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Indian Merchant Ships and their Skippers

in the Red Sea Ports, 1611° \ n\
)

Dr. Jacapisn Naravan Sarkar, MLA., PH.D,,

Asstt. Professor of History, Patna College, Patna.

India’s maritime contact with the Red Sea was of long-standing
antiquity. At the end of the 15th century the route from the Per-
sian gulf to the Near East became unsafe on account of the Turkish
scizure of it. The Red Sea route through Egypt was also liable to
vexatious interference by the Egyptian government. Even in 1609
Englishmen found Aden to be “a place of garrison rather than of
trade,” and its Turkish governor to be “ both rapacious and treache-
rous ”. The Bashal of the Yemen did not allow the English to esta-
blish a factory at Mocha in the Red Sea without sanction from
Constantinople.2 Mocha’s® importance as a commercial centre was
not only due to the pilgrim traffic, and the influx of Egyptian mer-
chants who purchased eastern products in return for gold and silver,
but also to the fact that the Red Sea was the main outlet of the
maritime activity of Gujrat traders of Diu and Cambay, and it was
at the same time frequented largely by merchant and pilgrim ships
from the Sind port of Lahari Bandar, the Mughal imperial port of
Surat, the Bijapur (Konkan) port of Dabhol and the Malabar or
Vijayanagar ports of Cannanore and Cochin.

The activities of the Indian ships, belonging to various Indian
States commanding the sea coast, in the Indian waters, ie., from
the Cape of Good Hope and Madagascar to the East Indies and the
Far East and their fate in the impact of the new conditions created
by the advent, first of the Portuguese and subsequently of Dutch
and the English traders have not been adequately studied by scho-

* Read at the Delhi session of Indian History Congress, 1948,

1. Jaffar Basha, Vizier and Viceroy of the Province.

2. Moreland, India at the Death of Akbar; Foster, England’s Quest of
Eastern Trade, 189, 289 ; Letters Received, Vol. 1. 129,

3. Also called Moho, Mocca. The English, however, advised their country-
men to ‘shun the Red Sea’ (1611) (as ‘neither at Aden nor Moho nor any
port under the Turkish tyranny in the Red Sea, there is not any trade for
you’) and to prefer the Assab road in the bay of Morgabra (Abyssinian coast),
S. W. of Mocha. L. R. I. 129-31.
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lars,* who have dealt with the period from the point of view of the
European nations’ quest of (he Eastern trade. fn this paper an
attempt has been mado to study, on the basis of the English E. L
Company’s records, the activities of the Indian skippers and the
fate of the Indian ships in the Red Sea Pouts during 1611.

In t.he course of the 6th voyage of the E. L Company to the
East, Sir Henry Middleton, the ‘General ', aboard the Trades
Inc?"eftse, was attacked at Mocha with some of his followers after
an initial welcome, and imprisoned for nearly 6 months (Dec. 1610-
May 10, 1611) by its Governor, Regib Aga (Rajab Agha) an-d sent
to the Basha at Sana On 10th May, 1611, Middletor{ escaped with
some others of his party and reached the Darling. But Middleton
had t(? leave behind “ 30 wmen of best quality ” as pledges of good
behaviour till the arrival of the Indian ships, which would be secure
from any wrong inflicted by the English.6 »

The first reaction of the other members of Middleton’s party
:illas to avenge thg Tu?ks by attempting to dislocate their trade in
e Re'd Sea. Captain Nichalas Downton (in charge of the Peppercorn)
and his colleagues, wanted to make a show of force by preventing
at Bab ‘el Mandeb the Indian ships from reaching the Red Sea in
the l?egmn.mg of 1611, This course was decided upon after cz;reful
consuie?“atmn of probable gains and losses and of possible reactiéns
to Englishmen elsewhere. Captain Nicholas Downton Giles Th ﬂ-
ton and Hugh Frayne wrote to Middleton (30. 1. 11) tI;at “the sﬁf}w
thereof might turn you to good, since the damage they might receive
that way by us might divers times double the hope or gain the
may receive by all your captivities.” Evidently the Tdrks wer§e’
then deriving considerable profit from the trade carried on‘b the
Indian ships. Though the English, advised by Sir Henry dig not
actually resort to the blockade, they held (30th Jan. 16’11) that
“the safe passage in of the Indian ships” would conduce to the

“especiall good of the Turks who might work us very much
mischief.” 7

Regib Aga_ (Rajab Agha),’2 the Governor of Mocha, did not
want the English to come to Mocha road, on the ground that the

4. F. C. Danvers, The Portuguese in India, 2 vols. (1894) ; Macpherson ;
Bruce, Annals of Commerce ; Foster, England’s Quest of East;m Trade &C,
- S. Letters Received Vol. I. 1602-13 Intro,; 129-30 (details). The (J}reat‘
th\n‘k had ordered that the Basha might give license to Christians to come

ere but must capture their ships, kill the crew and confiscate their goods,

because the place was so near Mecca. Ibid, 129,
6. Tbid, 130, 131.

