peerage.

“But I told Her Majesty a rumour had reached me that he
intended to oppose my son at Whitby. )

“I scarcely believed it would be true but 1 pointed out the
difficulty which would arise if it could be said that I had advised
the grant of a Peerage to the®Mabaraja in order to get rid of
opposition at Whithy.

“] am afraid there is here somethmg like a real if only
temporary impediment,

“Since that time I have heard nothing to conﬁrm thegrumour,
but also nothing to disperse it.”2¢

This however, was not such a serious obstacle and Sir Thomas
Biddulph wrote to Colonel Olipbant that if the Maharaja had
entirely abandoned all thought of Whitby, and the question of
standing for it or for any other place was no longer entertained
by him, or by others, (for it would have been nearly as prejudicial
to Mr. Gladstone if the inhabitants of Whitby still expected the
Maharaja to be a candidate as if he had intended himself to be one);
that in that case, of course supposing that a Peerage could be
acceptable to the Maharaja Mr. Gladstone would recommend the
Queen to confer one. “Pray consider this matter well over”, he
added, “and if you think fit, place this letter in the Maharaja’s
hands.”# The proposal actually made to Dalip Singh was not in a
direct form; the Peerage being offered not for the Maharaja him-
self but on behalf of his two sons. How the original proposal was

25. hid,
26. W. E. Gladstone to Sir Thomas Biddulph 29th August 1873.
27. Sir Thomas Biddulph to Col. Oliphant, dated 13th September 1873,
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so modified is obscure. Gladstone's party was defeated at the
polls and Disraeli came to power with Duke of Argyle as
Secretary for India. The Conservatives had been no party to the
correspondence with Dalip Singh concerning a Peerage and were
under no obligation to make any offer. The offer that was made
must have been done at the instance of the Queen herself. The
following letter of Rev. Oshorne Jay describes the matter fully:

“Before I was ordained in 1880, I was acting for a time as
Private Secretary to Lord Grenville at the Foreign Office, and
was asked by the Mgharaja to atlend him at Elvedon at an inter-
view with the Duke of Argyll, the Secretary for India.

“Queen Victoria has always intended to make Dalip Singh
English in all save name. She sent the Duke, therefore, on a
special mission, *

“It was this, to ofler Peerage' for both Princes; a Marquisale
for Victor, and an Earldom (or at least a Viscountey) for Fredie

“His Grace's letter outlining the proposal had been sent to me
beforehand by the Prince, =

“Wﬁen, however, the formal interview tock place in the great
library at Elveden, a noble apartment decorated with gold Indian

shawls upon the walls, the Duke conveyed the Queen’s offer and

the Maharaja immediately declined it.

“I thank Her Majesty’ he said, ‘most heartily and humbly
convey to her my esteem, affection and admiration. Beyond that
1 capmot go. I claim myself to be royal; I am not English, aud
neither 1 nor my children will ever become s0. Such titles—
though kindly offered—we do not need and cannot assume, We

love the English and especially their Monarch, but we must remain
Sikhs.’

“He walked across to a table and opened a drawer. “This
he said drawing out some paper’, is the design for my coat-of-arms,
drawn up by the Prince Consort and initialled by the Queen, 1
use them out of courtesy to Her Majesty, but I will not register
them at the College of Arms, 1 am not English,

“The Duke said to me afterwards he had never seen truer
dignity or more real independence of spirit. I have reason for

MAHARAJA DALIP SINGH AFTER DEPOSITION 89

believing that the Queen, when told of all this, shared his
opinion. 24

This incident looks curious when we realize that the one
ambition of Dalip Singh was to found an English family. But the
matter rests there and we hear no more about it.

What had happened to that dream and that deliberate desire
to be converted into an Englishman? Obviously Dalip Singh
realised the incompatibility of his life with the outlook of the
English. Tt would not be too much o say that his financial position
and the treatment he received at the hands of the Government
ultimately assured him that, neither was there a genuine desire to
agsimilate him nor was it worth while, from his point of view, to
mould his thoughts and wishes to suit the interests of the English
and ferego all his rights and claims, as he was being required to _
do, for the sake of the doubtful privilege of heing considered an
Englishman. In order to understand Dalip Singh’s mind, it is
necessary to have a full account of his relations with the Govern-

ment. For reasons of space, however, we can only give a brief
summary here.

Dalip Singh asserts that he never realised the true nature
of his. relations with the Government till after the death of his
officially appointed guardian, Sir John Login. Lady Login deplores
that after Sir John's death, Dalip Singh fell into bad hands. It
is a fact that Login brought up his pupil in a way that he should
feel contented with the position he was in. Login meant well and
we might applaud his sagacity and forethought if we grant the
maxim that ‘ignorance is bliss’. For Sir John educated the Maha-
raja in the distorted version of official history. He even made
Dalip Singh believe in the lies and fables that had been circulated
in England regarding the alleged illegitimacy of Dalip Singh’s
birth, thus trying to make him look upon his past as something not
altogether to be proud of, and the distinction granted to him in
England as a gracious concession for which he ought to be thank-
ful. After Sir John’s death Dalip Singh read history in a different
light, and gradually awakened to a sense that he had been swindled
out of his kingdom by his guardian, and that he had been

28. Letter of Rev. Oshorne Jay. Quoted in the preface to ‘Portraits in

Norfolk Houses' by the late Prince Frederick Dalip Singh edited by th
Rev. Edmund Furrer, ’ E , v



90 JOURNAL OF INDIAN HISTQRY

compelled to lay his signatures to a very unfair ‘agreement’ while
he was only eleven years old. He might not have grumbled even
then had his rights under what he called ‘the iniquitous Treaty
of Annexation’ been rightly secured to him. But he saw time
after time that the terms of that treaty were violated by the British
Government, who chose to interpret them as best suited their
purpose. He saw that though by treaty only the ‘property of
state’ had been confiscated, his claim to his private ancestral
lands even was not recognised. Even his jewels and other house-
hold effects that were found in the palace at Lahore had been
sold by the British in a number of public auctions—a proceeding
as shabby as it was unjust. It could hardly have crcated a better
impression on the people of the Puniab when they saw the
household articles of their revered Ranjit being sold like the
property of a bankrupt. For Dalip Singh, however, it was a very
unkind cut, since the property so auctioned contained some articles
of intimate nature like miniature portrait of his father or swords
and rifles made specially for the use of himself and his brothers.?®

Those, however, were matters of the past, and Dalip Singh
would have been satisfied had he been offered a slight compensa-
tion for them. More annoying to him was the violation of that
article in the treaty which granted him an annual pension. Under
the Treaty ‘not less than four or more then five' lakhs of rupees
annually were to be set aside for the support of himself and his
gervants, Of course, the Covernment was entitled to apportion
that sum as they pleased, but the Maharaja expected that all
lapses of pensions under this fund would revert to him, This
appears to have been the opinion also of others who signed the
treaty. On the other hand, he was told that the grant was made
for life, not for his life, and as the holder died it would revert to
the Government. Naturally he asked what the phrase ‘not less
than four laks per annum’ meant. The Government also lent him
money, partly at 4 and partlv at 5 ner cent, and encouraged him
to buy landed estate in England which could hasdly bring in 3
per cent. ‘While the payment of inferest thus reduced his annual
stipend. he felt he was paving interest to a Government whom he
really believed to be indebted to him.

29, Vide sale Catalopue of goods, ete, auctioned at Lahore 189,

. Reprinted London 1884, British Mussum,
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Nevertheless, he continued to play his part in the social life
of the country as best as he could. In 1882 he was appointed a
Justice of the Peace in the County of Suffolk, but that was the
last feather «in his cap, and soon after he divested himself of all
these empty honours. His troubles and anxieties grew as his
children were getting older and in 1882 he was reduced more or
less to uiter penuary, as he says, he “was compelled to take out

“a Game Dealer's License and sell live animals and pheasant eggs

in order to add to his income.”¥® The following year he compiled
a statement of his case and circulated it to the Members of
Parliament. But for a few half-bearted questions by some
Members in Parliament, Dalip Singh received no help from that
quarter. Having failed to evoke sympathy in Parliament, Dalip
Singh tried to lay his case before the English public through the
medium of the ‘Times’, but with no better result. Finding his case
in Parliament ignored while his appeal to the public had no effect,
Dalip Singh was convinced that there was no desire in England to
do him justice, He looked back at his social life in England. All
his friends and companions were meant to be companions of fun
and frivolity alone. He had gained their admiration and their
friendship in the days of his glory when he was, next to royalty,
the foremost fgure of Court. His connections in England were
all formed on an imperscnal basis. He was still welcome at
hunting parties because he was a good shot, he was invited to
teas where one talked of the weather, or to spend week-ends where
the beauty of the countryside and its flowers was the topic of
conversation. His troubles and worries were his own affair.

His disappointment was great, as he felt, that, to him even
that impartial justice for which England was famous had not been
granted® He could complain to and put his pleas only before
those people against whom his claim was. He repeatedly proposed,
that, if owing to his peculiar position and the extraordinary
circumstances of his case he was not allowed to seek redress in
the ordinary tribunals of the country, his case might be put before
arbitrators unconnected with the India Office. If these arbitrators
were to decide against him he would at least acquit Her Majesty’s
Government of arbitrary action. He wrote personal letters to the

30. Petition of Maharaja Dalip Singh, Punjab Govt. Records.

31, Maharaja Dalip Singh to Queen Victoria personal letter. Lady Login's
Recollections,
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Queen on this subject. The Queen, however, could only sympathise,
she could not set the grievance right, however much she might
have wanted to. The subject was again referred ‘to the India
Office, who as before, chose to consider the matter closed. There
could be no appeal. It was an ‘Act of State’.

No wonder that after this last supreme effort at reconciliation
had failed, Dalip Singh decided to leave the home of his adoption
and go hack to the home of his birth. In 1883 he sold his jewels
to raise funds for the purpose, and in a visit to Lady Login
announced his intention to go to India and leave ‘England and

her deceitful bureaucrats’ for good. He said he intended to -

resume Indian life and be done with ‘England and her hypocrisies
for ever.' The Government, it seems, did not think Dalip Singh
was serious about this matter. But when he finally made up his
mind in 1836, and his boat was about to sail for Southampton, he
received a visit from Col. Sir Owen Burne on behalf 8f the
Secretary of State for India, and was offered a bribe of £350,000
if he should stay in England. This he declined, saying he would
not accept even £50,000 and give a receipt in full3 The offer,
however, was another manifestation to him of the fact that the
Government was conscious of its weak position in the case. How-
ever, if the Government in England were afraid of public reproach,
the Government of India possesses extraordinary powers of which
Dalip Singh had been warned by the Under-Secretary of State for
India® By virtue of these extraordinary powers, as soon as
Dalip Singh came within the jurisdiction of the Government of
India, he was arrested at Aden by the orders of Lord Dufferin
and refused permission to proceed further,

Opinions will differ as to the Government of India’s attitude
towards Dalip Singh. General feeling at the time seems to have
been that the Government acted more harshly than was necessary.
Commenting on it Col. G. B. Malleson wrote in the “Asiatic
Review” that the Dalip Singh incident would seem to show that
England did not have a very happy way of dealing with personages
who were objects of some political solicitude to them, and who
had taken umbrage at the treatment:they had received. As an

32. Mazharaja Dalip Singh to ‘Times of India’, 1886.
33. Reply to a question of Mr. Hanbury by Mr. Howard, Under-

Secretary of State for India.
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exile in Russia and a pensioner of the Czar, Dalip Singh could
always be brought forward as a living instance of British harshness.
Col. Malleson was of the opinion that nothing could have
enhanced the little political importance possessed by Dalip Singh

" more than the step tsken by the Government in forbidding his
. visit to India after the authorities in England had expressed

indifference as to his journey. If the visit was dangerous, he
argued, the safe plan was to have let the Maharaja continue his
trip, so that the dangers might be revealed and that the author
should take the consequence of his proceedings. If it was not
attached with danger the proper course to pursue was to show
complete indifference to the proceedings of an erratic individual 3
“The Times of India” also opined that the Government was in
error in attaching the importance they did to the effect of Dalip
Singh’s presence on Indian soil®

The arrest of Dalip Singh however proved to be the last straw
on his back. The indignity was more than he could stand. He
threw in the face of the Government the pension he had hitherto
dr:jtwn, forsook Christianity, reembraced the religion of his
childhood, abjured his allegiance and retired to the continent of -

Europe, seeking shelter at French and Russian courts as a political
protege, R

34. Asiatic Review, Volume. V, 1888 .
35. The ‘Times of India’, Bombay, 30th June 1886,
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The last word on Captain Burhes' Mission to Kabul (Septem-
ber 1837—April 1838) has not been said. Before 1851 the public
had hardly any authentic information on his mission and on events
immediately preceding the First Afghan War. The authorities at
London had mutilated Burnes’s dispatches from Kabul for their
own purposes.! They wanted to justify their policy of invading
Afghanistan—an invasion which led to a disaster unparalleled in

the history of the British in India. - To do that they garbled—and'

1 must say that they did it most skilfully—the dispatches of
Burnes in such a way that they contrived to show that Dost
Muhammad and the other Barakzai Sirdars had acted as eager and
determined foes of the British Government. Everything in
Burnes's public letters which put Dost Muhammad’s conduct in a
favourable light or which showed any desire on his part to cultivate
English friendship was suppressed? This was done in order to
justify the later conduct of the British Covernment towards him,

This dishonesty was exposed by Sir John William Kaye who
in 1851 published his History of the War in Afghanistan3 1In this
he gave an account of Burnes's Mission to Kabul, which came to
be regarded as final ahd authoritative. But Kaye had written
it under the stress of strong emotions roused by the shamele_ss_
garbling of the historical dispatches; there was a strong desire In
him to undo the wrong done to the dead man’s memory, to please
and satisfy his aged parents who had been trying for years to
correct the impressions created by the Government’s action. .SO
that in exposing the dishonesty, Kaye, in his generous indignation,

1. Parlismentary Papers, 1839, XL.

2. See Kaye—History of the War in Afghsnistan, Vol I, pp. 202-4.

3. In 1859 long after the exposure an ungerbled edition of Burnes's
letters was published, see Parliamentary Papers, 1859 (2), XXV.

called John Russell Colvin p. 87.
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ttributed a1l sorts of virtues to Dost Muhammad and failed to
oint out the deficienciés of Burnes. ‘

Now that it is possible te take a calmer and more detached
iew of the whole situation I shall try to show that Burnes was
nore responsible for the failure of his mission than either Lord
\uckland or the unfavourable circumstances. Burnes was vain,
mmoral, a bad diplomat, neither judicious nor cautious, in short
10 match to Dost Mubammad in diplomacy#* And Dost Muham-
nad, though by no means as hostile to the British Government as
he garbled dispatches represented him to be, was certainly
letermined to take advantage of the English fears of Russia—
‘ears unduly magnified by Burnes’s ridiculous behaviour at the
irrival of the Russian Agent at Kabul® He, therefore, demanded
‘hat Ranjit Singh should be asked to cede Peshawar before he
would undertake to give up dealings with Persia and Russia, and
illy himself with the British. This demand could not be accepted
by the Indian Government.

I need not spend much time in deseribing the events leading
to the dispatch of Burnes to Kabul on a so-called commercial mission.
The chief motive was the dread of Russian influence in Central
Asia. Persia under Russian influence was marching on Herat,
wanting to recover the provinces which once had belonged to the
empire of Nadir Shah. The British statesman feared for the safety
of India. This fantastic fear—that it was fantastic in 1838 will be
apparent if we study large scale maps—had gripped the English
Foreign Office then in charge of Lord Palmerston. On June 25,
1836, Lord Palmerston wrote a dispatch, the product of his
imaginary fears, which became the foundation of Burnes’s mission
to Kabul® This dispatch pointed out the need of raising “a timely
barrier against the impending encroachments of Russian influence.”
Lord Auckland was to select his own mode of action and he

4. Burnes was a well-known geographer, traveller and explorer, but
was a poor diplomat. The reception in London safter his first visit to Kabul
and Persia in 1832 was of the most flattering character and this had tumed
hig head. _

4;} Read the account of his behaviour in Masson—Journeys, Vol. I,
p. 483,

6. The dispatch may be read in full in Sir Auckland Colvin's book ‘
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selected Burnes and sent him to Kabul, nominally on a commercial
mission, but really to find out the extent of Persian influence in
Kabul’?

When the British Government had at last decided to send a
mission to Kabul, Dost Muhammad was very eager to receive it.
He was eager for British alliance in order to protect himself from
any attack by Persia under Russian influence, to guard himself
against the Sikhs and to recover Peshawar from them. In fact
ever since 1832, when Burnes had made his journey to Persia
through Afghanistan, Dost Muhammad had been eager for British

alliance. But at that time the British Government was not much -

interested in the affairs of Afghanistan, and Dost Muhammad was
informed in general terms of the British Government’s desire to
cultivate a close friendship with the Afghans® The prospects of
a mission from India, a quarter from which he had so far not
received more than a polite letter, aroused great hopes in Dost
Muhammed, -

But before Captain Burnes reached Kabul, the Amir, Dost
Muhammad, had to fight =znother unsuccessful battle for the
recovery of Peshawar from the Sikhs (May 1837). The first
attempt had ‘been made in May 1835, a year after its annexation
by the Sikhs (May 1834). It is necessary to mention these
Afghan-Sikhs Wars over Peshawar, for it was partly on the rock
of the irreconcilable hostility of the Sikh and Afghan that Burnes’s
mission to Kabul foundered. The war of 1837 is specially
important for it was only after this war that Lord Auckland decided
that the British Government must induce the Afghans and the
Sikhs, through Burnes at  Kabul and Wade at Ludhiana, to
negotiate a peace’ honouralle to ‘both the parties. Till then they

"had refused to mediate, and had treated the Afghan-Sikh d:spute
as no concern of theirs.?

That was a proper attitude to take when the British Govern-
ment had desired to avoid all intimate connection with a ruler

7. Kaye—History of the War in Afghanistan, Vel. I, p. 182,
8 See Chapter V of my Mss. called the “The Diplomatic career of
Sir Claude Wade: a study of British relations with the Sikhs and Afghang”,
which will be published shortly Wade was British Agent at Ludhiana from
-1823-1840.
" 9. See Cunningham-—History of the Sikhs, p. 209.
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so remote. But this attitude ought to have been changed when

it itself desired, in its own interests, an intimate alliance with the
ruler of Kabul and was even sending an agent which it had so
far refused to do. The British Government ought to have known
from different letters it had received from Dost Muhammad that
he attached the greatest importance to Peshawar, and that if the
British Government asked for any favours from him, it must in
its turn be willing to tackle the Peshawar question. Burnes
realised what Lord Auckland had not, and in May 1837 he asked
for political instructions.’® But Lord Auckland had yet no idea
of utilising Burnes’s mission further than for privately collecting
information on Persian intrigues in Afghanistan and on the
measures adopted by Russia with the object of extending her
influence in Central Asia.!! And so Burnes continued his journey
to Kabul without any political instructions. The Government of
India’s policy at this time was to treat the Afghan-Sikh dispute as
if it concerned the Sikhs and Afghans only, and to enter into
negotiations with Dost Muhammad independently of the Peshawar
question. But, as far as the Amir was concerned he was not
prepared to discuss any commercial or political matters with the
British Government independently of his dispute with the Sikhs,
the age-long ellies of the English. Lord Auckland ought to have
realised early, which Burnes to his credit had done, that the two

- questions were inseparable, and that if he (Burnes) was authorised

to enter into commercial discussions with Dost - Muhammad he
must at the same time be authorized to discuss the gquestion of
Peshawar and be given explicit instructions on the point.