7. L. R. 1, 53.
7a. Formerly Governor of Aden about 1609,
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ships of India dare (d) not come where the English were staying8
The English also apprchended (9th March, 1611) that the arrival
of the Indian ships, together with the ships and galleys from Mecca
were cxpected to strengthen the hands of the Turkish Governor
who would then be emboldened to use Sir Henry Middleton “at
his pleasure and like a Judas to embrace you with a kiss and for
the luere of money to betray you again.”®

Not only were the Indian ships considered by the English to
bring vast wealth and resources to the Turkish authorities, we find
the Nakhudas or Skippers or masters of Indian vessels playing the
role of mediators or intermediaries between the Turkish officers and
the Englishmen. Again it was through these Nakhudas that an
active correspondence passed between Middleton, the General of
the Sixth Voyage of E. I. C. and the other Englishmen during and
after the period of his detention on shore.

The escape of Sir Henry Middleton caused a flutter in the minds
of the Governor of Mocha and of the Indian merchants of Dabhol
and Malabar, then at the port. They all apprehended some acts
of reprisal from the English ¢ General’. The Turkish Governor was
in a curious fix, pursuing a policy of force without sufficient naval
strength, while the Indian skippers and merchants dreaded the
naval might of the English. A policy of appeasement and of gain-
ing time was the inevitable result of the situation. Two Indian
Skippers (Nahudas or Nakhudas) of ‘the Dabulls’ and of ‘the
Malabars’ interceded with the Governor of Mocha on behalf of
some Iimprisoned English subordinates of Middleton including
Lawrence, Femell and John Williams, and secured his ruling that
none of these Englishmen would be “put into irons” or *other-
wise wronged ” and that they would only be confined to the house
till the formal permission for their release came from the Basha
within a fortnight (from 11th May, 1611).1% The Malabar Nakhuda
even conveyed a letter of the imprisoned Lawrence Femell to Sir
Henry Middleton (13th May), and persuaded the latter “to hold
good quarter with the Turks”, i.e. not to resort to any act of revenge,
for the above period. The Nakhuda also promised to fulfil certain
conditions suggested by Middleton regarding restoration of cap-
tured articles of the English and was rewarded by the latter with
“a good sword blade in part of recompense.” 11

8. LR. 1. 55. The English, however, hoped to get information of their
men and business at Surat’ only from Indian ships.

9. LR. I 58-9.
10. L.R. I 89-90.
11. Ibid., 92.
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At the sume thme presents and provisions poured nto the
hands of Fewmell, so that the tattor might persuade Middleton
(through correspondence} to yemain gutet. From the crow of the
Dabhol ship came much needed provisions,'” while the Malabar
Nakhuda sent some gold coins with a corge of fidkeaes.”  The Gov-
ernor of Mocha and the Nakhudas of Dabhal and of Malubar, all
agreed 1o write {on 14th May) to the Basha, pleading fov the release
of the English prisoners; then guarded in their own house by a
dozen soldicrs, and sent them comfortable messages, assuring thom
freedom after the receipt of the reply from the Basha, Femell
requested Middleton to send him some fresh wine, and 30 rials of
cight through a trustworthy messenger “aboard the great Dabulls
ships ™ and entreated him ¢ to grant the request of the Aca M Thus
the Indian ships rendered considerable serviee to the Englishmen
in several ways,

In Mocha there was an Indian town. The Indians built for
themselves “a potty town of slight cabins, along the strand.” ¥
Some of the Nakhudas had iheir own housess
occasionally the venue of mectings
high Turkish officials and others.  Such was Malik Ambar, who used
to style himself *Nakhuda of the great ship, captain of Dabul,
the port of Bijapur. He was 30 years old and should be distin-
guished from the Abyssinian Prime Minister of Ahmadnagar of the
same name. This great ship of Dabhul was christened the Mauhgm-
madi, and was capable of carrying 4,000 Khandics 16 of goods, On
13th May night, an important meeting was held at his house o dis-
cuss the terms mentioned in Middleton’s letter. It was presented
by Lawrence Femell hefore the Nahuda and the Emir Dakar. It
was settled that the Nahuda and Shermale, the Shahbunder of
Mocha, would work out the conditions of Middleto
with the Agha, Governor of Mocha.?

at Mocha, which were
and discussions botweoen them,

n's capitulation

Besides the Skipper of the ship of Dabhol in Bijapur, there was
another influential skipper of Vijayanagar (Malabar) at Mocha,
referred to in the E. I Company’s records as © the old Nuhuda
Mahomet of Cainner” (Cannanore). He had rendered the party

12, Viz. two sheep, one large basket of rice, another of bread, with
pan of butter and some green ginger,

13. A bale of 20 pieces of a varicty of cotton cloth,

4. L R L 93-9%4,

15, L. R L 182

16. A South Indian weight, generally cqual to 20 maunds.

17 LR L 8. For details of Malik Ambas and his ship, vide Portuguese
records in JBRS XXX111, s2.
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ol Femell considerable services at the time of Middleton’s escape
and interceded on behalf of the English with the Basha, So Femell
hesought Middieton to use the Malabhar Skipper, deputed to
scttle conditions of capitulation, * with all tenderness” and to
arrange with him ta get back the anchors in five days, so that the
presence of two more English vessels in the Mocha road would
mspire the local authorities and the Indians with greater awe of
the English than bhefare 16 Rajab Agha, the Governor of Mocha
promised to Middieton (15th May) to agree to the terms suggested

hy Nakhuda Mahomet, as he was the accredited spokesman of the
Turkish authorities.!?