Lord Auckland decided to invest Burnes with diplomatic
powers only after the battle of Jamrud, the arrival of a Persian
envoy at Kandahar and Dost Muhammad’s receipt of a letter from
Count Simonich, the Russian Agent at Teheran 2 which had made
the situation serious from the British point of view. Before
Auckland’s letter reached Burnes, the latter had reached Kabul
and started political discussions with Dost Muhammad without
any definite political instructions. Burnes was clearly guilty of

10. Masson Papers-633, Mss. Buropean, E. 161, No. 3; Burnes to Colvin,
12th May, 1837, . 26.

11. Parliamentary Papers, 1859 (2), XXV, p. 14 Govt. to Burnes, 15th
May, 1837,

12, Parl. Papers, 1859 (2), XXV, Burnes to Govt. 1st Aug. 1837,
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exceeding his authority, all the more so when, according to his own
letter to Masson,’8 he knew that Lord Auckland had intended to
act only after he had reported from Kabul'* Hence, when we
are dealing with Burnes' mission to Kabul, we should constantly
bear in mind that Burnes was a month in advance of his instruc-
tions. The unfortunate result of this fact was that the Govern-
ment of India’s policy was not put into operation until it was .too
late, and even then only partially. Not having any 'pol.itlc:'al_
instructions, Burnes entered into negotiations Dn_the 1b..El.Eus of his
own ideas, which as [ shall show, were quite dlﬁerE_nt utlo
those accepted by Lord Auckland!® In view of ‘the dlﬁicul;
circumstances, Burnes's ideas were not so sound. Burnes ‘wo .
not wait till instructions arrived from India because be Wabmvam,
ambitious and eager to settle the delicate questions h1ms"elf, and
also because he suffered excessively from Russophobie!’ and
believed that the arrival of letters from Russia had crheatecl 511'21';
a dangerous situation that it was not advisable to Wa‘lt and tha
he should do something at once to counteract Russian influence.

Now let us see what were the views of Burnes and of [‘,ord
Auckland on Afghan politics. Burnes was in favour of consohfiat-
ing the Afghan Empire under Dost Muhammad. He said: “We
should consolidate Afghan power west of the Indus, and have a
King, and not a collection of chiefs. Divide et impe'nlu is a
temporising creed at any time; and if the Afghans are united, we
and they bid defiance to Persia,....”8 He recommended that
Dost Muhammad should be helped to take Kandahar and Herat,
and Peshawar should be promised to him on the death of Ranjit
Singh by a secret treaty.!? ,

13. An English news-writer at Kabul, and a deserter from the army.

14 Masson—Journeys, Vol. III, pp. 443~4; dated 4th Septr. 1837.

15. Lord Auckland's ideas were those of Captain Claude Wade, the
Governor-General's Palitical Agent at Ludhiana, in charge of British
relations with the Punjab and Afghanistan. For political career of Wade
(Sir Claude Wade) the reader is asked to wait for the publication of my
book.

18, Kaye—History of the War in Afghanigtan, Vol. 1, p. 188, note.

. Masson—Journeys, Vol. I, p. 431

ig Parl. Papers, 1859 (2), XXV, 251; Burnes to Govt. 2nd June,.1838.

19, Masgon Papers, 633, Mss. Eur. E. 161, No. 8, Burnes to Colvin, 12th
Masy, 1837. These recommendations being in favour of Dost Muhammad
were omitted from the Blue Book published in 1839 .
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The views that were acceptable to Lord Auckland were quite
contrary to those held by Burnes. They were the views of Captain
Claude Wade, the Political Agent at Ludhiana and in charge of
British relations with the Sikhs and Afghans. Auckland came to
believe with Wade that the disunion of the Afghan chiefs was an
element of security to the British;2® hence his policy was to
maintain the existing nearly even balance of the threé Afghan
powers,®! and not to consolidate Afghanistan under Dost Muham-
mad. He was also eager to remain on good terms with the Sikhs,
and hence was not willing to put any pressure on Ranjit Singh to
surrender Peshawar® He considered it inadvisable to provoke

Ranjit Singh in an attempt to conciliate an inferior power like that
of Dost Muhammad.

Such in brief were the views of Lord Auckland and of Wade
on Afghan politics. These views mean that if Dost Muhammad
insisted on making the cession of Peshawar sine qua non of his
alliance with the British Government, no alliance could be made
with him. And Wade knew that Dost Muhammad, being very
eager to recover Peshawar, would try to take advantage of the
British fears of Russia and make the cession of Peshawar a neces-
sary condition of his alliance. Hence the policy he recommended

-for adoption was as follows. The British Government should

promise Dost Muhammad security in his existing dominions and
offer him its good offices for the establishment of peace with
Ranjit Singh. But—and this was a very important point with
Wade—the exercise of British mediation with the Sikhs was to
depend entirely upon his relinquishing all intercourse with Russia
and Persia. To prevent the Amir from taking advantage of the
expected arrival of the Persian and Russian envoys, Wade
suggested that Burnes should be instructed not to enter into any
negotiations with him till he had first given up all connection with
Russia and Persia. And if Dost Muhammad made any attempt to
play off one power against the others, Burnes should bring him
to a just sense of his situation by placing his dangers before him

t

20. Kaye—Op. cit. Vol. I, pp. 305-7. In those days British feared the
Afghans; Zaman Shah's invasions were still fresh in mind,

21. British Museum, Additional Mss, 37891, {, 13, verso, Auckland to
McNeill, 10th June, 1837.

_ 33:2. Secret leiters from India and Bengal, Vol. 23, p. 335, 21st February,
1838, .
4
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in a true light and making little of the British fears of Russia.
He should be informed that, if he persisted in seeking the Persian
alliance, the Sikhs and Shah Shuja would be Iree to march on
Kabul.# ‘

This policy was accepted by Lord Auckland as is sbown_from
his dispatch of 11th September, 18372 to Burnes. This policy, 1
think, would have very likely brought Burnes’ mission to a success-
ful issue, for Dost Muhammad was exiremely anxious to receive
the British Mission, as is shown by Jabbar Khan's suggestion to
Masson.® It is equally clear that he feared the Sikhs and Shah
Shuja, especially if they were to have the open support‘of tl}e
British Government in their attack on Afghanistan. Even his main
reason for overtures to Persia and Russia was only to intimidate
the English into the surrender of Peshawar. He knew that no
power could avail him except the English, and hence he never
believed that Russia or Persia could help him to recover Peshawar,
which was his great ambition to possess. 1f Burnes had refused
to talk on any topic and had threatened to leave Kabull, un!e:j,s a
guarantee was forthcoming from Dost Muhammad of his willing-
ness to have nothing to do with Persia and Russia; or had he
threatened him (Amir) with helping the Sikhs and Shah Shuja
in an invasion of Kaul, in case he persisted in playing ofl England
against Russia, British mission would have been in a much stronger
position at Kabul. Since it was not possible  to Puf'chase .Dost
‘Muhammad’s alliance by concession and concihatmnl without
alienating Ranjit Singh it was necessary to intimidate him.

This method of intimidating Dost Muhammad into -identifying
his policy with the British Government was not _car‘ned ou?; by
Burnes; firstly, because he was in advance _of ‘his instructions;
secondly, because he suffered from Russophobia and allowe‘d Dost
Muhammad to take advantage of the British fears of Russia, and
lastly, because he was an incompetent diplomat.

The Governmentof India’s dispatch of 11th September, 1837,
which invested Burnes with diplomatic powers and which gave

i ' i,
23, India Political Consultations, 11th September, 1837, 40; Wade to GO

25th August, 1837 ) oo 289
24. Parl. Papers, 1859 (2), XXV, pp. 28-3.
25. Masson—Journeys, Vol. 3, p. 425-6; The Nawab Jabbar Khan told

Masson that the best way to bring the Amir to the necessity of being 8
suppliant was to delay Bumes's arrival at Kabul.
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him instructions as to the policy he was to adopt, did not reach
him till 21st October. But long before that Burnes, who had
reached Kabul on,20th September, had started political discussions
with Dost Muhammad on the basis of his own ideas. Thus the
Government's policy of not negotiating with the Amir till he had
given a formal pledge of relinquishing all connections with Persia
and Russia could not, at all, receive effect. Then, instead of
playing upon the fears of Dost Muhammad, and keeping him in
his proper place by hinting that, if he persisted in his intrigues
with the enemies of Britain, the Sikhs would be free to march
on Kabul, Burnes allowed the astute Dost Muhammad to act upon
the English fears of Russia. This is clearly shown by his own
dispatch of 5th October, 1837.26

Burnes, suffering from Russophobia, was easily ‘sutmanoeuvred,
and informed the Amir—though he had no business to do so and
no grounds for his belief—that Ranjit Singh intended to make
some change in the manapement of Peshawar and might be induced
to restore it to Sultan Muhammad Khan?' Now this belief of
Burnes that Ranjit Singh intended to give up Peshawar was just
his impression, his fancy, which had no foundation in fact. As
early as 3rd June, 1837, Wade had informed Burnes that though
it would be very advisable for Ranjit Singh to give up Peshawar
to Sultan Muhammad Khan such an event was not of probable
cceurrence.? Wade knew that the Singh sirdars were strongly oppos-
ed to a step which could be ascribed to a fear of the Afghans. But
Burnes was neither willing to accept the opinions of Wade nor use
the information which the latter supplied him concerning the Sikh
Government, though Wade knew the Sikh court more intimatelly
than Burnes. There * was considerable ill-feeling and jealousy
between the two. There is now no doubt that Wade was right,
that Ranjit Singh never intended to give up Peshawar. The
principle of holding fast whatever he had once obtained was
strongly implanted in him; he knew that the occupation of Pesha-
war was a drain on his finances, but he did not cling to it the less
tenaciously. He would not have given it up except under threat

26. Parl. Papers, 1859 (2), XXV, pp. 30-4,

21, Idem, Burnes to Govt. 5th Oectr. 1837, p. 32. Sultan Mubammad was

Dost Muhammad's half-brother and it wa . .
s from him th ;
captured Peshawar. o at Ranllt Sll’lgh had

28. Indla Political Consultations, 26th June, 1837, No. 45.
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of war from the English, who were not so foolish as to risk war
with the disciplined Sikh army in order that Dost Muhammad
might have Peshawar. And yet Burnes said that the Maharaja was
thinking of relaxing his hold on Peshawar.

When Burnes said that the Maharaja intended to make some
change in the arrangements for the control of Peshawar, Dost
Muhammad seized the opportunity and proposed to hold the city
himself tributary to Lahore, even agreeing to send his son to ask
the Maharaja's forgiveness2® Burnes not only agreed to forward
the proposition to the Governor-General, but, according to Masson,
even encouraged the Amir to hope that his terms for holding
Peshawar would be accepted by the British Government3 There
is no doubt that Burnes thought Dost Muhammad's terms very

reasonahle, moderate, even humiliating to himself, and approved:

of them.3 But he did not for a moment consider how the proposals
which he had agreed to forward would affect Ranjit Singh's
interests, and, whether it was necessary to ascertain his wishes
before giving any false hopes to the Amir. Throughout his
negotiations at Kabul one factor is apparent that Burnes totally
failed to talke the Sikh power into consideration. He never fully
considered how his proposals to conciliate Dost Muhammad would
affect the British alliance with Ranjit Singh., He failed to
comprehend the situation as a whole and only concerned himself
with one side of the problem, viz., how somehow or the other, to
conciliate Dost Muhammad and secure his alliance against Rusgia
and Persia. Left to himself he would no doubt, as Kave thinks 3
have conciliated Dost Muhammad, but at the cost of alienating
or fighting Ranjit Singh. He considered it a great honour for
Ranjit Singh to have Dost Muhammad as his tributary as it is
apparent from his statement: “there was surely nothing in them
(the proposals of the Amir to hold Peshawar) contrary to the
dignity of His Highness; an independent chief -offers to pay
allegiance and regular tribute and to send a son to sue for
forgiveness.”® But Burnes failed to realise that, though it might

29. Parl, Papers, 1859 (2), XXV Burnes to Govt. 5th October, 1837, p. 33.
30. Masson—Journeys, Vol. 3, p. 456 and 459.
3. See Burnes's letter of 30th October, 1837, to a private friend—Kaye
op. eit. Vol. I, p. 185-8.
. 32 History of the war in Afghanistan, Vol. I, p. 312

33. Perl. Papers, 1859 (2), XXV, p. 81; Burnes to Govt. 27th December,
1837. : : '
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not be contrary to the dignity of the Maharaja te have Dost
Muhemmad as his tributary (but only for Peshawar), it was not
in his interest to increase the Afghan power on his frontier
specially when he ruled over a large number of Muslims and had

possessed himself of provinces which once had belonged to the
Afghans.

-

Burnes's correspondence had to pass through Wade's office,
and Wade took this opportunity to express his opinion freely on
Burnes's proposals. He refused to communicate Dost Muham-
mad’s terms to Ranjit Singh. Fistly, because he believed that
Ranjit Singh would not be willing to give Peshawar to one whose
power “he will be less able to control than he is at present, from
the additional strength which the Amir seeks to acquire.”s
Secondly, because Burnes, at the time of transmission of Dost
Muhammad’s propositions, was not possessed of Government’s
instructions of 11th September, 1837, which declared the
reliquishment by Dost Muhammad of all alliance with the powers
west of the Indus as the indispensable preliminary condition of the
British adjustment of his quarrel with the Sikhs. The third reason
was that the giving of Peshawar to Dost Muhammad would not
have been compatible with the accepted policy of preserving the
existing division and balance of authority in Afghanistan, Any
inerease in Dost Muhammad’s power, which would be the result
of acquiring Peshawar, . would at once induce him to take
Kandahar and Herat. The execution of such a design would make
Afghanisten too powerful for British comfort. The British had
not forgotten the threatened invasions of India by Zaman Shah,

forty years before, which had then filled them with anxiety and
alarm, '

The Government of India agreed with Wade that Ranijit Singh
would not be willing to surrender Peshawar on the terms proposed
by the Amir; it approved of his resolution not to enter into any
negotiations until assured that Dost Muhammad had relinquished
all connection with Persia3 And Burnes who was ever
keen on consolidating Dost Muhammad’s power, was reminded
[Governor-General's letter, 2nd December, 1837] that the un-

84, India Political Consultation, 27th December. 1837, 9; Wade to Govt.,
7th November, 1837.

35. Ind. Pol. Cons. 27th December, 1837, 15, Govt. to Wade, 25th Novem=
ber, 1837, A copy of this letter was sent to Burnes,
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doubted policy of the British Government was to preserve
unimpaired the existing balance of power in Afghanistan and to
refrain from being a party to an arrangement which would give
to any one chief an undue preponderance.® Dost Muhammad
should give up his ambition to recover Peshawar, and in the
precarious position in which he was placed, he should gratefully
accept British good offices for the peace and security of his
remaining territory.37

But Dost Muhammad had different opinions of his position
and power; he believed his alliance was of such great importance
. to the British Government in order to ward off Russian menace
that he could put his own price upon it. He felt his opinion to be
more justified when in Degember, 1837, & Russian Apgent, named
Vitkevich, reached Kabul with a letter from the Czar. His arrival
completely overpowered Burnes, who abandoned himself to
despair. Masscn, who was with him, says that the English envoy
“bound his head with wet towels and handkerchiefs, and tock to
smelling bottles,” and remarks that it was humiliating to witness

such an exhibition, and the ridicule to which it gave rise3® There -

might be some exaggeration in this statement, but that Burnes
was greatly alarmed is true as is shown by the tone of hig letter
of 23rd December, written immediately after the arrival of the
Russian Agent. Such disconcertion must have increased Dost
Muhammad’s determination to profit by English fears and obtain
his own terms. In his letter of 23rd December, Burnes pressed on
his Government the necessity of an immediate adjustment of the
Peshawar dispute with the Sikhs. He believed that it would not
be asking too much of Ranjit Singh to act with promptitude in
the adjustment of a matter which, “while it hangs over, brings
intrigues to our door, and if not checked may shortly bring enemies
instead of messengers.”® Burnes at the same time recommended

help to Dost Muhammad for the defence of his territory and the -

consolidation and extension of his power4®

36. Parl. Papers, 1859 {2), XXV, Govt. of Burnes, 2nd December, 1337,
37. Idem: also Govt. to Burnes, 27th December, 1837, p. 98.

38. Masson--Jorrneys, Vol. 3, p. 463.

39. Parl. Papers, 1859 (2), XXV; Burnes to Govi. 23rd December, 1837,

" 40, Idem.’

1838
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Lord Auckland was not frightened by Russia and did not
believe that it could do much harm to the Indian Empire#! and
therefore he was not to be {rightened into making doubtful
concessions. Wade advised him not to help Dost Muhammad
which might not only rouse the jealousy of the Sikhs but also
enable the Amir to overthrow his neighbours. The British
Government must not be a party to a change in the political condi-
tion of the ruler of Kabul, “which while it tend to increase his
power would diminish our means of restraining him.# Lord
Auckland followed Wade's advice and informed Burnes that there
was no need to consolidate Dost Muhammad’s power as. the existing
division of power was decidedly the most beneficial for British
interests. At the same time, the Amir was informed that he

‘should make overtures of peace to Ranjit Singh without insisting

on the recovery of Peshawar, for the British Government was not
prepared to press Ranjit Singh to give it up. The British Govern-
ment in endeavouring to induce the Maharaja to refrain from
prosecuting further hostilities against the Kabul territories, had
made the utmost demand “which our interest and long-established
friendship admit, upon the consideration which that powerful chief
is willing to show to our wishes. "3

While the above letter was on its way to Kabul, Burnes had
received Lord Auckland’s letter of 2nd December, 1837, in the
third week of January, According to the instructions given in that
letter Burnes advised the Amir to waive his claims to Peshawar
and be content with whatever arrangement Ranjit Singh might
make with Sultan Muhammad Khan. The Amir replied ihat it
would be less injurious to him to leave Peshawar directly under
hands of the Sikhs than in the hands of his half-brother# who
was.his enemy and was trying to arrange a combination with Shah
Shuja and the Kandahar chiefs against him. Dost Muhammad’s
brother, Jabbar Khan, then proposed a compromise, suggesting

41. Cambridge History of India, Vol. V, p. 483. This belief was also
due to Wade's influence—See Wade's letter of 3rd June, 1837, to Burnes:
Ind, Pel. Cons. 26th June, 1837, 45, also Parl. Papers, 1859 (2}, XXV, p. 199,
Wade to Govt., 21st March, 1838.

42. Ind. Pol. Cons. 14th February, 1838, 56; Wade to Govt.,, 13th January,

43. Parl. Papers, 1859 (2), XXV; Govt. to Burnes, 20th January, 1838,
p. 113,

44, Idem; Burnes to Govt, 26th January, 1839, p. 121,
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that Peshawar be delivered conjointly to the Amir and Sultan
Muhammad. 'The Amir observed that such an arrangement would
remove his fears.® It is not easy to discern the force of Dost
Muhammad’s argument that he was in less danger from the
Maharaja than Sultan Muhammad. Why should the security
which he had enjoyed from 1824 to 1833, when Peshawar was in
the hands of Sultan Muhammad Khan (and it might be pointed
out that the enmity between the brothers was not of rg‘cent date,
but went back to 1823) be diminished by the retrocession of the
same place to the same party; and the more so if Pesha\.va.r was
restored to Sultan Muhammad on condition of his remaining at
peace with Dost Muhammad? If Dost Muhammad had desu‘.ed
only security from his half-brother and the Sikhs, that security
was assured him in his remaining possessions in return for
identifying his policy with that of the British Government, and
relinquishing all connection with the powers to the westward.
But Dost Muhammad did not want security dependent on the
guarantee of a third power; he wanted to provide for his security
by consolidating his dominions and for that some control over
Peshawar, he believed, was necessary.