In spite of the friction between the English and the Turkish
authoritics the relations hetween the English and the Indian ships
were, on the whole, outwardly at lcast, cordial. Thus Middleton
asked (15th May) Femell to recommend him to Nakhuda Mahomed
and Nakhuda Malik Ambar, thank the latter for the presents
brought by his Kaihos, and request the Governor of Mocha to grant
the Indian merchants and masters, complete freedom to come to
Middleton’s ships.2? Indeed, it was from these Indians thlat the
English could expect information of the progress which their pre-
decessors, like William Hawkins, Jourdain and Sharpeigh, were
making with regard to development of trade in the main land of
India, particularly at Surat and Cambay.2!

On the other hand, Malik Ambar, the captain of Dabhol, in his
turn, showed a friendly disposition to the English, by supplying
them daily rations, albeit without meat. In partial rYecompense,
Middieton sent a good sword blade for Malik Ambar and another
for his Kaiho, and still considered himself to be indebted to the
Bijapuri captain?? Subsequently Malik Amber, o0, thanke'd
Middleton for the presents and avowed his readiness to requite his
Courtesy on any later occasion, if demanded. What had been sent
by him to Middleton and the Englishmen ashore was, Malik Ambar

18. 1Ibid., 95-8, 96-T.

19. ‘And took what the Nahuda Mahomet (for he is the man that must
deal for us) doth say, I will consent unto.” Ibid 99-160. The Nahuda, along
with the governor and the Shahbunder wrote to the Basha to res‘tore the
Pinnace captured by the Turks for the grand Seignor or Vizier, to Middleton.
Toid, ,

20. “My {friends, the Nahuda and other my friends of India.” I bid, 101.

21, Details in 1. R. 1. 116-118, 120, 123.

22, Femell and Williams gratefully acknowledged the gift to Middieton
(18th May, 1611) ; “Every day we receive kindness from Meleck Ambar
Nahuda of the great ship, in the quality that they ordinarily feedeth upon,
We mean rice, but no flesh therewith.” L. R. I 108, 109.
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professed, " not with expeetation of recompense,” but in token of
his goodwill and love towards them. Malik Ambar also expressed
the hope that the Basha's order of release of Englishmen would
come in eight days’ time. He volunteered to carry any letter which
Middleton might send “to any part of India.” He also invited
Middleton to Dabhol, assuring him that his “ entertainment would
be very friendly and embracement of trade gratefully accepted.”?
The true reason of this offer of the Bijapuri captain is not probably
disclosed in the E. I. Company's records. It is true Malik Ambar
is said to have only expected “ a sale passage ” for himself in the
hands of the Englishmen on his way back.” Was this dallying of
the Bijapuri Captain with the English intended to offsct the Portu-
guese-Vijayanagar alliance and thcreby reduce the political import-
ance of the Portuguese in the West Coast of India and Lo win over
the English to stand by the side of Bijapur, if need be, especially
because of the apprehension that the friction between the Portu-
guese and the Nizam Shahi’s of Ahmadnagar might spread to Bija-
pur as well ?

But this friendly attitude of the English towards the Indian
ships was more apparent than rcal. In the first place, it did not
stand in the way of Sir Henry's holding a threat to burn the Indian
ships, when he was dissatisfied with the negative reply of the
Governor of Mocha on the question of the release of the English-
men. Reprisal, followed by a dislocation of the trade of Mocha
was, to the English, the only means of bringing the Turks on their
knees. On 16th May, Middleton wrote, “ 1 will not forbear to burn
the India ships which are my friends, rather than I will lose the
benefit of revenge upon so vile a traitor.” He even withdrew his
request, previously made, of allowing “ the Nahudas and olther my
friends ” to come aboard his own ships, so as not to remain under
any scnse of obligation to the Governor.25 Middleton, however,
refrained from reprisals “at the entreaty of the Shahbunder and
Nakhuda Mohomet ”. Indecd, the issue seemed to depend wholly
on “the promise and determination of the Nahuda” 2% The Gov-
ernor, gave out that any breach of peace by Middleton, involving

23. Ibid., 113, very likely it was in pursuance of this invitatien that in
1612, Sir Henry Middleton’s ships touch at Dabhol. He wag requested 0
initiate a regular trade. But in spite of occasional discussions of the advis®”
bility of opening a factory, nothing toock place, “as the perennial warfare
with the Portuguese rendered ventures in that direction unsafe for any but
a strong fleet.” Foster, England’s Quest of Eastern Trade, 317-318.