But the British policy, as 1 have explained, was neither to
let Dost Muhammad consolidate his dominions, nor to put any
pressure on Ranjit Singh to give up Peshawar, Lord Auckland
having only a year ago checked Ranjit Singh’s progress in the
direction of Sind. Such being the case no attempt was made to
settle the Peshawar question on the basis of the new proposal
made by Jabbar Khan. 4 Lord Auckland informed Burnes that
the British Government did not intend 1o press any scheme for
the relinquishment of Peshawar on Ranjit Singh; that must
depend upon the pleasure of the Maharaja whose right to that
place could not be questioned#” Dost Muhammad was asked to
rest satisfied with an arrangement which would leave him in the
enjoyment of his existing possessions “under the assurance of the
continued exercise of our good offices for his security from further
attack, the Sikh remaining, as at present, in the immediate

45. Idem; Burnes to Govt., 26th January, 1838, p. 123, .

48. Kaye was doubfful whether any attempt was made to 02:‘11"3 ab°':“t
a settlement of the Peshawar question on the basis of this proposal—op. cit.
Vol. I, p. 201, note. .

47. Parl. Papers, 185¢ (2), XXV, Govt. to Burnes, 7th March, 1835,
p. 174
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occupation and management of the Peshawar territory’*® If he
insisted on having some share in the management of Peshawar,
without which no amicable understanding would be acceptable to
him, no settlement could be made and Burnes might leave Kabul.

However, before this letter of Tth March, 1838, reached Kabul,
Burnes had put an end to his negotiations with the Amir and had
decided to leave the Afghan capital. On 2lst February, he had
received the Governor-General’s letter of 20th January which
said that Peshawar must be left to the Sikh. No adjustment was
possible when the British Government called upon the Amir to
give up all connections with Persia and Russia and promised in
return only security from further Sikh - aggressions. The Amir
considered that the British Government was offering too little in
return for too much; he must at least have Peshawar.

Burnes left Kabul on 26th April, 1838.% Even before his
departure Vitkevich, the Russian Agent, was publicly sent for and
paraded through the streets of Kabul. Dost Muhammad had
decided to throw himself into the arms of Russia and Persia.
There is no doubt, as Kaye was at great pains to prove, that till
21st February, 1838, the Russian mission made little progress at
Kabul3® Dost Muhammad would have preferred the English
alliance to any Russian or Persian alliance, for he wanted to
recover Peshawar and knew that only the English could help him.
.But if Peshawar was not to be given to him he did not want the
English friendship either.3 And I have conclusively proved that
Peshawar could not have been promised to him. :

If Dost Muhammad could not be conciliated by the promise
of Peshawar, in what other way could he have been induced to

48. Parl. Papers, 1859 (2), XXV, Govt. to Burnes, 7th March, 1838,
p. 174, :

49. He stayed in Kabul for extra month and a half after the termination
of negotiations because he was waiting for the return from Kunduz of Dr.
Lord and Lieut. Waod,

50. See Kaye—op. cit. Vol. I, Pp. 195-9 and 204, .

51. That does not mean that Dost Muhammad had any “avowed schemes
of aggrandizement and ambition, injurious to the security and peace of the
frontiers of India”, as Auckland unjustly charged him with in his Simla
Manifesto of 1st October, 1838, (see Kaye—op. cit. Vol. I, p. 369-74) which
was issued in order to justify the extreme and unnecessary step of invading
Afghenistan. He only wanted Peshawar which was & natural object of his

ambition, but which the English could not give him,
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identify his policy with that of the British Government? The
only other way was to intimidate him into being an ally of the
English, without insisting on the recovery of Peshawar and
remaining satisfied with the promise of the British to check further
Sikh aggressions. That was Auckland’s and Wade’s policy, but
Burnes failed to carry it out. He entered into political discus-

sions with Dost Muhammad without waiting for political instrue-

tions. Then by his lack of diplomatic reserve he laid cpen to the
Amir British fears of Russia and Persia and the importance
attached to the establishment of the British influence at Kablfl-
Such a diplomacy led Dost Muhammad to believe that it was in
his power, by coquetting with the Russian Agent, to intimidate the
English into assisting him to recover Peshawar, He committed
an error and by allying himself with Russia and Persia took that
fatal step against which Wade had warned him as early as 183?.
Wade had written to Masson: “if they (Afghans) reflect on their
relative situation to the British Government, they must see that
such a step (of seeking the support of a rival power) might prove
more destructive of their independence than any which they
-could possibly take.” And it nearly proved fatal to Dost
Muhammad. .

If Dost Muhammad failed to achieve his object the British
also failed, and their failure was more tragic as it led to a bloody
and costly war which ended in the most terrible disaster that ever

happened to the Company’s arms in India. They failed to threaten -

Dost Mubhammad into submission and to bring him to make &
proper estimate of his situation both as regards the Sikhs and the
British Government.

Before I end this article I must say one thing more. If Lord
Auckland's silent acquiescence in the garbling of Burnes's
dispatches, submitted to Parliament, was dishonest, Kaye’s
account of Burnes's mission is unfair to Lord Auckland. Kaye
seems to lay the whole blame on Lord Auckland and his advisors
for the failure of the mission.®® He accuses Lord Auckland of
offering Dost Muhammad nothing substantial; but he ought to
have realised that Peshawar, which the Amir wanted, was not his
to give, Lord Auckland was in a very difficult position and when

52. Masson—Journeys in Afghanistan, Vol. III, p. 33?2
53. Kaye—op. cit. pp, 208-12.
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he had chosen an incompetent diplomat like Burnes to conduct
negotiations he was bound to fail™ and we are not astonished
that he did, Lord Auckland is no doubt also to be blamed for
the failure of the mission. He failed to realise early that there
was an inseparable connection between the Afghan-Sikh dispute,
and, the British Government’s anxiety to establish an inflence in
Afghanistan. He ought to have realised this connection before

" Burnes had left for Kabul or even while he was at some distance

from his destination and should have given him definite instruc-
tion as to how he was to settle the Afghan-Sikh dispute. Failure
to do so led to the conduct of the mission on ideas quite different

.o those held by the Government of India.



Citerior India of Rufinus, Circa 400 A.D.
By

T. K. JoserH, BA, L.T,
Trivandrum

1. Is Citerior Itdia Bombay-Gujarat?

In his article entitled ‘The Apostles of Kalyana’, appearing in
the current number of J. I. H. (Aug. & Dec., 1943), Rev. Fr. A. C.
Perumilil, 8.J., of.Travancore, says (on pp. 74-T5) that “Citerlor
India™ allotted to St. Bartholomew of the first century A.D. in the
Ecclesiastical History of Rufinus (345-410 AD.) is neither
Eastern Ethiopia (or the Somali Coast) nor Arabia Felix, but the
Bombay-Gujarat region of India proper.

1. Citerior India probably Arabig Felix

But Rufinus’s statements about St. Bartholomew and St
Frumentius (the historian’s contemporary) considered in the light
of the history of the Axumite {Ethiopian) Kingdom and Arabia in
the days of Rufinus and Frumentius (4th-5th cent. AD.), have led
me to the conclusion that Rufinus’s Citerior India is Arabia Felix
(South Arabia). It may be pointed out that Fr. Perumalil has
ignored the history of the above two regions.

III. Extracts from Rufinus

For convenience of reference relevant extracts from Rufinus's
contemporary account are given below (from Book I, Ch. 9).
Vide also page 740f Fr. Perumalil’s article.

“Parthia fell to Thomas; to Matthew fell Ethiopia; and the
Citerior India adherent to it iz said to have fallen to Bartholomew.
Placed between this and Parthia, but far to the interior, lies
Ulterior India.”

“A certain Meropius, too, a philosopher of Tyre, desired to go
to (Ulterior) India, taking with him two boys” (Frumentius and
Edesius).
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“While the philosopher (and the boys) began to return (fFom
Ulterior India)...... the ship in which he was sailing put in at.
a certain port.” .

By ‘“the barbarians in thase parts” “the boys......were
brought to the King.”

Years elapsed, and “Frumentius, while holding the Government
of the country...... displayed the greatest interest to sow thefe
the seeds of the Christian faith.”

Then “they returned fo our shores. Edesius hastened to Tyre

to see his parents and relatives; but Frumentius went to
Alexandria.”

There “Athanasius ordained him,” and “bade him return
whence he had come.”

.

“On Frumentius’ return to India as bishop. . .-an innumerable
number of barbarians were converted to the faith.”

“We know these things as they are done, not from popular
rumour, but from the lips of Edesius himself afterwards a priest
of Tyre, who had formerly been the companion of Frumentius.”
(The portions in brackets are mine).

According to Murray’s Dictionary of Christian Bmgraphy,
1911, Rufinus the historian met the priest Edesius at Tyre.
IV. Latin Adhaerens=Greek sundémmené

Rufinus seems to be the only known ancient writer who has

.used the terms Citerior India and Ulterior India. He says, as

shown above, that Citerior India is “adherent to” (“adhaerens”)

Ethiopia: “Ethiopia, eique adhaerens Citerior India Bartholomaeo
dicitur sorte decreta.”

A
1. Whdt did Rufinus mean hy “adhaerens:’? Fr. Perumalil
says (on p. 74) that the author must have used the word in the
sense of ‘extending towards, and that the meanings ‘clinging to'
and ‘near’ “do not explain the text of Rufinus” On p. 75 Fr.

Perumalil gives ‘projecting much in the direction of’ as.a paraphrase
of ‘extending towards.

2. Could Fr. Perumalil pleasé quote other instances from
Rufinus, in which the author has used adhaerens and other words



112 JOURNAL OF INDIAN HISTORY

from the same root in the sense of extending towards, or projeciing
much in the direction of?

B

1. Tt has to be noted that none of the five Latin dictionaries
consulted by me and four of my friends, give extending towards
as one of the meanings of adhaerens. For instance, Ainsworth’s
Latin-English  Dictionary  (London, 1845) gives adhaereo,
adhaerere the meanings “to stick to, to adhere, or keep close to,”
and John T. White’s Latin-English Dictionary (1926) gives *to
stick, or cleave to, to hang to, to cling to, embrace closely.”
Cassell’s Dictionary has “to hang to, stick to, cleave to, adhere; to
border on, to be near; to keep close to a person, to be always at
the side of.” The recent Clarendon Press Dictionary agrees,

2. If there is any dictionary, ancient or modern, that gives

‘exf::l&nding towards’ as one of the meanings of adhaerens, let that be
cited. '

c

1. Ext'racts from some Latin authors of the first four centuries
are given bhelow: —

(a) “Vineis modica silva adhaerebat” (=a Jittle forest was

adherent to the vineyards).—C. Tacitus, Ist cent. to
134 AD)

(b) “Humerum adha‘erét" (=put something to the
shoulder}).—Tertullian, 160-245 A.D.

(¢) “Adhaereat lingua mea gutteri meo” (=let my tongue
cleave to my palate) —St. Jerome, 342—420 AD.

- 2. If there are Latin authors of the first four centuries, who
have, on the other hand, used adhaereo in the sense of to extend
towards, they had better be cited.
»

D
1. The church historian Socrates (5th cent.) who, about a-
hundred years after Rufinus, reproduced in Greek the latter's
La\‘:in text, translates adhaerens by the Greek word sunémmena
which means abiding in, abiding near, standing near, cleaving to,
and not extending towards as Fr. Perumnilil translates adhaerem;
fifteen centuries after Rufinus,
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5 A Latin translation of Socrates renders the sentence
containing' sunémmené thus: —"India quae Aethiopiae confinis est,”
i.e., “the India which is bordering on Ethiopia,” and not extending
towards Ethiopia.

V. .Axumite and Arabian History

Rejecting the meaning ‘extending towards’, we find South
Arabia as the land geographically ‘near’ Ethiopia, and (though
separated by the narrow Red Sea) politically “adherent to” Ethiopia
in the days of Rufinus, Edesius, and Frumentius, up to abouf
378 AD. . ' '

“To the Axumite King Aeizanes”, says Encyclopedia Britan-
nica, 14th edition, s.v, ‘Axumite Kingdom’, “the emperor Constantius
addressed a letter in A, 356”. (This letter, we know, demanded .
that Frumentius the Bishop of Axum be sent to that Roman
emperor). The Encyclopedia continues: ‘“Aeizanes and his
successors style themselves”’ (as seen from ingeriptions) “Kings
of the Axumites, Homerites, Raidan, the Ethiopians, the Sabaeans,
Silee, Tiamo, the Bugaites, and Kasu. This style implies con-
siderable conquests in South Arabia, which, however, must have

" been lost to the Axumites by A.D. 378",

The article on Arabia in the same work says: “The Abys-
sinians who had migrated from Arabia to the opposite coast of
Africa began to flow back to the south of Arabia, and in the fourth
century they became strong enough to overiurn the Himyarite
kings and establish a dynasty of their own”.

As Frumentius was for several years Bishop of Axum in
Ethiopia he must have been aware of the above fact, viz., that
in his days South Arabia formed part of the Axumite kingdom.
His younger brother Edesius too who had lived in Axum with
Frumentius, must have known that fact and told Rufinus about
it while narrating (in Tyre) his and his brother's adventures and
work in those regions. Hence we find Rufinus using the word
adhaerens in his reproduction of Edesius’s oral account, and not
the Latin word or words for “extending towards”, or “projecting
much in the direction of”.

»

V1. Was Arabia called India?

From the above discussion in the light of history it can be
inferred that South Arabia (Arabia Felix) was Rufinus’s Citerior
India. His Ulterior India will then be the rest of Arabia (to the



114 JuunnAL OF INDIAN HISTORY

west of Parthia so called). But Fr. Perumalil is of the opinion
that “the India of the early Greeks and Romans....is the one and
only India which is bounded on the West by the River Indus,
on the North by the Himalayas, en the East by the mouth of the
Ganges, and on the remaining side by the Indian Ocean”.

In the Bibliography appended to his article on “The India of-

the Early Greeks and Romans’ in JBORS, 1942, Part IV, Fr.

Perumalil says, against No. 44, that Rufinus has used “India”

4 times in his history. This number (4) is not correct. For we
find India used as many as 6 (six) times even in his short account
of Frumentius (from which exiracts were given in section II,
cmte), thus: —

1 Citerior India adherent to. 4, togoto hdu
2. into Ulterior India. 5. return to India. _
3. lies Ulterior India. 6. the parts of India.

In none of these six instances does Rufinus give any clear
* indication that by India he meant our India—“the India of the
Brahmins”, On the contrary it may be inferred, as shown already,
~ that the Citerior and Ulterior Indias mentioned by him are two
parts of Arabia,

VIL. Who called Arabia India ?

Did Rufinus himself call those two parts of Arabia Citerior
India and Ulterior India? We cannot say for certain, Perhaps
Edesius the Phoenician referred to those two parts under the
names Citerior India and Ulterior India in giving Rufinus his vive
voce account of himself and Frumentius, and Rufinus merely
recorded Edesius’s terms Citerior and Ulterior India. We have yet
to study ancient Phoenician and other non-Latin and non-Greek
records to find other instances of the use of the terms Citerior
India and Ulterior India for parts of Arabia.

VII. The Two Brothers’ Journeys

According to the above interpretation of Rufinus's (or
Edesius’s) Citerior India and Ulterior India, the itenerary of
Frumentius and Fdesius will be briefly as follows: —

1. They started from Tyre in Phoenicia,

2. Reached some part of Arabia (let us call it ‘Ulterior
Arabie’) north of Arabia Felix (South Arabia) and scjourned
there for some time.
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3. From the sea coast of Ulterior Arabia they boarded a ship
to return to Tyre by way of the Red Sea.

4. “While they began to return”, i.e. after a few hours, the
ship put in at a certain port in Ulterior Arabia itself to take in
water.

5. The two brothers were captured at that port, and taken
by ship across the Red Sea to the king of Ethiopia and some parts
of Arabia, residing in Axum the capital.

6. 'The brothers lived in Axum and sowed “the first seeds of
faith” in Ulterior Arsbif (and Ethiopia) and then returned home.

7. Frumentius stopped short at Alexandria, and returned to
Axum as Bishop, and continued “sowing the seeds of faith”, but
was later on replaced by another Bishop -sent by the Roman
emperor Constantius, (See section V, para 2).

B. [Edesius went straight to Tyre, where the historian Rufinus
met him and obtained “from the lips of Edesius himself” an account
of his and his brother’s journeys to Ulterior Arabia and Ethiopia,
and of the work of sowing the first seeds of faith in .Ulterior
Arabia, ie., the portion of Arabia north of Arabia Felix (S.

Arabia). :



Origin of Sikh Militarism
By
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According to Sikh tradition, Guru Hargobind’s birth was due
to the kindly intercession of Bhai Budha, an old Sikh of Guru
Nanak's time. Entertained by Guru Arjan’s wife, Bhai Budha
said, “As thou hast given me food to my heart’s content, so shalt

thou have a son to thy heart’s content. He shall be very handsome

and brave, possess spiritual and temporal power, become ii mighty
hunter, ride on royal steeds, wear two swords, be puissant in battle,
and trample on the Mughals".! Probably this prophecy about the
character and achievements of Hargobind had been put into the
mouth of Bhai Budha by a later chronicler? It is almest certain
that a Guru engaged in hunting and fighting was not likely to
capture the imagination of a saintly Sikh steeped in Guru Nanak’s
tradition. Indeed, we are told that, when Bhai Budha saw young
Hargobind in military dress, he mildly remonstrated with him.
The Guru replied, “....it is in fulfilment of thy blessing I wear
two swords as emblems of spiritual and temporal authority. In
the Guru's house religion and worldly enjoyment shall be
combined—the cauldron to supply the poor and needy and the
scimitar to smite oppressors”3 Another anecdote recorded by
Macauliffe shows that this ideal of combining religion and worldly
enjoyment did not appeal to many Sikhs younger and less
religious-minded than Bhai Budha. After Hargobind’s accession
some masands? represented to the Guru’s mother: “....The Guru
girdeth on his arms, but for faqirs to lord it over men is a course
that involveth peril, 'The preceding five Gurus never handled

Macauliffe, Vol. III, pp. 29-36.

Banerjee, Evolution of the Khalse, Vol. I, p. 200

Macauliffe, Vol. IV, p. 4.

. According to Sikh tradition, the masands had become very corrupt
and dishonest, and they now trembled for their misdeeds. We need not
presume, however, that their dread of a contest with the Mughals was due
to their fear of punishment for corruption.

PR
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arms. If Jahangir hear of our Guru's doings he will be angry;
and where shall we hide ourselves”? Although the Guru’s mother
reminded the masands of Bhai Budha's prophecy and showed a
courageous face, she addressed her son as follows: “My son, we
have no treasure, no state revenue, no landed property, no army.
If thou walk in the way of thy father and grand-father, thou shalt
be happy”. The Guru replied that God was his guardian.’

What strikes us as very sirange and almost inexplicable is that
a boy, who was only eleven years of age,® should have pursued so
novel a policy in the face of so general an opposition. At the time
of his installation ceremony he declared, “My seli’ shall be a

.sword-belt, and I shall wear my turban with a royal aigrette”.