24. Danvers, II. 149-51

25. L. R, I 102-103.

26. L. R. L 104,
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the burning of the Indian ships, would he immaterial to his govern-
ment, as it would only injure “ the friends ”. But this was evidently
a bluff, as future events showed. Further, the delay in the arrival
of ships from the Gujrat port, Diu, caused a steep rise in the price
of articles from India at Mocha. The Aga also wanted to keep the
auestion of access of the Indian Nakhudas to Middleton to be
undecided, depending on Middleton’s own conduct. As a matter
of fact the Shahbunder and Nakhuda Mahomet and even Lawrence

Femell himself desired Middleton to wait patiently till the expiry
of the limited period.2?

Secondly, Femell objected to Middleton’s advice to borrow some
money from Nakhuda Mahomet, considering it to be “a discredit
to borrow money of ” Indians and resolved io keep himself out of
debt in any eventuality.28

Thirdly, Sir Henry Middleton seized, on 18th May, 1611, the
ship of Diu, together with its crew and goods, and some other ships
from Malabar and Dabhol, as a security for the release of the
mprisoned Englishmen. He was resolved to so tighten the
blockade as not to allow any unloading of ships and to permit a
single person to go ashore, even if starvation stared the crew in
the face on the sea. Thus “the Malabar master and owner of the
small ship that rideth next the shore” were not permitted to haul
their ships ashore, though the Dabull ship was permitted to ballast,
But he promised not to inflict any injury on either the ship or the
crew. He would also not allow any Englishman to enter the ship.
His sole ohjective was to bring her under complete command of
his own ship for purposes of effective blockade.2?

This blockade of the Indian ships seemed to cause a serious dis-
location of the trade interests of the port. Rajab Agha, the Gov-
ernor of Mocha, had to swallow his previous bluff, and to relent
at this pressure. On 19th May he requested Middleton to permit
the unloading of. the ships and especially of a ship of Diu, ‘apper-
taining’ to the business of Shermale, the Shahbunder, that was
expected to arrive from the Babel Mandab to Mocha on the 20th.
In case of noncompliance, the Governor would inform the Basha.3?
But Middleton steadily refused to permit unloading of any goods till
the release of the Englishmen and retained the Diu ship in his own
keeping, The Shahbunder, anxious to know his own business

27, Ibid., 105-107.
28. Ibid., 105-107.
29. L. R I 110, 111.
30. Ibid, 112-113.
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affairs, implored Middleton (20th May, 1611) to allow at least ¢ some
of my people come ashore, and offered him 10 Moracs of rice as @
sign of goodwill3  He was especially anxious {o contact a Gujarati
vouth and Femell forwarded his request 1o Middleton, a request
that was repeated by the Aga also. But Middleton would not
release him till the release of the Englishmen3? These details show
that the Turks were utterly weak in naval power and that the

Indian ships had no convoy or military protection against hostile
attack on the sea.

Fourthly, Nakhuda Mahomet lost the confidence of the English-
About 20th May, the Turkish authorities imprisoned and enchained
Femell and his party. The latter at first belicved that this was due
to the alarm raised by Nakhuda Mohomet that Sir Henry Middle-
ton would not only demand the release of Femell and his men but
also the restitution of all goods. But Sir Henry denied 1o have said
so and assured Femell (21 May) that he was not “so indiscreet 10
reveal my designs to any Indian whatsoever.” Subsequently, after
his chains were removed, Femell learnt that the Shahbunder did
not want him to disclose to Middleton the fact of the enchaining and
attributed it to the news of approach, during night, of a hoat, evl”
dently suspected by the townsmen to be a reprisal boat of Middle
ton.  Femell, therefore, suspected the Nakhuda to he a double
dealer, who was responsible for his own imprisonment. Later still
(22 May) Femell could not decide whether the Nakhuda or the
Shahbunder was more honest, and bhegan to suspeet the Shahbunde?
also. The Shahbunder had arranged the detention of the Endalish-
men till the arrival of the Indian ships, and when Middleton seize
the ship of Diu, connected with the Shahbunder, the latter, who wos
at the Agha’s house, was reported to have given “ Money to have it
(enchaining) done.” Femell was therefore at a loss tokmderstand
which of the three causcs, alleged to be responsible for the enchai?
ing of the English, was “ the efficient cause” ic., true cause. But
he was definite that Malik Ambar “ did speak most earnestly an
boldly in our cause.”s? Evidently there was some intrigue hetwee?

3L Ibid, 114, 116. Middleton’s letter, a reply to Regih Apa’s letter of
19th is dated 18th May, 1611. This is evidently a mistake. A )mm'a was @
measure used in sale of paddy on the West Coast of India. .

32. Ibid., 120, 121, 122. From Femell's letter of 231d May, 1611’.”;
appears that the father of the Guj. youth, ‘an old decrepil man’ came to part
enquiring about his son’s release. Ibid., 122,

33. L. R. L 116-117, 117-118, 119-20. It is clear that the Turkish pris®®

restrictions did not prevent correspondence between the prisoners and thelr
outside friends.
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the Shahbunder and Nakhuda Mahomet. Middleton swore ven-
geance on the Nakhudas whom he suspected to neglect him, stating
(21 May), “I hope to requite them and make them know their

crrors too late, for 1 find no man to stir in my business but the
Shahbunder and all the rest sit still.”3*

Middleton was also sceptical of Malik Ambar's attitude. To
Lawrence Femell’s assurance that Malik Ambar had spoken “ most
carnestly and boldly in favour of the imprisoned Englishmen, Mid-
dleton replied (22 May, 1611) : * If Meleck Ambar be kind to you
now, it is more for fear than love, for I, when I was ashore, could
receive none at his hands.” 33

At the same time there was a growing realisation on the part
of the Englishinen of the 6th Voyage, then at Mocha, that if they
were to prosecute their trade successfully, they must, in view of
the uncertainty of establishing trade in the west coast of India.
“make friends at other places.” The Portuguese maritime supre-
macy and the danger of rivalry with them was a factor that must
be reckoned with. “ If the Portingals seek to work us out we must
endeavour to keep ourselves in; the beginning is the worst,” wrote
Femell to Middleton (22 May). Moreover, from information trickling
from the Indian merchants and skippers, they came to know of the
difficulties of establishing trade at Cambay and Surat’ on account
of the vacillating policy of Jahangir and the caprices of his Gov-
ernors 3’ Further, the commodities which the English had brought
for India would not be suitable for or vendible in “ any other place
but the coast of Mallabar 7. But direct trade relation with the Vija-
yanagar Empire in the Malabar coast would be impossible on
account of the treaty of 1547 between that Empire and the Portu-
guese. Hense the only hope for the English lay in taking “ perfect
intelligence of the entrance of Dabull ”, the port of Bijapur, so that
they might establish overland trade with Vijayanagar through Bija-
pur. This necessitated that the “Dabull men” must be com-
pletely won over. Hence Lawrence Femell and John Williams
requested Sir Henry Middleton (22 May, 1611) to send a compass
for the “ Malum of the great Dabull’s ship ;” in case Middleton was

34 L. R. 1. 117. Middleton regarded both Nakhuda Mahomet and the
Shahbunder to be alike, refuting Femell’s allegation that he condemned the
former and excused the latter, but held that it would not be proper to indict
the Shahbunder, who “was never but kind to us”, without substantial proof.
Ibid., 121.

35. Ibid., 120, 121

36. Ibid., 116-118. 120, (Femell’'s letter, 123, 157.

37. L. R. L. 157, 158, 159, 160.

J. 2
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unwilling to “ bestow a compass upon him ™ 1. as a gift, Femell
requested his superior to “sell us a compass which in the end shall
not be lost.” %  Middleton demurred, saying that he had not brought
any compass for sale bul finally sent one in the hope of cventual
advantage, adding : “ The last news of Surat hath aflorded you a

C 39
reason why you should give it, for before you wrote me none,”

The Indian Nakhudas also played an important part in the
final release of the Englishmen, unprisoned by the Turkish authori-
tics at Mocha. The Basha at Sana sent letters to the Governor, 10
Nakhuda Mahomet, to the Shahbunder and the merchants for the
release. It was settled that Nakhuda Mahomet should <o to Middle-
ton on 25th May and take from him and his cre
(“a writing under your hand and scal”) to the cffect that they
would not do “harm to any ships whatsoever in this Sca.” Then
the Shahbunder and the Nakhuda would “become
stand as surety for the Tnglish.
Dabhol (i.e. Malik Ambar) had the courage to denounce the con-
duct of the Turkish authorities and incurred the Governor’s dis-
plcasure.  Middleton was informed that “the Governor and
Nahuda of the Dabull arc at difference, the Nahuda telling him
plainly of his injurious dealing towards us.”
to permit Malik Ambar “ 1o send a boat aboard to sce what his
ships” wanted. So Femell requested Middleton to lend a boat for
the purpose, in order to gratify Malik Ambar.40

w a signed guarantee

i)

pledges 7, te.
The Nakhuda of the ship of

The Governor refused

Nakhuda Mahomet promised to Middleton that the entire parly
of the imprisoned Englishmen with all their belongings, and the
pinnace with all its articles would be restored to Middleton on
26th May, besides articles of personal use “save the main bulk of
our goods”. If the Aga would not restore as many goods as
demanded by the English, the Nakhuda himsclf would# On
26th May, Middleton sent a written nole to Rajab Agha, through
Femell, that if all the « Englishmen, the pinnace, and all ships and
men were restored, he would bind himself © not to meddle with any
<hips 7 in the Red Sea 42

38. L. R. 1. 119-20. I am indebted to Dr.
interesting information that the compasses of the Europeans were superior
to those used by the Arabs and others in the Indian waters.