He then sent for his arms, and arrayed himself in martial style,
so that his splendour shone like the sund Where did the boy find
his inspiration? Just before his death Guru Arjan had observed
to the Sikhs assembled near him on the bank of the Ravi, “....Go
to my son the holy Har Gobind, and give him from me ample
consolation. .. .Let him sit fully armed on his throne, and maintain
an army to the best of his ability....Let him....in all respects,
except the wearing of arms hereby enjoined, adopt the practices
of the preceeding Gurus....”.® It is very doubtful whether these -
words fell from the dying Guru's mouth at that critical moment.
When Hargobind replied to the remonstrances of Bhai Budha and
his mother, he told them that he was {ulfilling Bhai Budha's
prophecy; he did not even refer 1io his father's last testament.
When his mother remonstrated with the masands, she also referred
to Bhai Budha's prophecy, but not to her hushand’s command.
When she remonstrated with her son, she asked him to ‘walk in
the way of thy father and grand-father'® She would not bave
uitered these words if she had been aware of Guru Arjan’s last
desire. It appears, therefore, that Bhai Budha's: prophecy and
Arjan’s command belong to the same class, both being put into
the chronicles by later writers anxious to explain the sudden
trangition to militarism.

5. Macauwliffe, Vol. IV, p. 3.
6. Hargobind was horn in 1595, and Arjan lost his life in 1606,

7. A woollen cord worn as a necklace or twisted round the head by
the former Gurus.

8. Macauliffe, Vol IV, p. 2.
9. Macawliffe, Vol. III, p. 99.
19. Macauliffe, Vol, IV, pp. 3-4.
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The transition to militarism was cerlainly sudden. Trumpp
. says that Arjan was ‘the first Guru who meddled with politics’,!t
and this view has been accepted by some modern writers12
Although Mohsin Fani may be quoted in favour of this theory3
it is not acceptable to the modern Sikhs, who argue*that the Gurus
maintained a praiseworthy balance between asceticism and
prosperity.!* The author of Evolution of the Khalsa has tried
to reconcile history and tradition by observing that, although “the
Sikh. might not as yet have been conscious of his political destiny
and the motive force behind the movement might still have been
purely religious”, yet “looked al from the point of view of the
established state the new community was alrcady veaching a
position when it could no longer be treated with indilference,"”®

. i we accept Dr. Banerjee’s conciusion, it follows that till the
last days of Guru Arjan the motive force bchind Sikhism was
purely religious. Cunningham seems to hold the same view, for
he observes, “Arjoon hecame famous among picus devotees, and
his biographers dwell on the numbers of saints and holy men who
were edified by his instructions.”® We are thus compelled to
conclude that militarism originated after Arjan's death, and if we
are to believe the Sikh chronicles, it originated immediately after
that tragedy, and the originator was a boy eleven years of age, who
quietly set aside the legitimate misgivings of all around him,
including his mother and the saint to whose kindly intercession his
birth was due, and sat fully armed on his throne. He did not tgke
time to think over the problem; he sat fully armed on the throne
as soon as he heard the news of his father’s death. It is clear that
this conclusion is almost absurd. The Sikh chronicles have either
suppressed some incidents in Guru Arjan’s career, or given us a
garbled version of the early career of Hargobind._

It is not quite unlikely that we should come across germs of
militarism in the later years of Arjan’s life. Although no direct
evidence in favour of this surmise is at present available, there is

11. Adi Grenth, Introduction p. Ixxx.

12. Narang, Transformation of Sikhism, p. 37. Latif, History of the
Punjab, p. 253. ‘ :

13. Dabistan, Eng. trans., Vol. II, ». 270.

14. The Gurdwara Reform Movement and the Sikh AweKening, p, 18.
15, Vol. I, p. 265.

18. History of the Sikhs, Chap. LL
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some amount of indirect evidence which deserves scrutiny. When
Hargobind sat fully armed on his throne he undoubtedly set a new
ideal before the Sikhs, an ideal that ran counter to the Sikh
tradition established by Nanak and closely followed by his four
successors. -Strangely enough, the mild opposition which came

from the masands as well as from Ganga, the Guru’s mother, was

based, not on tradition, but on expediency. They were not
surprised to find the young Guru violating the old tradition; they
merely referred to the military and financial weakness of the Sikhs
in comparison with the strength of the Mughal Empire. No doubt
the masands said, “The preceding five Gurus never handled arms”;
but this statement is immediately followed by the words, “If
Jahangir hear of our Guru's doings he will be angry; and where
shall we lide ourselves”? Apparently the masands did not consider
militarisation as incompatible with their faith; they objected to it
because Jahangir was too strong an antagonist. The Guru's -
mother took the same position, for she said, “My son, we have no
treasure, no state revenue, no landed property, no army” 7

Apparently the Sikhs of 1606 had already familiarised them-
selves with the pessibility of militarism. No one but Guru Arjan
could have turned their attention in that direction. We do not
suggest that the fifth Guru actually collected troops or took part
in bloody contests; but he certainly gave the Sikhs a new
organization and possibly a new orientation of outlook. He was
the Sachcha Padshah, his seat a takht or throne, and the assembly
of his followers a durbar or court. These terms may have been used
in the time of the earlier Gurus,!® but in Arjan’s time they probably
assumed a new significance. The Sikh chronicles contain indirect
references to this slow and almost imperceptible, but none the less
real and revolutionary, transformation. Prithia’s jealous wife
observed to her husband about Arjan, “The Emperor and kings
bow before him. Wealth ever cometh to him....”.9 Chandu
Shah’s agents were astonished at the Gurw's regal state and
retinue® Mohsin Fani heard from the Sikhs that the Guru “was
in former times the Raja called Janak and united the dignity of
a king to that of a saint”? Dr. Banerjee rightly observes,

11. Macauliffe, Vol. IV, p. 3.

18. The Gurdware Reform Mevement and the Sikh Awakening, p. 0.
19. Macauliffe, Vol. III, p. 28.

20. Macauliffe, Vol. III, p. 72.

21. Dabistan, Eng, trans, Vol. II, p. 268.
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...apart from its spiritual aspects the Guruship was also becom-
ing a symbol of material power. ... the Sikhs had begun to regard
their Guru not only as a spiritual but also as a temporal ruler”.2
Even modern Sikhs seem to accept this position when they praise
the Gurus for Raj Yog or halance between asceticism and
prosperity.®® Raj Yog certainly implies Raj.

Guru Arjan was a remarkably pious man, and he may not
have been fully conscious of this slowly developing tendency
towards temporal greatness2¥ But it was natural and inevitable.
Sikhism is a religion of householders; it has never favoured
asceticism®  So long as the number of the Sikhs was small, and
each of them had the opportunity of coming into personal contact
with the Gurus, the lesson taught by Nanak was a living reality
to the community as a whole. The Sikh then lived a life of devotion
and service, When the numbers of the Sikhs increased,®® there
was a natural lowering of the standard. Many converts entering
into the fold must have heen temperamentally incapable of
absorbing the lessons taught by the Gurus. The distance between
the Guru and the disciples must have widened due to the increase
in the number of the latter, and this factor probably contributed
something to the weakening of religious zeal in the Sikh
community. A typical illustration may be found in the quick
degeneration of the masands. They were strictly forbidden to
appropriate for their own maintenance any portion of the offerings
collected by them, and they were expected to earn their living by

22, Evolution of the Khalsa, Vol. I, p. 263,
23. The Gurdwara Reform Movement and the Sikh Awakening, p. 19,

‘ 24. The author of the Panth Prakash gives us a significant popular tradi-
tion: “It is said that the power and pelf of the world kept, as it were,
at a distance of twelve miles from Nanak and six miles from Angad. It
knocked at the door of Amar Das and fell at the feet of Guru Ram Das, while
in Arjun’s time it got admission into the house,” “The fable very beautifully
describes the gradual growth of the social and political power of the Sikhs.”
{Narang, Transformation of Sikhism, p. 37, note 1),

25. Ma_cauliﬁe, Vol. II, pp. 37, 90, 193, 214

26. Mohsin Fani says, “the number of these sectaries increased everywhere,
so that in the time of Guru Arjunmal it became very considerable, and at
last there was no place in any country where Stkhs were not to be found.”
(Dabistan, Eng. trans., Vol II, p. 270). In his War, XI, 14-31, Bai Gurdas
gives a list of the more important Sangats which includes Lahore, Kabuyl,
Kashmir, Delhi, Agra and Dacca. The masand system introduced by Guru

Arjan was intended to mould these distant tres of faith
iy se dis centres of the faith into a closely
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engaging themselves in some sort of remuneratwe accupation.®

Macauliffe says that by the time of Hargobind’s accession they had
become very corrupt and dishonest® If corruption had entered
into these direct agents of Guru Arjan so soon after the intro-

duction of the masand system, we may easily believe that

corruption, in the shape of greed for money and lust for power,
had taken hold of many Sikhs by that time.

The ground was thus prepared for a new development: the
Sikhs were ready, perhaps anxious, to make the dominion of their
Sachcha Padshah a reality. The acquisition of military strength
was the primary necessity. There is no evidence to show that Guru
Arjan had felt the urge to militarise the Panth. There is enough
evidence to show that his son took the first step in that direction.
Two important questions, however, must be answered before we
can assess the value of Hargobind’s contribution to the growth of
the.Panth. The first question is: Did he aim at the seizure of
power, or at defending his disciples against Mughal persecution?
The second question is: At what stage of his career did he sit
fully armed on his throne?

We propose to take up the second guestion before we discuss
the first. Tn a very interesting article published in the Indian
Antiquary® Dr. Banerjee, author of Evolution of the Khalsa,
deals with some aspects of the career of Guru Hargobind. He
concludes that Hargobind was imprisoned by Jahangir about 1607
and released in 1619. If we accept Macauliffe’s view® that the
Guru’s son Ani Rai was born in 1618, we must conclude that the
Guru was released about 1616. 1t is clear, however, that, whatever
the date_of release may be, he was imprisoned about 1607, for
Dr. Baner]ee shows that the delay in his marriage with Nanaki
was due to the fact that “after his accession Hargovind had very
little time to think of his marriage"”.

The imprisonment, according to Mohsin Fani, was due to the
following reasons: “He had many difficulties to contend with; one
of them was that he adopted the style of a soldier, and wore a
sword contrary to the custom of his father, maintained a retinue,

Evolution of the Khalsa, Vol. I, p. 260.
Vol. IV, p. 3.
Vol, LV, 1926, pp. 45-50, 66-71, 101-102,
Vol. IV, p. 67,

BRe3
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and began to follow the chase. The emperor in order to extort
from him the balance of the fine which had been imposed on Arjan
Mal, sent him to Gwalior”.3? Mohsin Fani obviously places
militarisation before imprisonment. If we are right in assuming
that Hargobind was imprisoned in 1607, we must recognise that
Mohsin Fani agrees with the Sikh chroniclers in saying that Hargo-
bind ‘adopted the style of a soldier, and wore a sword’ immediately
after his accession. We are thus compelled to revert to the old
difficulty. How could a boy of eleven or twelve initiate such a
revolution ‘contrary to the custom of his father"’

Mohsin Fani appears to have been a personal friend of Gurn
Hargobind. 1t is, therefore, diffieult to reject his testimony with
regard to the sixth Guru's career. But Cunningham characterises
him as ‘a garrulous and somewhat .credulous Mahomedan’. We
must remember that hic book was wrilten some years after
Hargobind’s death, i.e., nearly half a century after the beginning
of the Guru's imprisonment. Is it very unreasonable o suppose
that in his old age Mohsin Fani's memory played him™false, so
that he transferred later episodes of Hargobind's career to his
early life?

A close study of Mohsin Fani's passage quoted above shows
that there is no necessary connection between the iwo sentences.
We may very well read them separately and say that the Guru's
imprisonment was due solely to the Emperor’s desire® to realise
the balance of the fine previously imposed upon Guru Arjan. We
may agree with Dr. Banerjee when he says, “The object of the
emperor seems {0 have been to keep the young Guru as a hostage

10 ensure the orderliness of his followers and possibly also to realise

the fine imposed on his father”. There is no evidence to show
that the Sikhs had become disorderly in 1607, but the Emperor
may have apprehended troubles after Arjan’s death. It is unneces-
sary to assume that nothing but the sudden militarisation of the
Sikhs in 1606 could cause uneasiness in the Empcror’s mind.

According to  the chronological scheme prepared by Dr.
Banerjee, Hargobind entered into the service of Jahangir in 1619

31. Macauliffe, Vol. IV, pp. 21-22. Troyers translation (Dabistan, Vol.
IO, pp. 274) is wrong.

32. This desire may very well have been due to the mallczous instigation
of Chandu Shah, as the Sikh chroniclers say,
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or 1620, i.e.,, immediately or soon after his release, and continued
in his employ till the latter’s death in 1627. Mohsin Fanj says that
the Guru served the imperial government in the humble capacity
of a Faujdar’s assistant.®® Some Sikh chronicles,3 however, claim
that the Guru was appointed a sort of supervisor over the Punjab
officials with a command of 700 horse, 1000 foot and 7 guns, as a
reward for his services against Raja Tarachand of Nalgarh, whom
he had subdued and brought to the Emperor. Dr. Banerjee shows
convinging reasons for rejecting the Sikh version of the Guru's
cfficial position, but he observes that the Guru may have been
put in charge of a minor command and sent against onec of the
rebellious Hill Rajas in the Kangra region. For such a command
previous military experience was not in those days an essential
pre-requisite. It i1s not unlikely that Hargobind’s success in this
enterprise led, not only to his appointment as a Faujdar’s assistant,
but alse to the grant of some military rank in his favour. He may
not have received charge of 700 horse, 1000 foot and 7 guns; he

‘may have been allowed to raise some troops and keep them

under his control. It is probable that the collection of troops by
the Guru®s should be referred to this stage of his caresr. He had
tasted the wild joy of war in the imperijal campaign against the
Hill Rajas. He was a young man of 25 or so. He was surrounded
by disciples anxious to win temporal prizes which had not been
coveted by the early Sikhs. It was natural for the Guru to take
a plunge into the unknown.

This assumption gives us a reasonable explanation of
Hargobind’s struggle against Shah Juhan, If we believe that he
assumed the style of a soldier in 1606, we must admii that his
military ardour remained cool and ineffective for more than eight
years,% ie., from his release in 1619 to Jahangir’s death in 1627.
Nay, more; he accepted service under the Mughal government, and
rendered loyal service to the man who had killed his father and
kept him in confinement for twelve years. Dr. Banerjee says, “His
service under the Government served him as a cloak and he began

33. Dabistan, Eng. trans, Vol. U, p. 274.

34, Panth Prakash, p. 107, and Itihas Guru Khalse, p. 128, cited in Dr.
Banerjee's article,

35, See Macauliffe, Vol IV, pp. 4, 5, 52, 76, and DabistanEng.=trans.,
Vol. I, p, 277.

36. The period may be longer than eight years, for we do not know

the date of his first encounter with Shah Jaban's troops.
1
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to increase his military resources”. This explanation atiributes to
the Guru a deliberate design, but it is hardly consistent with
Dr. Banerjee’s statement that Hargobind was ‘leading a disorderly
life’. Moreover, it is significant that the complaint of the Sikhs
who requested Bhai Gurdas to remonstrate with Hargobind on his
general conduct refers, not to the period immediately after hid
accession, but to the post-imprisonment period. Does it not allow
us to infer that the Guru's conduct during the pre-imprisonment
period was not objectionable from the traditional point of vie‘f.r?
The following puwri composed by Bhai Gurdas narrates the dewz_l-
tions of Guru Hargobind from the tradition established by his
predecessors: :

“People say the former Gurus used to sit in the temple; the
present Guru remaineth not in one place.

The former Emperors used to visit the former Gurus; the
present Guru was sent into the fortress by the Emperor.

In former times the Guru's darbar could contain the sect; the
present Guru leadeth a roving life and feareth nobody.

The former Gurus, sitting on their thrones, used o console
the Sikhs; the present Guru keepeth dogs and hunteth.

The former Gurus used to compose hymns, listen to them, and
sing them; the present Guru composeth not hymuns, nor listeneth

to them, nor singeth them. .

He keepeth not his Sikh followers with him, but taketh
enemies of his faith and wicked persons as his guides and
familiars” 37

Bhai Gurdas does not dispute the truth of the people’s allega-
tions. In another connection he indirectly describes the Gufu as a
‘play-actor.” He suffered punishment for this objectionable
remark® A man who appeared in this light to his devoted
disciples was hardly a shrewd and secretive statesman collecting
troops under the cloak of his official position. He was more probably
a bold adventurer, intoxicated with the wild joy of battle and chase,
and more fond of enterprising and rough ‘enemies of his faith and
wickéd persons’ than of mild, hymn-singing Sikhs.

37. Macauliffe, Vol. IV, pp. 76-77.
38, Macauliffe, Val. IV, pp. 135-137.

. a somewhat careless and exuherent adventurer, not TFNE
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capable politico-military leader who prepares his plan of campaign
before rushing out to the foray. It may also be of some significance
that his adventures®® ended with the battle of Kartarpur which is
said to have been fought in 1634. The Guru was then about forty
years of age; the period of irresponsible enthusiasm was over.

If our readers accept the view which we have tried to explain
above, the answer to our second question, viz., Hargobind’s motive,
will not be far ta seek. He did not seek to avenge his father’s
death. He served the Emperor who had killed his father, and
when he raised his arms against his successor, trifles Iike the
possession of a hunted bird supplied the motive. It should also he
noted that during the last eleven years (1634-1645) of his life
he made no attempt to fight against the Mughals. It is difficult to
explain his silence during this long period, if we picture him as a
man crying for revenge. He was not too old for fighting; he was’
not troubled by any difficulty within the Sikh church {like
Prithia's Tivalry with Arjan). Nor is it permissible to suppose
that his aim was to defend his disciples against Mughal persecution,
Jahangir persccuted the Gurus, but he left the Sikh community
alone. - Hargobind himself was a victim of his persecution, but the
adoption of a conciliatory attitude by the Guru after his release,
and the continuation of that attitude up to at least Jahangir'’s death,
prove quite conclusively that militarisation of the Panth was not
required by the necessity of self-defence. 'There was no
persecution during that period, and no dread of persecution
as long as the Guru remained in Jahangir's service. Moreover, an
experienced man like Hargobind, who enjoyed a unigue opportu-
nity of coming into close contact with the Emperor and his vast
milifary organisation, must have realised 1ihe impossibility of
defending himself and hig community if the FEmperor really

3%. Macauliffe, Vol. IV, pp. 38-48, 82-83, 170-186, 190-193, 198-212, 263.
40. Except, perhaps, the expedition to Nanakmata {which Macanliffe,
however, places before Hargobind's first open breach with the Mughals)
and the doubtiul alliance with Raja Tarachand against the Nawab of Rupar,
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wanted to crush them. This point is equally applicable against the
presumption that the Guru wanted to seize political power and
created a military force for that purpose.

Must we say, then, that Hargobind’s adoption of the style of
a soldier was nothing more than an aimless venture? In a sense
it was so. As a young member-of Jahangir’s retinue he came into
close contact with the Mughal army, and the exciting prospect
of a solidierly life allured him. He found a favourable atmosphere
within the 8ikh community, many members of which, as we have
explained ahove, were more interested in wealth and power than
in the salvation-giving hymns. These Sikhs—call them the dege-
nerated Sikhs of the new school if you will—were reinforced by
many adventurers, including Pathans like Painda Khan, who
found in the Guru’s prestige and influence a covetable rallving
point. Trumpp says, “As the Guru's expeditions were nearly
always directed against the Muhammadans and the extortionate
provincial authorities, we need not wonder that his popularity fast
increased with the ill-treated Hindu rural population; every
fugitive or oppressed man took refuge in his camp, where he was
sure to he welcomeéd without being much troubled about religion.
and the charms of a vagrant life and the hope of booty attracted
numbers of warlike Jats, who willingly acknowledged him as their
Guru. the more so-as he allowed his followers to eat all kinds of
flesh, that of the cow excepted”*! This description of Hargobind’s
system is quite in conformity with the information available from
some Sikh chronicles®? about Guru Teg Behadur. “According to

them”, says Trumpp. “the Guru appears by no means as a harmless -

spiritual instructor, but riding at the front of well-armed disciples,
who, if not willingly provided, levied contributions on the
Zamindars and the inhabitants of the villages through which they
passed, and made predatory incursions on the Muhammadan
pvopulation. The Guru had not only a strong band of Sikhs with
him; but he engaged also some rural clans to enter his service,
promising them that he would pay them handsomely and put them
in the way of obtaining bnoty” 4% Probably Teg Bahadur had more
spiritual interest than Hargobind: while the former composed
many hymns, the latter composed none. This, in addition to the

41. Adi Granth, Introduction, p. lxxxiv.
42, Attar Singh, Travels of Guru Teg Behadur end Gu?‘u Gobind Singh.
4. Adi Granth, Introduction, pp. lrxvit-lexix,
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lapse of time and the consequent familiarity with the military
tradition, probably saved Teg Bahadur from the censure which the
old-fashioned Sikhs passed upon Hargobind through the mouth of
Bhai Gurdas, an eminent representative of that spiritualism which
was being gradually ercded by the flowing siream of Time. As
Guru Har Rai once said, “the vessel which Baba Nanak had
constructed for the salvation of the world had almost foundered” 4+

44. Macauliffe, Vol. V, p 151.



“The Gosain Brothers”
By

P. N. BuaiLLa, M.A.,
Lecturer in History, Government College, Ajmer.

Himmat Bahadur and Umraogir. the two Gosain brothers
played an important part in the history of Northern India in the
latter half of the eighteenth century. Anarchy and political
upheavals held out great opportunities to them, They were guided
by the sole consideration of carving out a jagir for thernselves,
and in order to realise that object they changed their loyalties as
frequently as the oceasion demanded.

Very little is' known about their antecedents. It is said that
when quite young their widowed mother sold them to Rajindergir
Gosain, the Naga chieftain, who held the village of Moth in Jhansi
district. In 1750 Rajindergir entered the service of Nawab Safdar
Jang and both the brothers accompanied him. After his death in
1752 the Nawab appointed Umraogir as Commander of the Naga
troops. For the next twenty-three years both the brothers
continued to serve in the Vazir's forees, although once they
deserted to Jawahir Singh, the Jat ruler. They were held in high
honour by the Nawab Vazir Shuja-ud-Dawla, and commanded one
thousand horse. They took part in the haitle of Buxar (1764).
The reappearance of the Marathas in the Doab in 1769 alarmed
the Vazir and he sent Umraogir to their' camp with the object of
getting first hand information about their movements.! In 1771
when the Maratha danger increased still further, the Nawab
posted both the brothers to guard the frontier town of Cawnpore.®
During the year 1772-73 the Nawab Vazir embarked upon the
Rohilla campaign and the conquered territory was placed under
the charge of the Gosains. Nawab Asaf-ud-Dawla on his accession
in 1775 conferred fresh honours upon them. Umraogir was given
a jagir of one lakh of rupees a year, while Himmat Bahadur was

.

1. Select Committee Proceedings; 25 Sept. 1770; pp. 684-5,
2 Select Committee Proceedings; 18 July 1771; pp. 246-47,
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confirmed in the Niyabat of the Doab for 48 lakhs of rupees instead
of 52 lakhs at which it was formerly farmed3

(2)

Finding that the Lucknow Government was getting weaker
day by day, the Gosains thought of setting up an independent
government in the Doab. Their treasonable designs alarmed the
Nawab Vazir and he applied for British help. The Gosains took
advantage of the ill-feeling that existed between the Nawab Vazir
and Mirza Najaf Khan, the Minister of Shah Alam, and deserted
to the latter in the year 1776. They joined Najaf Khan's forces
with their six or seven thousand followers. Himmat Bahadur rose
high in Najaf Khan’s favour. He took part in the siege of Dig
and acted as the agent of the Delhi Government in conducting
negotiations with the Marathas, who were at that time hard
pressed by the English and needed Mughal help badly.?

In April 1782 Mirza Najaf Khan died and Delhi henceforward
became a scene of chronic revolutions. But Himmat continued to
occupy a dominant place in the aflairs of the Empire, He became
the right-hand man of Mirza Shafi and plotted on his behalf with
Sindhia in order to get the help of the latter to erush Muhammad ,
Beg Hamadani, the Governor of Agra, who was aiming at seiting
up an independent Government. Through the mediation of
Himmat Bahadur a conference took place between Mirza Shafi and
Sindhia on the river Chambal in the last week of June, 1783.%
But in October 1783 Mirza Shafi was assassinated by Afrasiab
Khan and Muhammad Beg Hamadani. Afrasiab Khan became the
Mir Bakshi of the Empire and Himmat Bahadur passed into his
service.

The Delhi Government was very weak. Afrasiab Khan too
sought for Sindhia’s help, Himmat Bahadur seems to have been
a partisan of Sindhia and almost all the negotiations were carried
through him, He made every effort to bring Afrasiab Khan to
Sindhia’s camp and arrange the interview between them® The
intended interview did not tgke place for Afrasiab Khan was

3. Swecret Proceedings; OC. 20th Ap. 1775; No. 3.

4. Cal., of Persian Correspondence (CPC): Vol. V; p. 276 and p. 321.
5. See Browne's Correspondence; p. 83-84; No. 18,

6. C.P.C.; Vol, vii; No. 109 (Nos, 65-69).
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essassinated on 2nd November, 1784, ‘L'his again threw the atfairs
of e diale into great contusion. ‘jhe parties at Deihi plotted and
counter-plotted with SBindhia. Major Drowne, the British envoy
in Delhi, worked for the restoration of Majid-ud-Dawla. Khadija
segam, the sister ot Najif Khan, desired to marry her daughter to
rrince Sulaiman and secure his appointment as Mir Bakshi, But
Himmat Bahadur plotted to appomnt Khadim Husain Khan, son of
the late Afrasiab Mhan, and at that time only six years old, as the
successor of his father.” His object in duing so was 10 get the
management of everything into his own hand during the child’s
minority. Sindhia was led to adopi this step by promises of money,
for the private treasure of the lale Afrasiab Khan was huge and
was closely guarded by Himmat Bahadur and Narayan Deo.

During the year 1784 the British Ambassador Major Browne
was at Dethi. He witnessed all these political upheavals and has
preserved a vivid account of them in his letters to Warren Iastings,
the Governor-General. He closely watched the activities of Himmal
Bahadur and especially deputed two persons from whom he
received twice a day an account of all his proceedings.® He sent
to the Governor-General the copies of a number of letters said
to have been written by Himmat Bahadur to Afrasiab Khan and

" Sindhi. ‘The authenticity of these letters is doubtful for Warren
Hastings, whil¢ recapitulating their contents remarked “There is
an acrimony in the style of these letters that seems more calculated
to irritate us than lo persuade those to whom they are addressed
and when we consider that they have been produced to Major
Browne by persons who are strongly interested in effecling a
misunderstandmg betwcen us and the Marathas, we cannot help
doubting their authenticity,...’

(),

When after Afrasiab’s death Sindhia came to the hehn. Cff
affairs at Delhi, Himmat Bahadur rose high in his favour. Sindhia's
main motive in showing favour to Himmat Bahadur was that {rum
his influence over the relatives of the late Mir Bakshi, Afrasiab
Khan, he might be of service to him in acquiring the prssession
-of his treasures. Moreovqr the Raja's knowledge of the countiry

1. C.P.C.; Vo. vi; p. 426. TR. 22; pp. 384-91; No. 81,
8, See Browne's correspondence; pp. 407-8.
9. Secret Proceedings; 11 May 1784; p. 228,
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was of great help to Sindhia in making fresh conquests. Sindhia
was largely indebted to him for the peaceful acquisition of the

Fort of Dig. He employed him in carrying on negotiations with
the Sikh Chiefs.

But the signs of friction between these two ambitious Chiefs
soon becamé visible. Sindhia's failure to recover Afrasiab Khan's
wealth infuriated him. Himmat Bahadur's failure to secure the
surrender of the Fort of Agra further lowered his prestige in the
eyes of his master. Early in 1786 Raja Narayan Das, the partisan
of Himmat was put into prison for the misappropriation of
Afrasiab’s property. His imprisonment alarmed and frightened
Himmat Bahadur. The fear that he might be called to account
began to haunt his mind. He was asked to take one month’s pay
in advance and retire to Vrindavan. Sindhia also sent Kesho
Pandit with some force to drive Umraogir out of the places that
he had lately occupied. Umraogir assassinated the said Pandit
and this worsened relations. Himmat Bahadur fully knew that his
fall was only a matter of time. Taking advantage of the absence
of Sindhia and especially his pre-occupation in the affairs of Jaipur
State, Himmat Bahadur fled away from the Maratha Camp at
Muttra and crossed the river Jumna. Henceforward the Gosains
became bitter enemies of Sindhia and were the greatest source of
trouble and worry to him for the rest of hig life. -

Popular opinion connected Himmat Bahadur's flight with the
disagreement of Anderson!® with Sindhia. We do not know for
certain as to what part Anderson played in hringing about the
flight of the Gosain Chief. In his letter to the Governor-General
Anderson positively states that he had no hand in Himmat
Bahadur’s flight and that he left Sindhia’s camp and retired to
Agra only because of the disagreement that arose between him and
the Maratha Chief regarding the treatment of certain servants.l!
As a proof of his innocence Anderson mentions the fact that after
his flight Himmat Bahadur corresponded with him, but as a faith-
ful friend he passed on all these letiers to Sindhia. It is true that
after his flight Himmat Bahadur made every effort to seek an
interview with Mr. Anderson, but the intended meeting does not
seem to have taken place.i2

10. Anderson was British Resident® in Sindhia’s camp.
11. See Secret Proceedings; 20 March 1786; pp. 1064-86 and pp. 1076-77.
12. See Secret Proceedings; 5 April 1786, pp. 1276-71. '
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4)

After their flight from Sindhia’s camp the Gosains took refuge
in the territory of the Nawab Vazir of OQudh. Sindhia wrote w0
the English asking them to hand over Himmat Bahadur to him on
the ground of the fugitive being a tributary ol the Maratha Empire
as well as for his being a servant of the Mughal Emperor. But the
English Government turned a deaf ear to Sindhia's request, At
the same time the Governor-Uencrai made it clear to the British
officers in the Vazir's court that they were to use their utmost
endeavours to prevent any inlercourse between the Vazir and
Himmat Bahadur, the latter under no vircumstances was to be
allowed to proceed 1o Lucknow. The Gusains were to be allotted
a place'of residence in some outlying district of Qudh and were to
receive no encouragement whalsvever from either.the_vw or
the English in their treasonable designs against Sindhia. SU‘_Ch
were the main threads that guided the atlitude of the Enghsh
towards the Gosains during their stay in the Vazir's territory.*3

The Gosains took advantage of the weakness of the Vazir's
Government and lost no opportunity in harming Sindhia. Their
family and other effects were protecied by Almas Ali, the Qudh
Governor of Etawa, who was not on good terms with the Vazir
and was a strong pariisan of the Gosains. They tried to recover
their jaidad, particularly the iown of Firozabad. Accordingly the
Fort of Firozabad was besieged in 1787. 'The collapse of Sindhia’s
authority in the Daob, and his defeat at Lalsot still further
emboldened the Gosains. Sindhia defeated Umraogir in a battle
against Ismail Beg, and carried him away us prisoner in April 1788.
But when his position became stili more precarious he tried to
conciliate the Gosains and released Umraogir on 18th May, 1788.
Himmat Bhadur had in the meantime fled away from the Vazir's
territory and joined the Emperor Shah Alam.

The activities of the Gosains during the year 1787 had alarmed
Sindhia, the Vazir and the English Government, Sindhia protested
against the asylum granted to them and the Governor-General
impressed upon the Nawab Vazir the necessity of issuing a
proclamation declaring that the Gosains have forfeited their
protection. The Vazir accordingly issued a proclamation'd on 9th

13. See Secret and Pol. Dept. Consultations, 24 Jan. 1787; No. 14,
14. See Original Receipt, 460, CPC; vii: p. 420.
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September, 1787 ordering the arrest of the Gosains. The said
proclamation remained ineffective mainly because it was not
haeked by force.

The year 1788 was very critical for the Delthi Empire, In
January, 1788 Shah Alam left Delhi in order to conquer the lost
possessions of the Crown from the local Chiefs. The ruler of
Jaipur submitted to the Emperor through the mediation of Himmat
Bahadur. Next the Emperor attacked Najaf Quli Khan, who was
in possession of Geculgarh. Himmat played an important part in
the siege of the town and secured the defeat of the Chief. In the
meantime the Rohillas attacked Delhi and struck a serious blow to
the Mughal Empire. On 31st Julv, 1783 Shah Alam was deposed.
Himmat Bahadur fourht on hehalf of the Emperor and defended
the capital but he had to vield to the superior forces of the
Rohillas.

5y

Early in the year 178% Sindhia tried to imprison Himmat
Bahadur under the pretence of the latter’s having employed the
magical art to take away his life. He also wished that the family
and effects of Himmat Bahadur be sent out of the Vazir's
dominion and handed over to him. But in both these objects he
failed. Himmat Bahadur's familv was driven out of the Vazir's
territorv but not handed over to Sindhia. Himmat Bahadur on his
part took advantage of the rivalry that existed between Sindhia and
Ali Bahadur'® and sought the protection of the latter. He rose
high in Ali Bahadur's favour. He served his new master right
down to the latter’s death in 1802. 'The Maratha conquest of
Bundelkhand was mainly due to him. Tn view of his services

Ali Bahadur assigned him large revenues. Tt is said that he
enjoved a jnidad amounting to 13 lakhs of rupees.

Ali Bahadur died on 24th September 1802 in hit camp hefore
the fort of Kalinjar. He left two sons. Zulfiqgar Ali Khan who was
a minor and was on the spot, and Shamsher Bahadur, who was
grown up. but was away in Poona. Himmat Bahadur and Ghani
Bahadur feared that the accession of Shamsher Bshadur to the
masnad would deprive them of all power. So they plotted to place
Zulfiaar Ali on the masnid.® Tn this attempt they were defeated

15. Ali Bahadur was the Peshwa's grandson. Had been sent by the
Poona Govt. to ald in the settlement of Bundelkhand,
16. See Political Proceedings; OC. 16 Sept, 1802; No. 28 (Enclosure).
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because Shamsher Bahadur was too quick in asserting his claims.
He left Poona, reached Kalinjar and occupied the masnid. This
offended Himmat Bahadur and Ghani Bahadur and they began
10 negotiate with the English far the transference of Bundelkhand
into the hands of the Company.

(6)

On 31st December, 1802 the English concluded the Treaty of
Bassein with the Peshwa Baji-Rao II. According to the sixth article
of the supplement to the Treaty of Bassein the Peshwa agreed
to cede in perpetuity to the Company, from the provinces of
Bundelhand, territory yielding an annual revenue of Rs. 3,616,000.17
So the English took the first opportunity to take advantage of the
internal condition of Bundelkhand and ally themselves with one of
the parties. Himmat Bahadur's invitation and offer of help was
much weleomed.

The alliance between Himmat Bahadur and the English was
negotiated by Col. John Meisselback and Mr. Mercer respectively.
An agreement was concluded on 4th September, 1803. According
tp it Himmat Bahadur was to help the English in the conquest of
Bundelkhand, and the English in their turn promised him a jaidad
of 20 lakhs of rupees and agreed to secure the release of his
brother Umraogir who had been confined on account of a conspiracy
against the Govt. of the Nawab Vazir.'®

Accordingly in September, 1803 when the British forces
under Col. Powell crossed the river Jumna, Himmat Bahadur
joined them together with his 4000 horse and 8000 foot. He was
received with a salute of thirteen guns'® His military strength,
his influence over the local Chiefs and his knowledge of the
country contributed largely to the success of the British. The
letters of Mr. Ahmuty, the Collector of Allahabad, and Mr. Baillie,
the Agent to the Commander-in-Chief, bear witness to his
services2®

17. See Aitchison; Vol. vil; p. 59,

18. See Secret Proceedings; OC, 3 March 1804; No. 11,

19. See Secret Proceedings; OC. 3 March 1804; No. 17.

20. See Secret Proceedings; OC. 3 March 1804; No. 19 and No. 176 and
Secret Proceedings; OC. 9 Aug. 1804, No. 241.
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(7N

Himmat Bahadur died on 3rd June, 1804 at Kanwaruh, near
Bandah, at the ripe old age of seventy.2? His tomb lies two miles
away from Bandah. After his death the jaided granted to him was
not renewed to Raja Narindergir, his son and successor, on the
plea that the joided granted to Himmat Bahadur was personal and
not hereditary. Anyhow in view of the services of Himmat
Bahadur, Raja Narindergir was granted an assignmenl in Bundel-
khand which was exchanged for a territory in Cawnpore district,
in parganah Sikandra, by the grant dated the 1st March, 1808.2
Umracgir, whose release the English secured in September, 1803,

was granted a pension of Rs. 1000 per mensem. He died on 12th
January, 1809,

Such was the end of the Gosain brothers. They were very
ambitious and aspiring, and the circumstances of their career remind
us that they were typical freelances. The period of their life
covers a period when the affairs of India were in meliing pot and
vast opportunities were held out to ambitious men like them. They
were well-known for their diplomatic talents and were often
employed on diplomatic missions on bhehalf of the Nawab Vazir,
Najaf Khan, Sindhia or the Emperor. They were also noted for
their love of intrigue. Major Browne the British Ambassador in
one of his letters to the Governor-General remarks that. “He
(Himmat) is cunning. .. .men are not hard to deceive, but T should
think deception a virtue in this case” 2 So afraid was he of
Himmat Bahadur that he deputed two men to watch his activities
and movements. Sindhia throughout his career repented over the
dismissal of the Gosains and most of his troubles were due to their
intrigues and double-dealings.

The Gosains were notorious for their lack of loyalty or Adelity.
But still so high was the esteem in which their capacity and
resourcefulness were held that their services were greatly in
demand. Their knowledge of the country between the Ganges
and the Jumna and the influence they commanded over the local
chiefs were always an asset for an army that was allied with them.

‘2l. See Secret Proceedings; OC. 21 June i804; No. 232,
22. See JASB. 1871 p. 137,
23, Browne's Correspondence; p. 402,
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They helped the Nawab Vazir, Najaf Khan and Sindhia,
respectively, in their conquests in the Doab. The British conquest
of Bundelkhand was also mainly due to their exertions,

The Gosains maintained a well-equipped Risalah or Cavalry.
It was generally composed of men who were related to them. The
English conisdered Himmat Bahadur's Risalah greatly superior in
equipment to the cavalry generally maintained by the princes of
India. Besides the Cavalry, Himmat Bahadur's troops consisted
of three battalions of infantry (zbout 1500 foot) disciplined and
armed in the European manner under the command of Col.
Meisselback a Danish soldier. These battalions were of great
help to the British during the Bundelkhand campaign. There was
a cansiderable number of irregular infantry as well carrying
matchlocks. For the maintenance of so huge a military establish-
ment, Himmat Bahadur was granted a big jaidad by his successive
masters.

24. For a short biographical sketch of Meisselback see Caleutta Gazette,

28 Oct. 1819.

Jains at the Court of Akbar
By
R. KRISHNAMURTHLI,

In the chapter on Jains in “Din-i-Ilahi”, Mr. ‘ngchoudhury
has dismissed the relationship of Akbar with that community with
scant attention. This is due to the fact that he has been ignorant
of the numerous works in Sanskrit that give us a remarkably full
idea of the subject. He has also been led into some errors of
generalisation as well as of detail.