39. Ibid., 121. The Malum, approached by Femell, promised to furnish
Middlelon with a good loadstone in return {or his money, 1bid, 124,

40. L. R. 1. 124-5.

41. Ibid., 125-6.

42. 1bid, 128.

Moracs for giving me the

[
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A cipher correspondence™ on Middleton’s letier of 25th May
contains the following with regard to Indian ships. I have given a
tentative clue within brackets where possible :

This day being 28th May is 226th day. The ships of Dabulil

(Dabhol) 305 or 300 (expected to leave Mocha on 15th or 10th
August).

Mallebarrs (Malabar) 295 or 300 (expected to leave on
3th or 10th August).

Ships of Dewe (Diu), 305 (expected to leave on 15th
August).

To go 310 (leave Mocha by 20th August) is very late
and doubtful to attain the coast of India, the best time is 300
(10th August) to attain the coast of India. After 270 days
(I1th July) begin the buying and selling. The coast of India
330 or 332. (The English hoped to reach it by 9th or 11th
September) .44

The Storm of Ofante* doth begin and endureth 2 or 3
days.

The ships of Dew (Diu) 130 or 135 each from Sinda
(Indus R.) or 70, 80, 90 (? not clear).

43, L. R. 1. 125-6. ‘
44. Middleton, in his settlement talks with Nakhuda Mahomet had in-

_formed hini that he would depart within 48 hours of completing his neces-

sary purchases of provisions for his ships. As a matter of fact, Middleton’s
fleet left Mocha on August 9, (i.e. one day earlier) and anchored in the
road south of the bar of Surat on Sept. 26, (ie. about a fortnight behind
schedule). L, R. I 125, xxxiii.

45. Ofante or Elephant, a term used by the Portuguese to indicate
violent storms at the end or according to some, beginning of the monsoon.
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CuapteEr 1

THE ENGLISH COURTS IN INDIA BEFORE 1770

The Charters obtained by the East India Company from Queen
Elizabeth and King James I' (viz.,, those of 1600, 1609, 1611, 1622)
gave the Company no privileges except the right of exclusive trade
with the East Indies, which was, however, an exceptional privilege
in the light of the political economy of the times; (for instance,)
Seetion 9 of the Act against Monopolies (21 James I C. 3) which
expressly provided that any company or society of merchants which
had been erected for the maintenance, enlarging or ordering of any
trade of merchandise should retain all legal privileges, The next
important Charter was that of Cromwell of 1657. It was followed
by that of Charles II of 1661 (13 Charles II) which gave the Com-
pany “power and command ” over their fortresses and to appoint
Governors and other officers for their Government.! * The Governor
and Council of each Factory were empowered to judge all persons
belonging to the said Governor and Company or that shall live
under them, in all causes whether civil or criminal, according to
the Laws of this Kingdom and to execute Judgment accordingly.”
The Chief Factor and Council of any place for which there was no
Governor, were empowered to send offenders for punishment either
10 a place where there was a Governor and Council or to England.
The Company were also empowered o send ships of war to their
factories, to choose commanders and officers and give them power,
by commissions under their common seal, to seize unlicensed per-
sons and send them to England, to punish persons in their employ-

ment and to make peace or war with any non-Christian Prince or
peaple 2

1. Shaw: Charters of the East India Company, 1887, Madras, p. 44.
2. Ibid., p. 45.
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Before the issue of this Charter the Company’s Agents and
Councils in their Indian Settlements possessed no authority of any
judicial character over the inhabitants, “but such as was derived
tfrom the native suzerain,” Offences by British subjects were dealt
with by the Agent and Council. Thus, when the case of the murder
of an Indian slave girl at Madras by her European mistress was
referred by the Agent and Council to the Directors, the latter
resolved that, under the authority given by the Charter of 1661,
the Agent at Fort St. George should be created Governor with
power to try this and similar cases under the Charter. This des-
patch reached Madras when Governor Foxcroft had been super-
seded by Sir Edward Winter (Sep. 1665-Aug. 1668). Foxcroft thus
hecame the first Agent to be created Governor of Fort St. George.
The Governor also claimed the control of the Indian population of
the presidency against the Muhammadan ruler of the neighbour-
hood, because if he should accept a Havildar or Indian Governor
for the town of Madras, that acceptance would be “an infraction
of his authorised privileges.”

In earlier times, disputes between Indians and the Factors of
a Settlement were adjudicated in the tribunals of the native powers:
Captain Best’s treaty with the Mughal Governor of Ahmadabad
confirmed by the Governor of Gujarat (October 21, 1612) pro-
vided that “in all the questions, wrongs and injuries that shall
be offered to us and to our nation we do receive from the Judges
and those that be in authority speedy justice, according to the
quality of our complaints and wrongs done us, and that by delays
we be not put off or wearied by time and charge.” A King’s commis-
sion under the Great Seal, empowered the Commissioners to punish
and execute English offenders by martial law. In civil cases, the
President or Chief of the Factory had absolute powers,

H

In Madras there had long been in existence a ¢ Choultry Court

where justice was administered to Indian inhabitants by either In-
dians or Europeans appointed by the Governor.

In 1684 an Admiralty Court was created by a Royal Charter of

1683 at Madras presided over by a Judge Advocate. This Charter

of 1683 gave the Company full power to declare war and make Pe‘{ce
with heathen nations, and to exercise martial law in their jurisdic
tion. The same Charter established a Court of Judicature Pr€

sided over by a civil judge and two assistants, with power to hea¥

and determine all cases of forfeiture of ships or goods, trading co%

3. The Indian Antiquary, Vol, XLVIH for 1929, p. 212.

206.

trary to the Charter and also all mercantile and marine cases,
according to the Laws and Customs of the Merchants. A Judge-
Advocate was appointed at both Surat and Madras and was later
empowered to preside over the quarter sessions. Usually the
Governor presided at the trial of pirates, and occasionally the Judge
Advocate presided over the trials.t

According to the Company’s Charter issued under their own
seal, under the authority of the Royal Charters of 1661 and 1683
(of Charles II and of 1686 of James II) a Municipality and a
Mayor's Court were established at Madras in September 1687.

The Municipality and the Mayor’s Court were created by the
Company’s Charter, because, as the Governor of the Company
observed, “the wind of the extraordinary humour in their heads
would probably render them so haughty and over-bearing that the
Company would be forced to remove them.” The Company evi-
dently had in mind the recent differences that had occurred between
Sir John Child, the Governor of Bombay, and Dr. St. John, who
had been appointed Judge of the Court at Surat by Royal Com-
mission from the Company ; and it was alive to the dangers arising
from an independent judiciary which in the next century were to
bring about the conflicts between Warren Hastings and the Calcutta
Supreme Court.”s

The Mayor’s Court was to have a Recorder, and the Judge
Advocate was appointed to be the first Recorder; and there was
a right of appeal from the Mayor’s Court to the Court of Admiralty
(Supreme Court of Judicature)®

The establishment of the Mayor’s Court in Madras soon after
that of the Admiralty Court calls for some explanation.”

The Court of Admiralty continued to function at Madras down
to 1704 when, on the return of the Judge Advacate to England,
It was decided that his office was to remain vacant.? Admiralty
Jurisdiction came to be exercised since then by the Governor and
Councif under Royal Commission issued in conformity with the
Piracy Act of 1698 (2nd William I1I, Sec. 7).

The Governor and Council at Madras had also constituted them-
Selves as a Court of Appeal from both the Admiralty and the
ayor’s Courts. This was presumably due to the instructions of

H. D. Love: Vestiges of Old Madras, Vol. I, p. 494.

The Indian Antiquary, Vol XLVIII, p. 213.

Shaw, p. 89.

Fawcett : The First Century of British Justice in India, 1934, pp, 203-

NS G

&

Love: Vol. III, p. 30.
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the Company to Thomas Pitt, Governor of Madras (1698-1709) that
the President and Council should hear appeals in all cases of value
of over 100 pagodas.”

In Bengal there existed no vegular Court of Admiralty for the
English Company down to 1728, A Commission was indced given
to the Admiral of the first expediiion to the Bay, followed by two
subsequent commissions in 1688 and 1693 ; but there is no evidence
that a Court of Admiralty regularly sat at all.  In fact the conditions
in Bengal were not favourable for any such court {functioning ; and
the Council of Calcutta was instructed to send all prisoncrs 10
Madras for trial, if nccessary.10

It so happened that during the time of Governor Yale (1687-
1_692) the Mayor’s Court at Madras declared that their own decl
stons were final.  The Mayor and some of the Aldermen were mem”
bers of the Council and they bitterly quarrclled with the Governor
over the matter! In 1692 the Supreme Court of Judicature was
revived, as the Company sent out a new Judge Advacate. Lateh
he was removed from office and the Company decided that the
post of Judge-Advocate should be filled by Members of the Council
I rotation. The Supreme Court inflicted sentences of death, whiP”
ping, pillory, cte.

'_I‘he instructions to Sir Charles Eyre the first Governor and
President of Fort William, did not contain any dircction to imprové
the courts of justice, such as had been given to the Governor 0
Madras in the previous year, ie., 1698. In fact, the Company di
not establish any regular Court of Justice at Calcutta, apart fro™
the jurisdiction exercised by the Governor and Coun’cil, down t0
17?8 when the Mayor's Court was set up., The President of Fort
William had always to resort to a Committee of three members ©
the Council for the decision of small controversies,!2 but its work”
ing was fitful and not continuous, ,

The famous Charter of George I of 1726 cstablished (rath€f
reconstituted) the Municipalitics of Madras, Bombay and Caleutf?
and set up and remodelled the Mayor's and other Courts in €8
of the three Presidencics. The Mayor and Aldermen at each PT¢
sidency were to constitute g Mayor's Court with civil jurisdictio”
which was, however, subject to an appeal to the President &

9. Instructions to Governor Pitt dated 5th January, 1698, vide willa
Hedges’ Diary, edited by Sir Henry Yale, Vol. 11, pp. 34-35 'cm'd also Lit® °
Thomas Pitt by C. N. Dalion, p. 105.