He starts by saying that during the early Muslim period the
Muslims did not come into clash with Jainism. This is not so.
There is plenty of evidence to show that the Muslim rulers
contacted the Jains from the early Muslim rule in India® and the
absence of mention of the Jains in the Muslim histories is due
to the simple fact that the Muslims put down the Jains also as
Hindus. Even during the time of Akbar and the later Mughals,
the Muslim historians often mean Jains when they write Hindus.

Akbar's contact with the learned among the Jains did not
begin in 1582 as Mr. Roychoudhury states but much earlier, ie.,
a few years prior to 1568, and the close contact continued certainly -
till the death of Akbar and there is no ground to say that “we do
not hear much of the Jains after the death of Hiravijaya Suri in
1592”. The first Jain, so far as we know at present, to influence
Akbar and gain his intelligent patronage was Padmasundara.? His
work “Akbarshahisringaradharpana”, written under the direct
patronage of the Emperor, makes it clear that Akbar's interest in
learned pundits of other faiths and his discussions on religious

1. Vide Itihask Jain Kavya Sangraha by Agarchand and Bhanwarlal
Nahta, )

2. Akharshahisringaradharpana by Padmasundara, MS of Anup Sanskrit
Library, Bikaner, dated V.5. 1626 (1568 A.D.). Mr. Dasrath Sharma has
fixed the date of the work as about 1560 A.D.
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matters with them date back to his youth and the early years of
his reign3

Padmasundara was the pupil of Padmameru and belonged to
Nagpuria Tapagacchat and was honoured by Akbar with various
gifts on his success in literary contests.® About the year 1368 A.D.
a debate was held in Akbar’s court between Buddhisagara of Nug-
puriya Tapagaccha and Sadhukirti of Kharataragaccha on the sub-
' ject of a Jaina religious ceremony called ‘Paushada”, in which
Sadhukirti won and was conferred by Akbar the title of
“Vadindra”$ Padmasundara was alive then and did not take pari
in the contest. He died in a short time and although it is likel_y
that the imperial contact with the Jains did not cease with his

death, there is no mention of important Jains at the imperial court -

till the advent of Hiravijaya Suri.

Hiravijaya Suri (Harji Sur of Ain} was born at Palanpur and
by his learning and piety soon rose to be the leader of the Tapaga-
ccha section of Jain ascetics, According to the wishes of Akbar
communicated through Shihabuddin Ahmad Khan, GO\:'ernor of
Gujarat, Hiravijaya Suri went to the court at Fatehpur on 18th
June, 1582 A.D.” On arrival a discussion took place betwefen the
Suri and Abul Fazl in which the Suri propounded the doctrmfes. of
Karma and an impersonal God?® The Suri defining ’_crue religion
said that the foundation of a faith should be compassiond .Akbar
made mention of Padmasundara, his “dear friend" whose scrlptures‘,-
he had preserved in his palace and these he offered 1o the Suri

L]

3. This corroborates the view of Abul Fazl that Akbur CV(.'n-during
the s;ears when he did not take much interest in the affairs of the kingdom,
il 1560, he was showing the religious bent of mind which laf.EI: b-m.:ame
one of Lis most pronounced characteristics. A further corcoboration 1§ to
be found in the saying of Akbar: “On the completion of my twentieth
year {1562) I experienced an internal bitterness, and_ from.the lack'of
spiritual provision for my last jowmey my soul was seized with exceeding
sorrow” —Ain HI p. 386. ‘ o o

4. According to Pattdvali; Vide “Aneckant”, Ed. jn Hindi, volp 1V,
p. 470 ff. . N -

5. Ibid: Also Bhanuchandracharita Ed. by Mohanlal Dilichand Desal

p. 12.

6. Bhanuchandracharita p. 14. Itihasik Jain Kavya Sangraha p. 140 ff.

7. Sutreshwar and Samrat p. 105.
8 Ibid. p. 110.
9. Bhanuchandracharita p. 9.
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as a gift.! Pressed by the Emperor to receive something from
him, the Suri requested that all the caged birds and prisoners may
be set at liberty and the slaughter of animals during the eight
Jaina holidays (Paryishana) may be enforced at Agra. The
Emperor granted the request for that year. The next year, 1583

* he influenced the Emperor io enforgqe the order in the whole
empire for all time.l!

In June 1584 the title of Jagadguru (World Preceptor) was
conferred upon Hiravijaya Suri. On this occasion caged birds on
the banks of “Babar” were ordered to be rcleased. The Suri left
for Gujarat in 1586 (not in 1584 as mentioned by Mr. Roy-
chaudhury). Arriving in 1582 he spent four monsoons at the
capital and neighbourhood. During his stay not only did he impart
a knowledge of Jainism to the Emperor but he also got various
concessions to their faith in the form of farmans to promote non-
killing. Fishing in the lake of “Dabar” was prohibited, The
Emperor is said to have taken a vow to refrain from hunting!?
(but hunting was not stopped by Akbar, as stated by Mr. Roy-
chaudhury) and expressed a desire to leave ofi meat-eating for
ever as it had become repulsive.

When Hiravijaya took his departure, Santichandra was left in
h@s place at the court where the latter stayed till 158713 Mr.
Roychaudhury seems to have been ignorant of Santichandra having
immediately followed Hiravijaya at the court, as he says that
after the Suri's departure, Bhanuchandra remained at court and

at another place confuses Santichandra with Siddichandra who are
two quite different persons.

10. Hirassubhagya Kavya, Ch. 14, Verses 91 ff.

1L The farman was made in six copies and sent io six different parts
of the Empire—Vide Krpa Rasa Kosa, Introduction, p. 19; also farman,
Bhanuchandracharita, Appendix I, p. 77.

12, Perhaps only on certain days. Bhanuchandracharita, Introduction
p. 7; Hirasaubhagya Kavya, Chapter 14, Lines 199 ff quoted in Krpa Rasa
Kosa. .

13. Mr. Roychaudhury says, "We do not hear much of the Jains after
the death of Hiravijaya Suri in 1592” (Din-i-Tlahi p, 162).. He seems to
have been curiously ignorant of the fact that impertant Jains lived in the
court of Akbar till the very end and continued to veside in the time of

Jahangir. Bhanuchandra and Siddichandra remained near Akbar €ill his
death and later.
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To resume our narrative, Santichandra wrote a panegyric on
the Emperor (‘Krpa' Rasa Koéa') and when leaving for Gujarat
took with him farmans prohibiting the slaughter of animals and
proclaiming the abolition of the Jazya and Pilgrim tax in Gujarat.!*
The forbidden days were extended so as Lo comprise six months
of the year.!s .

Santichandra left Bhanuchandra at the court. He and his
pupil Siddichandra ¢ remained to influence Akbar for the rest (?f
his life. Bhanuchandra accompanied the Emperor to Kashmir
and persuaded him to issue a farman abolishing the tax.which
was then levied on Jaina pilgrims to Satrunjaya.!” The hill was
granted to Hiravijaya Suri as the head of the Svetambarz‘a Jams.;
he received the farman in 1592 with a request to send his Pl‘-;l;lsl
Vaijayasepa Suri, The latter accordingly reached Lahore ln. 1
and distinguished himself in many debates with Brahmans a.n‘
successfully refuted the idea of certain Brahmans that the Jains
did not believe in God. Some of the fruits of Vijayasena’s influence
were in the farmans prohibiting the slaughter of cows, bulls and
buffaloes, repealing the law of confiscation of the property qf the
deceased and the capture of prisoners as hostages!® The Emperor
was so struck by the learning and saintliness of Vijayasena!? that
he conferred on him the title of “Savai Hiravijaya Suri’ (in a way
superior even to Hiravijaya Suri} and had the titlel of T:]Padyaya
conferred upon Bhanuchandra by Hiravijaya Suri. Vijayasena
was instrumental for the order prohibiting fishing in the Inc‘ius
and the waters of Cutch for four months® Abul Fazl studied

14. Sureshwar and Samrat p. 140. -
15. Hirasaubhagya Kavya 14th Ch. Lines 273 ff: Badaoni {Blochmann)

p. 321 (1583 A.D.). Seems only to have been wmeant {or Su.rat sarkar as
inferred from later farman, Bhanuchandracharita, Introduction-Appendix
e fg Mr. Roychaudhury errs when he says "This Siddichandra is possibly
the Santichandra of Rev. Heras’—(p. 161).
17. Vijayaprashastisar by Muni Vidyavijaya p. 47. ‘
18. Vide farman, dated 1601, Bhanuchandracharita, Introduction-Appendix

. 80, .
d 19. After a debate on the Sun and the Ganges with the Brahmans,

Suresh and Samrat p. 164 ff. .

20. Ihid. p. 165. A farman of 1601 (Ibid. 379) makes zlnentmn of 'a
previous one regarding non-killing on cerlain days (about six month§ in
the year), and the desirability of abstention from eating meat even on dther
days and impresses upon all the officials to observe the order .scru.pulously.
Vide also farman 1604 (Krpa Rasa Kosa p. 33) given to Jina Singh and
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under Bhanuchandra “Saddarshana Samuccaya”? It was Bhanu-
chandra who composed a set of 1000 names of the Sun for Akbar
and recited it with him every morning.2 When the Jam of Cutch
was defeated by Aziz Koka, Bhanuchandra influenced Akbar to
crder the release of all prisoners of war? The influence of the
Jains reached such proportions as to invite the jealousy of the
chief Brahmansg of the court. Together with Bhanuchandra his
pupil Siddichandra was also much respected by Akbar. An
extremely handsome man and endowed with amazing knowledge
he was given the title of “Khus faham™ by the Emperor,? allowed
to visit the harem, and studied Persian by suggestion of Akbar. On
the death of Hiravijaya Suri, Bhanuchandra secured from Akbar
a grant to the Jaina communily of a piece of land for the construc-
tion of a stupa in memory of the monk. Both Bhanuchandra and
his pupil were associated with the education of the Emperor’s sons
and grandsons respectively®® and accompanied the Emperor to
the Deccan. Both remained at court till Akbar’s death wielding
great influence, and werc instrumental in securing rights to build
temples in various cities and in enforcing farmans granted but not

observed at times by local officials.

So much for the Jaina Svetambara Tapagaccha. While the
predominant Jain influence on Akbar seems to have beeh from
this sect, the Kharataragaceha was not unrepresented at the court.

Man Singh prohibiting slaughter on eight days In the Subah of Multan,
referring therein to Hiravijaya and Jinachandra Suri and prohibiting
slaughter during the twelve days inchuding Paryusana and eight days from
Asada Sukla. Vide also Yugapradhan Jinachandrhsuri by Agarchand and
Bhanwarldl Nahta, p. 91. Vide also inscription dated 1597 AD. at temple
ot Patan which enumerates these results of Jinachandra's mfluence on
Akbar: Photograph of inseription with Mr. Bhanwarlal Nahta, Bikaner.

21. A treatise expounding the six systems of Philosophy.

22. Bhanuchandracharita p. 29. Jain respect for the Sun, Vide Suresh
and Samrat p. 163 f.

23. Bhanuchandracharita p. 29,

24. Mr. Roychaudhury is puzzled about the statement in the T.ekha-
Likhan-paddhati where it is mentioned that Jahangir (and not Akbar) is
said to have conferred the title of “Ghus Faham” on Siddhichandrs and also
the title of Nadir-i-Zaman on him. The fact is thet Akbar did confer the
title of “Khus Faham™ on Siddichandra and later Jahangjr also conferred
the same title as well as the titles of»Nadir-i-Zaman and Jahangir Pasand
(Favourite of Jahangir) on Siddhichandra as indicated b
—Vide Bhanuchandracharita p. 65.

25 Ibid. p. 42 f1,

v his prose works.
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Smith was largely unaware of Akbar’s connection with this sect
and so has been Mr. Roychoudhury.

In 1591 hearing of a great Jaina teacher Jinachandra Suri pre-
sumably through Mantri Karamchand, a lay member of the
Kharataragaccha, Akbar who was then at Lahore invited the holy
man to the capital. Reachihg Lahore in 15922 he gained the
respect of the Emperor. In the same year he requested his patron
to protect all Jaina temples, on hearing that the temples near
Dwaraka were demolished by Naurang Khan® A farman was
issued granting Satrunjaya and other Jaina places to Karamchand .2
His disciple Man Singh with others accompanied the Emperor to
Kashmir where fishing was prohibited in all the lakes of
Kashmir® Akbar eonferred the title of Yugapradhan on Jina-
chandra and the title of Acharya to Jipasimha Surl At the
jnstance of the Suri fishing end animal slaughter were prohibited
in Cambay for one year and in Lahore animal slaughter for the
same period® Other monks of the Kharataragaccha who are
known to have hod intercourse with Akbar were Harsasara and
Jayasoma who secured a victory at a debate conducted at the
court of Albar.

- Mr. Roychoudhury has been ignorant of the above relations
of the Kharataragaccha Jains with Akbar. Following Smith he
says “In 159031 one Siddichandra visited Akbar at Lahore and was
honoured with a title. He was placed in charge of the holy places
of the Jains in the empire. The tax on pilgrims to the Satrunjaya
hills was abolished in the same year”.® Smith seems to have made
a mistake and somehow mixed up Siddhichandra with Jinachandra
Suri about whom he knew nothing. While it is true that Siddi-
chandra the pupil of Bhanuchandra had been with Akbar since
at least a few years prior to Hiravijaya's death. no other Siddi-
chandra visited Akbar and received an honorary title and was
granted the control of the holv places of his faith.

25. Xaramchandravamsothkirthan (Hindi translation) p. 85.

27. Yugapradhan Jinachandrasuri p. 89 ff.

98 Thid. 280 ff where a translation of the original farman now in Brahad
Jnana Bhandparastha, Big Upasraya, Bikaner, is giver

2. Thid p. .

30. Yugapradhan Jinachndrasuri® p. 102; Karamchandravamsothkirthan

31. Wrongly quoted, as Smith states the year 1593.
32. Smith p. 167: Roychoudhury p. 161 ff.



Editorial

The Asiatic Review publishes an interesting discussion fellowing a paper
presented ito the Society on 28 October 1943 by Prof. Coupland on the
possibilities of an Indian Settlement, Prof. Coupland considers there are
two problems which come for seitlement; first the Hindu-Muslim problem
and the next the problem of the Indian States. He is concerned for the time
with the first. He starts with the provincial constitution naturally, and
is definitely of opinion that the party Government, as adumberated in the
Constitution of 1935, has definitely Yailed concluding that Parliamentary
Government of that pattern has proved unsultsble to India in the absence
of a well recognised party system established in the country. He feels that
the alterpative of a coalition government is the only possibllity and would
recommend one on the model of the Swiss Constitution. 'This provides for
the representation of all the major cantons of Swiizerland in the federal
executive. For India he would substilute major parties instead of major
cantons. The federal executive thus elected at the outset for a term remains
in office during the whole term. That is so far as the Provincial Governments
are concerned, The Governments change perlodically, and, along with the
changing legislature, the Exeeulive bodies alse change pericdically,

In regard to the centrsl administration he finds the problem more
difficult. According to the ideas of Mr. Jinnah representing the Muslim
League the homelands of the Mussalmans must constitute independent states
as it were. This naturally would mean splitting of India into two, a Hindu
India and a Muslim India. Prof. Coupland next considers whether this
breaking up is inevitable. He thinks, from his own study of the matter, that,
in order to win back the Muslims to the idea of a United Indla, the Central
Government must have minimum authority, ie. the Central Government
should be vested with the least possible authorily and control over the
component parts, He admits that the circumstances of India demanded 3
strong centre as has already been too well demonstrated. Nevertheless he
would make the concession to the Muslim demsnd and -make what he ealls
a minimal centre with functions confined to (1) foreign affairs and defence,
(2} tariffs, (3) currency and, as eminently desirable {(4) communieations.
These are matters in which there is not likely to be conflict of interests. He
thinks that if the Muslim sentiment is to be fully satisfied, even this minimal
centre is not enough as they claim independent nationhood for Muslim
India and would be satisfied with nothing less than the recognition of that,
and of the Muslims being put on a faoting of equality with the Hindus.
If such a claim is admissible and should be admitted, he would provide
regional arrangements dividing India into four regions almost exclusively
for the purpose of constiting this Central Government. He would constitute
therefore four regions for India, The Indus and the Ganges Valleys, the
Det_:carl and the Delta Country of the South; two of these have a Muslim
majority and the other two, a Hindu Majority. Thiz the Professor thinks
would meet the Muslim Idea although it falls short of the Pakistan that u-:
actually demanded. With such an arrangement, he believes the Mualims
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would be agreeable to share the ceniral authority with the Hindus, that
central authority having but minimal powers. The Central Goverment
would be a comparatively small affair, and its legislature may even be
reduced to a single house of legislature. He would allow however that the
economic regions for this kind of a regionalism may not be good enough
all round. He would therefore allow dominantly Muslim areas to have
this regionalism while dominantly Hindu areas might get on without this
notion of regionalism. The adoption of this regionalism might even induce
Indian States to join the regions where economic similarities recommended
such a union. It would mean therefore that India would be divided into
a smaller number of regions, in fact four, leaving but a minimal centre.
There was an interesting discussion that followed in which distinguished
administrators and others took part. Prof. Earnest Barker, who pregided took
care to point out that democracy is not synonymous with the rule of a
majority as such; rather it was the common will as negotiated and agreed
between a majority and a minority after due discussion. In effect it would
mean rule by consent, the voting majority on any question being a record
of the decree of that consent obtained as a result of the discussion. In actual
practice, as i pointed out in the course of the discussign, the Congress
Government showed clearly fthe supremaecy of the arithmetical majority
reducing democracy to the ‘mob-rule’ or tyranny of the majority as Aristotle
called it.

‘Prof. Barker went further in the discussion and pointed out that other
methods are possible for the Government of India than either the Cabinet
method of Great Britain, or the Federal method, and made the important
suggestion that the religio-sacial communities of India should be encauraged
extra~politically to assume the status of corporate bodies in regard to matters
of religion, education and social customs. In fact he asked, “Was it not
wild dream that the religio-socia! communities of India might find some
satisfaction extra politically, that is, in the autonomous management of their
community concerns of religon, education and and social observances?” That
is in regard to the provinces. But in regard to the Cenire he is rather
inclined towards the suggestion of regionalisation, and suggested deep consi-
deration of the ‘felicitous suggestion’ as he called it. The Secretary of State
for Indin who joined in the discussion was content to point out that the .
peculiar type of constitution of Great Britain and the Dominions was not the
only ome, and suggested the exploration of alternative possibilities., Lord
Hailey agreeing with Prof. Coupland in regard to the causes that brought
about the situation in India doubted whether it was right that the Indians
should be under the belief that England had determined to divest herself
of all responsibilities for India and hand them over to the Indians themselves
which was really responsible for the impasse. He did not quite appreciate
the regional srrangements suggested as it semed to him too artificlal. He
disapproved of a weak Centre that Prof. Coupland's scheme would imply.
Sir Alfred Watson did not feel persuaded that the conditions of regionalisa-
tion, as it seemed to him were not against all human nature. “He was loth
to give the minority representing only one-sixth of the population, an equal
vote with the other five-sixths, and enable the actual minority to determine
the policy.” He explained that such a reversal of democratic practice would
be unacceptable anywhere. He certainly objected to the weakening of the
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Centre which this would imply and pointed out that such a weak Centre
in India would be a menace to the World, Like Lord Hailey he -thought
that respounsibility for the future of India was not intended to be wholly
Indian and pointed out that the introduction of communal representation
by the British Government clamped upon ndia a form of Government in
which there could not be an alicration of parlies in power such as there
was in Britain., ‘Until India accepted this democratic notion of parties not
divided by religions or race but by funciion,’ he said, 'we must continue
to have very large responsibility’ He would leave it to a {uture generation
to find some solution for the problem ol representation other than that based
on communal antagonism.

Sir Robert Reid raised the question of the backward tribes in India,
referring particularly to those in Assam and recomnmended frankly that these
be left out allogther as they were not of India in religion, culture or appear-
ance, and should not be attached to any particular province in their poli-
tically backward condition. They were found primarily in North-Eastern
India which has an important role to play in the future. In any treatmant
recommended for these tribes, he wanted that this aspecl of the guestion
should be horne in mind.

Sir Frederic Sykes who took the Chair' when Prol. Barker vacated it,
took care to point out that the regional arrangement proposed had no regard
to the population for the regions concerned, nor did it pay any attention to the
Indian States. He further pointed out that nothing was seid in the scheme
regarding the important minority communities like the Sikhs, if they object
strongly to the weakening of the Centre, and concluded by saying that the
making of the constitution was a task which the Indians themselves should
attempt, Prof. Coupland’s suggestions being valuable as aid thereto.

The discussion on Indian constitutional changes was taken up on a.

subsequent day (January 1§, 1344), Lord Erskine leading the discussion.
Lord Erskine made it clear at the outset that he was not one of those who
disclaim parliamentary responsibilily for the future of India, and started
with the idea, stated time and again that the Amery-Cripps proposals stand.
The first essential to political progress in India, according to him, is the
discovery of a method of constitutional progress acceptable alike to the Muslim
community and the Hindu majority., He is of opinion that the
safeguards provided in the Act of 1935 should ordinarily be enough. He
assured his audience that the special powers provided in the Aet were not
suspended nor abrogated. He is not hopelul that the analogy of foreign
constitutions would help the solution of the problem in India, and, that for
a very considerable time, the continuance of an official functionary like the
Viceroy would be necessary. He is definitely of opinion that in any possible
arrangement the Provinces might continue 1o administer as here~to-fore while
the Central Government that may be possible would be necessarily weak.
The alternative would be, according to him, ‘the division of India into several
separate and quite independent states. This he rules out because in spite of
differences there is a clearly prevalent and widespread feeling that the unity
of India must be mainiained. He doubts whether those that advocate sepa-
ration realise the immensity of the problem, and would ascribe all the present
trouble to the introduction of democracy, ‘which works by counting heads.’
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He points out 95 millions of Muhammadans looking askance at 255 millions
of Hindus, he points out further that other sections of the population entertain
similar fears. He doubis whether the regional plan of Prof. Coupland will
succeed and is doubtful whether a division of the country into more fully
autonomous provinces would satisfy the Muslim demand. He hopes however
that if the Centre is limited strictly in respect of its power, it may be accep-
table, He would guote the analogy of the Roman Empire in the centuries
following the Christian Era as an illuminating historical example. In the
discussion whech followed Mr. Godfrey Nicholson who took the Chair,
regarded this as the most important question. He would recommend the
continuance even of the deadlock till the Indians themselves could
produce a constitution of their own making.

Sir John Hubback felt that Prof. Coupland’s work laid too much stress
upon the Hindu-Muslim problem to the neglect of the states. He thought
the problem of the states is about as urgent, if not more, than the Hindu-
Muslim problem. In regard to the backward tribes, he thought Prof. Coup-
land’s treatment was hardly satisfactory in the interests of the 25 millions.
According to him they ought to be a charge upon the Cenire.

A. K, Pillai who followed in the discussion took the future of India to
be a number of autonomous states with a Central Government of a confederal

type.

Sir Henry Craik confined his remarks more or less to the states. He
pointed out at the outset thet owing to the Congress attacks the states would
be disinclined to join an All India Union and would much prefer a separate
dominion of their own, rather than introducing the clash of the democratic
and autocratic idealogies. There is a further difficulty of an economic cha-
racter which made a states dominion impossible. The attainment of the
status of a dominion would annul all treaty rights between the states and
the Crown. If British protection is io continue, the maintenance of a
British force would be necessary and that”is not likely to be acceptable either
to Indla or to Britain. Prof. Coupland's suggestion therefore was to the
states being united with British India under guarantees for territorial inte-
grity and continuance of the Governments. Sir Henry thought however
that that arrangement is not likely to prove satisfactory and that the Princes
would have to sgree to far reaching changes in their status. If somehow
or other they are brought into the general! Indian polity the British Govern-~
ment will have to be continued as a Central protecting power.

Mr, Tudor Owen who followed in the discussion recommended a
constitutional form of Government for the states leaving the big cities oulside
the dominions and would have such global force that may be established for
the world order, for the future cantrol over these.

Mr. Jayadeva following pointed out that Professor Couplend’s division
would not satisfy India which aspires to a political unification, econemic
development of the country, harmonious development of industry and
cultural development.

Mr. J. P. Brander considered the Coupland scheme an academic one. He
thought that the Hindus would not agree to Pakistan, and people realised from .
10 .
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recent events that an undivided India and a strong Central Government alike
essentinl. He felt even Dominion Staius would be an impossible ideal.
He came to the conclusion that Western Parliamentary democracy could not
work in India. On the analogy of Russia and China, he would consider u
strong executive Government would be lound necessary for India, and thal
can be furnished only by the British Government.

Admiral Sir Fitz Herbert pointed out that the eflort at solving the
inier communal problem a failure. The altempl to solve the problem would
have to be from the point of view of ihe posilion which India was likely
to hold in the Post-War world., The second point of importance would be

" the defence of the country. If the problem is attacked from the point of
view of these two, a final solution would be possible, In summing up e
discussion Lord Erskine foupd thut no solution scemed possible for the
present, but continued exploration might result in a satisfactory solution
being found.

This discussion in the East India Association on Prof. Coupland’s
suggestions throws into relief the difliculties of the problem. The Hrst
question which calls for attention is whether in the post-war world the Cenlie
could be weakened with a view to the position and influence which India
is bound to exercise. A. strong, and as far ss may be a unilicd Centre is
of the essence of the situation. Even In the Hindu days when the Stales
of India were almost independent, the arrangement generally was that
complete autonomy was given to the subordinate States snd Provinces in
respect of the most part of the civil and internal administration. Neverthe-
less the Central Government had important functions, and had to be
maintained in power to discharge those functions which necessarily were
those of external defence, foreign relations, commerce and communications
in the interior, the preservation ol peace in lhe inlerior as far as it was
possible in those days 10 ensure orderly progress of the various parts. The
need for a strong Cenire certainly is not less now, nor is it likely to be in
the post-war world. In fact a strong Cenire would seem to be of the essence
of the situation. The next point of importance, in fact the most essential
fact of importance, is whether a division in any form at all is called for.
If the Muslim minoritly, a large and important minority as it is, should be
given the right of self determination what is it that prevents other important
minorities which may perhaps be less numerous, but ccriainly not less
important, should be given a similar consideralion; and this would become
the more urgent as these comparatively small minorities would become far
greater minorities in any one of the regions of Prof. Coupland, or of the
divided India of Pakistan. So far there has not been shown any important
consideration other than religion to call for this kind of a division. In the
actual condition of India, where at least in Hindu India the social organisa-
tion is based, if we might say so, on religion, arrangements will have to be
made to safeguard the really vital religicus interests of the minorities, the
bigger ones as well as the smaller, and the proper method of attack in an effort
to _SGttle this problem, is to wmake efficient provision for safeguarding the
religious interests of the minorities all of them and allow considerable

amount of freedom of conscience in respect of various matters. From the

] point fnf view of secular interest it has not been shown that there could be
any difference between Muslims and the other communities in India.. Any
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division of India on the basis of religion would cut it up into too many pieces
to pull its weight in international world politics. On that single ground any
attempt at division should be deprecated.

One other important matter is whether India can by her own resources
alone provide for her defence un land, sea and air. The discussion we have
reviewed above brought it out clearly that India should maintain her asso-
ciation with the British Commonwealth, it may be in a revised form. If so,
the “Quit India” notion would be putting the cart before the horse. There
is further the economic position of India. To assure a sound ceonomic
position, outside association would be quite as important as internal -
reorganisation such as agricultural and economic reconstruction. '

On the whole we may congratulate the East India Association on having
brought about such a valuable diseussion on the Coupland Repart* All
points raised in the course of the discussion deserve the most anxipus conside-
ratich of all those interested in the welfare of India, present and future.

*Prof. Coupland’s Report on the Indian Problem. 3 volumes. Published
by the Oxford University Press. Vol. I, Indian Problem—1833-1935. Vol. 10,
Indian Politics—1936-1942. Vol. II, Future of India.



Reviews

INDIA AND DEMOCRACY, by Sir George Schuster and Guy Wint. Messrs,
MacMillan & Co.

This is an important work bearing upon a topic of the utmost importance
at the present moment. As its name indicates, the work deals with® the
question of a demderatic Guvernment for India and the prospects that lay
" hefore the country in the post-war world for which India should, like other
countries, prepare herself even while deeply engaged In her war efforts.
The bnok falls broadly into twn parts—part 1 by Guy Wint and part 11 by
Sir Ceorge Schuster. The first part is s survey of India's past. both poll-
tieal and social in twe parts. Tt passes rapidly and very cursorily in review
the political and social back ground before the British contact with India.
This is followed immediately by the influence that the British conﬂec_ﬂm
exercised over both the political and social constitution of the countyy bring-
ing the account down to the date of the Act of 1935. Notwithstanding the
serious study of the problems connected with the question made by the
author, we can hardly resist making the remark that the study of India,
particularly Hindu Indis, is cursory and the views expressed therein cannot
" be regarded as anything but the result of a mere superficial observation.
We might mention ss 2 mere instance that it is broadly stated that these
purely Indian administrations had a very narrow outlock and hardly did
anything of a permanently beneficial character for the welfare of the country.
It would be useless to eavil where the book devotes less than 80 pages to
the survey; but this remark is too important a statement to be passed gver.
To mention merely an instance, of beneficlal constructive works, we have
orly to mention a few irrigation works which would compare with the
modern magnificent works of a similar character, and enuld not but have had
the same idea of lasting bencfit to the generations yet te come when thege
were actually constructed. The Lake of Girmar of Asoka and the Anieut
of Karikila Chola on the Kaveri which presented, according to competent
avthority, the idea of controlling waters at the head of the Delta, and
distribute it for the benefit of agriculture. The construction of the great
irrigation tank, the so called Bhojpur Lake by King Bhoja, with a water
spread of 250 miles, as caleulated by the Royal Engineers whoe surveyed the
reglon for the purposes of the construction of the G.IP. Railway, and the
almost simultaneous construction of an lrrigation tank on the borders of the
Tanjore and South Arcot Districts, the bund of which extended over a length
of 16 miles. Many other instances could be quoted, some perhaps even
during the period of Muhammadan rule, to rebut this general statement.
This need not mean that the British Administration was not responsible for
achievements of great benefit to the people. When Mr. Guy Wint passey
on to the more modern aspect of the question he presents an account which
may be regarded as eminently falr. Fven where he discusses the influence
of a personality like Mahatma Gandhi, he presents a conspectus of events
that led to the Act of 1935 and the working of the Act during the years
following. On the whole he presents the case falrly even in deseribing the
failure of that Act and the causes that actuslly brought it about.
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After this preliminary survey, begins the really more important part of
the work, that of Sir George Schuster. Sir George surveys the problem
from the vantage point of one who occupied the position of administrative
responsibility and helped in the carrying on of the Government of India
during the critical perlied. He presents on the whole an arresting account
of the problems that confront India layihg emphasis on a wide national
service which in India has to be essentially rural and agricultural not
withstanding the vast expansion and improvement on the industrial side of
it. He views the position of India az a country which has to take its place
among the nations of world in postwar times. In his own words, ‘it is not
that India should set any limit to her ambitions for attaining industrial
greatness, but rather that industrial greatness must be halanced by agri-
cultural progress, and that artificial encouragement o advance in the
industrial fleld must be regulated as part of a comprehensive plan’. On
that basis he writes his account and presents on the whole a very fair and
impartial review of the position bringing into consideration all the elements
of the complex problem of India, religious and communal differences, the
position of the Indian States, India’s standing among the nations of the world
Involving problems of international relations, defence, etc. He brings out
the salient features of his conclusions in a chapter at the end of the book
where he presents the whole in a dialogue “etween an imaginery Indian
reader and himself. He sums up the whale in the following terms:

‘My main conclusions are four. First Parliamentary democracy of
the Westminister pattern will not suit India and you will have to
work out a system of your own. Secondly, there can be no true demo-
eracy of any form except on a foundation of better universal education
than exists at present in India, nor indeed, without this can there he
any real social and materfal improvement, Thirdly, the communal
question can only be settled in the course of working together on
practical tasks. Therefore the essential thing is to find = basis on
which Indians cen, with adequate freedom and responsibility, get started
to work on the practical tasks of administration and government. n
order to gel such a start in conditions which all sides will accept, I
believe that the presence of some Impartial arbitral authority may
provide the key to the whole problem. I believe that in the long run
this can be best secured by developing the functions of the British -
Crown. Fourthly, India will-not be able for some time to stand alone

in the world, She will not have the necessary political strength and

unity, nor, which is of much more practical importance, will she have

th: necessary strength to defend herself, fighting forces adequately trained
and commanded, as well ag manufacturing capacity capable of equip-

ping those forces. Her best chance of obiaining freedom and security
to develop her own destiny on her o -

wn  lines Y 1
member of the British group’. es lies In remaining a

We commend the book as a very important contribution to the study
of the subject by all who are interested in the problems of the day however
different may be the views actually held by them.
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THE BHAGAVAD GITA AND MODERN SCHOLARSHIP By Mr. S. C. Rov.
M.A, (Land.), I.E.8. Messrs. Luzac & Co., London, Publishers.

This is part ] of presumahbly four parte intended ultimately - to give a
right interpretation apparently of the Bhapavad Gita by the author. The
volume before us is a preliminary study of work already done on the
Bhagavad Gita. The Bhagavad Gita has received a very considerable amount
of attention in reccnt times and several scholars of eminence have sludied
the problem and several important publications have bech made amvailable.
A work like the Gita accepted as a work of canonical authority by all sects
of Hindus and consisting of a little more than 700 $lokas. and forming o
part of the Mahibhiraia challanges enquiry. This naturally iakes the form
whether the work is an integral part of the Mahiibharata challanges enquiry.
This natyrally takes the form whether the work is an integral parl of the
Mahibharata: whother it had been written by the author of the
Mahabharatn:  whother o was a  single esuthor that wrote the
Mahabhiirata if the Mahabharata is composed of varlous parts
put together by onc author, or having been written on smaller compass.
had received additions from time to time. If so, whether the Gita Is one
such addition. Such are the questions that naturally arise and have actually
been asked and answered. As a preliminary enquiry, an examination was
made whether the Cita by itself is a work of ome hand or whether it

has suffered interpollations. This last question of interpollation has received

considerable attention. The German Savant Richard Garbe made an ela-
borate enquiry and even that has been considerably improved by a disciple
of his, Prof. Otie in the Original Gita, a work of learning and value guite
reccntly. This author has, by his investigation. reduced the original Gita
to a comparatively small treatise of but 122 flokas as the genuine Gita,
the rest of it being interpollations. This raised the one important question
as to the validity of on engury like this, and the method pursued as to
what is the genuine text of the author and what are interpolations. Unfortu-
nately in an enquiry like this it often happens that the enguirer tries to read
his own thoughts into the work and his sense of what is proper and what
is not, a great deal depends upon his judgment. Such dn enquiry easily-
reduces itself to the doctrinasire method of judging certain parts as fit and
preper, and tho others ae interpolations which sometimes looks quite arbi-
trary, from the point of view of an integral notion of the Gita. One particu-
lar detail of this enquiry, which ‘leads to a number of similar
wrong details, is in the interpretation of certain expressions occur-
ring in the Gita as representing certain well-known text books on the
subject of more modern compaosition; the familiar terms sdnkya and poga have
been taken to represent ideas incorporated in the classical text books of the
name which clearly belong to a later period. Making an elaborate engquiry
in full detail, Mr. Roy arrives at the conclusion that the Gita is, except for
trifling details, one integral and iz more an upenished than sn episode of
the épiec Mahabharata. There is some warrant for this as there is some
authority for Krishna being regarded as an upanished teacher of the
Pincharita school. Taking the Bhagavad Gita to be such, Mr. Roy comes
to the concluslon that the Mahibhérata, as it has come down to us, is a
vast wark which had undergone revisions from time to time and additions,

the Bhagavad Gita being one such addition at a particular stage of these
revisions, . -

REVIEWS 153

Then he launches into the enguiry concerning the character of
the Mahibhirata and its composition. This naturaily is a vast enquiry and
leads to much discussion regarding the various parts and possible inter-
polations among which this aythor would lay emphasis upon what he calis
the Vaishnava revision. This, according to the author, is responsible for the
introduction of the upanishadie Gita into the Mahabharata, the Gita itself
undergoing incidentally a Vaishnava revision likewise, a revison wheh trans-
formed an upariskadic wvédantic handbock inte a Vaishnava manual of the
Panchardtrins, This only makes the interpolation theory sectarian in point
of character; whetiffer it would bear that interpretation and whether it is
demonstrable it is a general handbook of védantic thought, véddntic meaning
perhaps advaidic having been transformed by clever interpollation into a
Vaishnava manual.

This naturally leads to an enquiry into the possible relationship of the
Bhagavad Gita to the Mokshadharma of the Mohibhirate which contains the
Narayaniye, the orthodox text book of the Pancharatrins. Mr. Roy regards
this Narayaniya as & separate treatise incorporated into the Mahabharaty as
the Upanishad Gita itself and various ather important treatises. He attempts
to demonstrate that the Ndrgyaniye is later than the Gite and must have
been included in the Mahabharata cither simultanecusly or separately., He
dues not appear to make any relerence to the Ekiyang Sikha of the Veda
which the Pancharatrins claim as older than even the Rig Veda itself, and

“un the authority of which has been based the Pancharatra itself. No doubt

this. E‘_ktiyuna. Salche is now believed to he lost although there are references
1o it in the older upanishads themselves, such as, for instance, Chandokya.

This ren:xains to be tackled before Mr. Roy’s conclusion could be accepted
as anything final.

The work under review gives evidence of an elaborate and detailed
s-tudy of ths‘T whole mass of literalure bearing upon these important ques-
tons, and gives evidence of immense reading and critical faculty of a high

order, .We shall await the publication of the [urther parts of this important
waork with very great expectancy.

EARBL];;[N(;IAIIS_.TORY OF THE VAISHNAVA FAITH AND MOVEMENT IN
s K D. FROM SANSKRIT AND BENGALI SOURCES. By 8ri .
. K. De, Professor and Head of the Department of the Sanskrit Dapt.,

Dacca University, Dacca. Publishers: Th
Publishers Ltd, Calcutia. : e General Printers and

A hxstory‘ of the Vaishnava movement con a comprehensive scale has
heen .the desideratum for some considerable time thotgh very important
contributions to the study of the subject have been made from?;:ne 11;)0 time
within receni years. The history to be complete and satisfactory has per-
haps to go back to the earliest times to find the roots of bhakyti andpfhe
Bhagavata doctrines and trace the development of this school of religious
b'elief and practices from thence onwards to the present time when it is a
!wing faith with various forms prevailing all over the Indian continent, In
its later development it has branched off into various schools m‘osﬂ
according to localities, each of which having its own peculiarities of £eaturei
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developed under varying conditions, One such major movement is the
Vaishnavism of the Bengal school, or as it is sometimes called the Chaitanya
movement, ancther important school similar to this would be the Gujarati
school of Vallabhacharya on which there has just been brought out an impor-
tant treatise awaiting review. The Vaishnava faith as such goes back to
the days of the vedic and pre-vedic, evidences have recently been found of
the Vaishnava cult in the lndus Valley civilisation going back perhaps to
times anterior., From these small beginnings, the religion, Vaishnavism,
has been growing irom time to time till in the centuries on either side of
the Christian Era some kind of a special stimulation h& been given to it,
znd we find the-efflurescence of the faith all over the continent. It seems
1o have had a congenial home in South India and developed there into its
full measure during the first millennium after Christ, and received the hall-
mark of a systematic religion in the hands of Ramanuja. It seems to have
been propagated thence onwards, moved inte the Maharashira country, thence
northwards to Central India and the United Provinces where it found »
second home, and thence spread in varieus forms eastward, west-ward
and north-westward into various reforming religions of M"d‘?m Indi_a. This
vast movement has to be traced in all details in any history of the Vaishnava
movement as such, and this in summary is clearly indicated in the prelinui-
nary chapter of the Padma Purana which could be taken to indicate the
correct order of progress of the Vaishnava movement. In this work, a
comprehensive treatise on the important movement in Bengal, we find the
fullness of treatment naturally to be expected from the vast learning and
carveful scholarship of the authar, He traces Lhe Bengal Movement certainly
to the school of Brindaban and goes back o its carlier alliliations. He seems
te find that he could not trace the Bengal Vaishnavism to anything anterior to
the Srimad Bhigavala and is content to take thal as the ulterior limit. He
does not attempt to trace any conneclion belween the Bengal movement with
that either of Scuth India or of the Mahdrashira, The Bengal Vaishnava
Movement as such, it would be regarded as unconnected with the Southern
Vuishnava Movement or of that in Mahardshtra, The tracing of any such
connection would be possible only by a deep and inlimate study of details of
this movement which, for various obvious reasons, may nuvl yet be altoge-
ther possible. Such comparative study would become possible by 8 detailed
study of these separate movemenis and then a comparative study to estimate
the influence of one school upon ancther. There is a considerable amount
of prejudice, naturally as it may appear, to acknowledge indehtedness to the
Southern school in particular. It seems however possible to trace the influence
of the South both in the Vaishnavism of the Brindaban schoel and in its
further developments in the north. The indebtedness of the South to the
northern school of Vaishnavism in jts early stages is complete and provable
almost on textual authority which takes us back to the beginning of the
Christian Era., To this vast study Dr. De's bogk does make an important,
contribution giving us a fully detailed history of Bengal Vishnavism
exploiting the sources in Sanskrit and Bengali more or less fully, We
com}l:lend the work to all serious students of the Hislory of Vaishnavism as
a whole, .
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STUDIES IN LATER MUGHAL HISTORY OF THE PUNJAB 1707-1793.
By Hari Ram Gupta. M.A, PhD. With a foreword by Sir Shafaat
Ahmad Khan. (The Mi.nerva_Book Shop, Lahore 1944).

- As 8ir 8. A, Khan has pointed out, few historians have attempted the
detailed history of the Punjab in the eighteenth century, and particularly
about its middle. Dr. Gupta can therefore be regarded as one of the pioneers
to plough this field. With his usual thoroughness and detailed equipment as
to sources analytically sifted, he traces the main stages in the dissolution of
Mughal rule in the Punjab and explains the factors that brought it about.
That enabled -the Sikhs to revive their power after the quarter of a century
of extreme depression in their fortunes following the death of Banda, The
story of Adina Beg Khan whe became a man of mark is striking, as that of
a person who could fleai on the surface of anarchical politics and even
succeed. Thus he became independent hoth of the Emperor and the Governor
of Lahore in those stormy days and contrived with the help of the Marathas
ard the Sikhs fo expel the Afghans from the Punjab in 1798, shortly before
he died. His record as an administrator was good in an age of administra-
tive confusion and political anarchy In diplomacy and statesmanship he
was much above the average. He was the chief instrument in the fall of
the'capable' Mughlani Bepam, whose career as the ruler of her husband’s
heritage might have heen easily more successful, with a little more care
and self-restraint on her part.

The invasions of Ahmad Shah Durrani are next detailed and followed
Py an account of Timur Shah’s campaigns in the Punjab down to his death
in the middle of 1793. An account is also given of the resources and extent
?f the Durrani empire and of the character of its administration, A note
is given about the effect on the Indian dress and produced by the Durrani
rule in the Punjab and the Afghan contact with the Indians. At the end
there is @ descriptive account of the invader's road from Kabul to Delhi
which was marked by pillars fixed at regular intervals. The appendix matter
is interesting ag showing the quick recovery of the Sikh power and its asser-.
ton of sovereign right even immediately after the disaster of Panipat. 'The
bibliographical noles on the sources are fairly exhaustive. It is impossible
to .gi_ve a more detailed analysis of this able survey of the most complicated
p?lltlcs of a province which was the battle ground of Mughal and Maratha
Sikh and Afghan, for a number of eritical years, ,

. C. 8 8

I-HST(?RY OF THE SIKHS By Hari Ram Gupta, M.A., PhD, Vol. I1—
Cis-Sutlej gikhs~1769-1799 pp. XIX & 320—with a Forward by Sir
Jogendra Singh. = Vol IM—Trans-Sutlej Sikhs 1769-1799 rp. X &
183. (The Minerva Book Shop, Lahore). 1944 : .

~ Dr. Gupta has established a secure reputation as a researcher
well-versed in the history of Northern Indiz in the 18th and 19th centuries'
T?le. first volume of his History of the Sikhs {1739-68) was in the words of'
Sir J + N. Sarkar, useful in building up on a granite foundation one period of
Punjab History, including that of the Delhi Empire. Though not a Sikh him-

self. he brought out in shining colours the heroes and patriots of the Sikh
" I .
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community in the pre-Ranjit Singh epech, and he slso gave us thereln an
instructive picture of Sikh life and character which had been moulded by
factors of political oppression and a bitter struggle for survival

Thus, Dr. Gupta says that the story of the progress of the Sikhs of
. the Cis-Sutlej country, from 1769 onwards until the close of that century
is one of their almost annual blundering raids into the Upper Gangetic Doab,
which, however, though full of sad relics, have not been wholly unprofitable
With a little more vision and a litle more statesmanship, the Sikhs could
- ensily have become masters of Northern India. After a survey of the politi-
cal condition of India, comprehending even states of the distant south like
Hyderabad, the Carnatic and Mysore, our author finds o life of complete
selfish isolation marking all the states of the time, with no personal hond
between the ruler and the ruled, and justifynig the remark made by Jean
Law that “so far as I can see there is nothing that you could call Government
between Patna and Delhi,” The Cis-Sutlej Sikhs themselves were tomn by
mutual rivalry and jealotsy and their army cotsequently came to be eplit
up into a miscellaneous collection of independent fendal contingents, based
upon a chain of dependency of land-holding reaching down to the
" individusl horseman. The enterprising expeditions indulged in by the
Sikh Chiefs formed in one sense a transition to the evolution of their territo-
rial chiefshipa. Their relations with Zahita Khan Rohilla in the years
1775-79 form a very intriguing and complicated tissue of political fraud and
changing military alliances. Abdul Ahad Khen contributed a good deal to
the intervention of the Sikhg in the affairs of Delhi and the Dosb. The
career of Amar Singh of Patiala is illustrative of the way In which a resource~
ful Sikh Sirdar built up his position and could take advantage of the politieal
situation. Najaf Khan had to repeat in 1781 what the Sayyid brothers had
done to the Marathas 62 years before and to accept the sovereignty of the
Sikhs aver the country to the west of the Jumna and their right of levying
blackmail ealled Rakhi, (being two annas in the rupee of the standard land
revenue) in the Mughal territories in the Upper Gangetic Doab. The impor-
tance of this recognition and its consegquences are clearly brought out hy
Dr. Gupta. The further open encroachment of the Sikhs and their incress-
ing Interférence in Delhi palitics alarmed the British Government and Warren
Hastings minuted, on the 22nd April 1784, on the need of foerming an alliance
with the Emperor against the Sikhs, as an additional security against their
invasions near the Frontiers of Oudh. Hingne, the Maratha Agent at Delhi,
feared the consequences that enight result from this new plan and Hastings
had finally to give up the idea of setiing up a pro-English party in Delhi.
Mahadji Sindia’s treaty with the Sikhs concluded in May 1785, though on
a provisional basis, had a fitful career and finally broke off, owing to the
inherent dificulties of the sitwation. On the whole, Sindla’s policy towards
the Sikhs should be said to have been a failure. He appreciated the fighting
capacity of the Sikhs and-the value of an active ca-operation with them.
But they were most intractable and not at all amenakle to reason. They
also lacked political vision and a sense of diplomatic values; and the result
was that the Sindia failed to keep them in check and his Agents were unable
to prevent their inroads. Tn the years after his death their depredations
became more marked and their clash with Thomas and Perron and final

submission to Shah Zaman closed an epoch, but did not indicate any definite
settlement. .
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Dr. Bupta takes up in the third volume the story of the Trans-Sutlej
Stkhs in the same years., He traces the career of expansion of the Sikh
power from the Doabs of the Ceniral Punjab into the surrounding plains
on all sides and thence on inio the regions of Kangra and Jamna. Their
conflict with Shah Zaman in the fateful years 1793-99 are delineated at .
great length. The significance of Ranjit Singh's oceupation of Lahore was
two-fold. It meant the beginning of the process of the extinction of inde-
pendent Sikh chiefs and the establishment of a definite united monarchy.
A chapter is devoted to the nature and character of Sikh administration, with
particular attention to land tenure and revenue and the administration of
justice, regarding both of which a considerable improvement was effected
on the previous condition. It is however to be noted that fear of the grow-
ing Sikh power diverted trade from Afghanistan and beyond, from the Punjab
to Northern Rajputana. The picture of the social economic life of the
people Is interesting but does not call for any particular remark, except that
the country was on the whole well-governed and the condition of the cultiva-
tors and other classes of the people was very much better at this time than
it was subsequef}tly under Ranjit Singh and his followers, The documen-
tation and illustrative meps are very useful and the index iz clear and
very explanatory, . iy

C. 8 8

1. THE EASTERN FRONTIER OF BRITISH INDIA pp. 413 (1943) 2
ANNEXATION OF BURMA pp. 338 (1944). By Anil Chandra

Banerjee, M.A., (Published by A. Mukerjee & Bros, 2, College Square,
Calcutta) ,

Dr. A. C. Banerjee has become a well-known figure among workers
in the feld of Modern Indian History and his recent publication of a biography
of Peshva Madhava Rac I has been generally acclaimed as 2 lucid and cor-
rect exposition of a complicated subject of study. The first of the twe books
under review stakes up the history of the policy pursued by the British
CGovernment towards Assam and Burma in the past. Since with Japan's
enfry into the great war, Burma and the threat to India from its side have
brought into prominence the importance of the Eastern Frontier both from
the political and from the military point of view. >

The observations of Captain Welsh, wha was sent o Assam in thé€ time
of Lord Cornwallis, show us that he exceeded the authority delegated to
him by Government, but claimed to be excused for having done so in the
sPedaI circumstanees of the prevailing conditions in Assam. The prohibi-
tion of any interference in Assamese politics, ordered hy Sit John Shore.

like Cornwallis’s uncertain attitude was d i
ve to the other pre-occupations of
the Calcutta Government then. P P

Anglo-Burmese relations were radically changed by the Burmese con-
quest of Arakan and by the consequent migration of-th-e Mags into Bengal.
The pacific Government of Shore was not prepared to precipitate any out-
bresk of war owing to the apparently aggressive attitude displayed by the
Burmese, The different commercial missions to Burma, beginning with that
of Captain Symes, whose report is a verwv 1e~fsl ang instructive source, are
detailed in a chapter which concludes with the opinion that Captain’Cox
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gave as to the necessity of a solid alliance with Burma, which otherwise was
in a fair way to come under the influence of the French. Wellegley could
not bring zbout any definite understanding and Burmese highhandedness
continued as befora to be exhibited in a very unreasoning manner. The
. gquestion of the Arakan rcfugees and the increasing troubles with Assam
are outlined in the succeeding chaplers and the complicated nature of British
relations with Cachay and with reference to the Arakan boundary, the final
rupture with the Burmese Government, the operations of the war of 1824-2G
and the contenis and significance of the treaties that ended the war, form
the narrative of the rest of the book. Dr. Banerjee is inclined to exonerate
Ambherst from the blame that was directed against him for his failure in the
vigorous conduct of the operations of the invading army. The treaties of
1826 which are given in the appendix matter show m considerable smount
of restraint on the part of the British. Amherst himself was first unwilling
to snnex Arakan and the amount of indemnity was recommdended for a
reduction by General Campbell, One-third of Assam was brought direcily
under British rule in order that the required revenue for the maintenance
of a garrison might be assured. The commercial treaty P".O‘“d“’d flor In the
treaty of Yandabo was the real basis from which further complications were
to proceed dand drag the Burmese again into war.

The second book Amnexation of Burma surveys the events leading to
the annexation of Arkan and Tenasserim in 1826 and the miserable fortunes
experienced by the Pritish Residency in Burma, followed by the declaration
of war In 1852 and the annexation of Lower Burma,—the whole narrative of
the war and its operations being very full and elaborate. Col. Phayre, who
carried out the annexation, makes it clear in his journal that he was per-
fectly justified in claiming that his failure to seeure a treaty was not due
to any of his own faults. The later treaties of commerce secured by Phayre
and by Fytche are interesting preliminaries to the ruin of king Mindan’s
kingdom and to the lass of its independence. The reign of Thibaw ending
in the* Third Burmese War and the annexation of Upper Burma form =a
most distressing chapter; and we learn that the annexation &hich had not
heen finally decided on by the Government of India when they despatched
their army to occupy Mandalay, was forced upon them by the Secretary of
State acting under the pressure of British commercial interests. The sup-
pression of dacoity and the other good work at recrgapisation done in Burma
by the British require to be narrated in a subsequent volume and this
suggestion we commend to our scholarly and industrious author.

C. 8 8

HISTORY OF INDIA. By Narendra Krishna Sirtha, M.A., Ph.D., and Anil
Chandra Banerjee, M.A. (Published by A. Mukerjee & Bros, College
Square, Caleutta). Pages 832, First Edition, April 1944, Price
Rs. 12[8!-.

This book is intended for the use of College students, particularly of
the Intermediate and B.A, Pass stages. It has got the merit of having been

written on a unified plan and of embodying, in a continuous and simple

narrative, all the fruits of the latest researches dope in the main fields
of Indian historical inguiry. It contains the usual introductory matter of the
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geographical and racial factors that underlie the evolution of our history;
herein it stresses the concept of the fundamental unity of India underlying
the physieal and other diversity thal prevails. The sources of information
are explained in their principal categurics and, happily, have not heen
made heavy. The features and affinities of the Indus civilisation and the
various stages of the evolution of Indo-Aryan culture and history follow
a definite line of ireatment marked by continuity and precise expression.
The dynastic history of Northern India, inLerspei‘scd with notices of the
cultural condition of the land, is fairly fulll Scuth India and the Deccan
i {he first millennium A.D. are however compressed in about 18 pares and
the later dynasties and their fortuncs down to the thiricenih century get
equally compressed. The estimate of various rulers of the Muhammadan'
dynasties that ruled in the land is faivly satisfactory. The characteristic
feptures  of Turkish  administration, of Indo-Muslim Art and
of the Bhakti cult of the times, the rule of the Mughal and Suri dynaslies,
the estimaic of the Maratha Stale in its political and cultural signifieance
for India and the cmcrgence of settled British rule from out of the confusion
ol the eighleenth. century, are all well preportioned, alike from the points
of view of sequence, clarity of outline and muiual interaction. Perhaps the
reader may feel that there has been an undue compression into very short
compass of the history of the 1%th and 20th centuries and the consequent
fore-shortening of modern tendencics in our history. But this is, to a
certain extent, inevilable in a work which deals with the entire range of Indian
History from the pre-historic past. The maps are fairly clear. The typo-
graphy is good, but a proper index snd perhaps short notes on the value
of source material indicated at the end of chapters would have constituted

welcome additions that are hound to enhance the usefulness of the hoak to
the more serious student, -

8.8,

. WAR IN ANCIENT INDIA by V. R. Ramchandra Dikshitar, Macmillan & Co,

Ltd., pp. xv 416.

The gloomy present natuvally turns our mind to the dark past and it is
in the fitness of things that during the warld holocausf an able indologist
should choose to examine the military methods and ethics® of ancient India.
The primitive man was as eager to win by his personal prowess what he
coveted most, wealth, honour and an atiractive mate, ns his more civilised
descendant of today. With the evolution of society his aggressive instincts
were not suppressed but sublimated and diverted to the services of the
State. In India the war-like profession formed the close preserve of a
select caste. but otherwise there was litde difference belween the war-lords
of the ancient and medieval times and the fyehrers and duces of this dis-
illusioned age. Even in those unsophisticated days the stage was set by
clever diplomacy, the “issues were clouded by skilful propaganda, behind
the fighting forces were ranged the state-controlled war industries and ihe
strategy of the Lighting generals was reinforced by the more subtile manipu-
lutions of the financier, Of ihe traditional fourfold forces, clephantry has
indeed become an anachronism ta-day, but the chaviolry has more than
returned fo its own in the form of armoured cars. The brain dominated as
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ver over the brawn, but the arena was limited and the pcculiar social and
olitical institutions banned the idea and ideology of & total war. The
ivilian population escaped much of the horrors of modetn wars mainly
secause {he wmilitary apparatus was less efficient and partly because the
sthics of those days were somewhat differcnt. Not that the ethical prin-
viples always governed military conduct, for Arjuna did not hesitate to hurt
he uncharioled Karna and “Kuta vuddha" or unfair fighting was not
inknown. Parashu Rama essaved lotal extermination of the entire fightir?g
:ommunity, pot once, but twentyone times, But while publicl o.pf.m(m did
ot approve of unequal. unfair and ruthless fghting in those primitive times,
svery thing is considered fair in war to-day.

There are few wurks on exclusively military maters in Su.nskrit and Pali
literature but Mr. Dikihitar has made an exhaustive sty of all the extent
sources, literary, epigraphic, numismatic and archuclogical. The result has
been an extremely readable volume on a littde known subject. The paral}e-
lism of the south and nerth Indian Canons {o which he draws our att;entwn
is of special interest, but one would like to know -where the main insp Taﬂol'l_
came from. We also wish that it had been postible for the learned :.Hulhm
to trace the evolution of the wvavious instifutions, tactics and steategies .hc
describes and to give us a chronological account rather than a narrative
without any reference to chronology. But that is probably too much to
expect at the presenl stage of our knowledge.

There are a few printing errors and one or two lapses ol a different
category. It is doubtiul whether Shankarncharya in his famous verses
entitled “Mohamudgara” compares “moha” to a mudgara (page 114) and the
“aniranls whose horns were used” for making armours could not possibly
inelude tortoise and elephant (page 126) though the shell of the one and
the hide of the wother conceivably furnished suituble materials for  thal

purpose.

As one lays down the volume one is apl to enguire--How much nioral
progress has hecn achieved by hemo sapiens during the last two thousand

years though magic has receded to the hack-ground and science has made

gigantic strides.”
. S, N S,
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