10. Wilson: Early Annals of the English j

glish in Bengal, Vol. . 141
1L Love: Vol I, p. 502, e Yol Lp

12. Wilson : Early Annals of the English in Bengal, Vol. 1. p. 197.
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Council and a second appeal, in more important cases, to the King
in Council’® The Mayor’s Court was also granted power of pro-
bate as well as the power to exercise testamentary jurisdiction.
The Governor and five Senior Members of the Council were to be
Justices of the Peace and Commissioners of Oyer and Terminer and
Gaol Delivery, with “such powers, jurisdictions and authorities
and under such regulations and restrictions as were in force in
Madraspatam and were to hold Quarter Sessions four times in the
year, with jurisdiction over all offences except high treason.” At
the same time, the Company were authorized, as in previous char-
ters, to “ appoint generals and other military officers with power to
exercise the inhabitants in arms, to repel force by force and to exer-
cise martial law in times of war.' The President and Council were
also to constitute a Court of Appeal fraom the jurisdiction of the
Mayor’s Court, while a Court of Requests or a Court of Conscience
was instituted for the decision, by summary procedure, of pecu-
niary disputes of small amounts.

The Charter of 1726 organised the Municipalities and Mayor’s
Courts according to the wishes of the Directors as intimated in their
letter to Bengal of the 17th February 1726, “with a view to the
management of civil affairs as near as could be agreeable to the
practice and methods of Mayor’s Court at Fort St. George.” With
this despatch were transmitted “ various books and instructions for
the proceedings of the new court in all actions and suits. as well
civil as eriminal, and in proving of Wills and granting of Letters
of Administration of Intestates’ Estates together with the forms of
the several oaths directed by the Charter to be taken, which books
were compiled with great care and with the advice and assistance
of the ablest lawyers in the several branches of business therein
treated of.” 15 No copies of these books can be found in the India
Office, though duplicates appear to have been sent out, on the
24th January 1753 ; and there is reason to believe that in one of
them the doctrine was first laid down that by the Charter of 1726
all the Common and Statute Laws at that time extant in England,
were introduced into the Indian Presidencies and all parliamentary
enactments passed since that period excluded, unless expressly
extended to India. This doctrine has long been applied; in the
celebrated trial of Nand Kumar all the Judges appear to have con-
sidered it clear that the dividing line was drawn by the Charter

13. Shaw: p. 230 et seq.
14, C. P. Tlbert: Government of India, 3rd Edition, p. 32: and Shaw:
p. 245,
15. Charters relating to the East India Company from 1600 to 1761 by
John Shaw, Madras, 1887, Introduction, pp. XVI and XVII.
T o
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of 1753, the only doubt expressed be
circumstances of the place and the
being administered as in England.

ing whether the condition and
persons admitied of the law

Prof. D. N, Banerji says 16 that the Mayor's Courts established
by the Charter of 1726 were not vested with any eriminal jurisdic-
tion at all, theiy jurisdiction was confined to civil suits, actions an
pleas, while it clearly provided for entirely separate Courts of
Justice for the trial of all criminal offenders except high treason
committed within the Presidency Settlements, within the Factories
subordinate thereto and within ten miles of any of the same res:
pectively. The Charter definitely says that, in compliance with the
wishes of the Directors, as intimated in their letter to Bengal of
17th February 1726, the Mayor’s Courts were to conduct the manage”
ment of civil affairs “ as near as could be agrecable to the practicé
and methods of the Mayor’s Court at Fort St. George.”

The Mayor’s Court was to be a Court of Record ; and the Pre
sident and Council were constituted an Appellate Court from it;

they were also commissioned Justices of the Peace and a Court of
Oyer, Terminer and Gaol Delivery.

A full account of the working of the Mayor’s Courts will natu-
rally and readily show that it res

of English courts. Each Mayor’s Court was at pains to assert itself

and to maintain itg independence of the Governor and Council
The Mayor and Aldermen were generally members of the Grand Jury
at Quarter Sessions; and they sometimes made presentments that

were inconvenient to the Counci and also objected to the method
of procedure adapted.1?

In 1733 the Directors expressed their disapproval 18 of “that
affected independency which, we are informed, has crept in amo"%
all the young Aldermen and Attorneys in the Mayor's Coutt:
Again, in 1746, we find that the Directors commented o, the Beng?
Council on their exposing themselves to g sort of insult from th¢
Mayor’s Court. Copies of registers of the proceedings of thes®
courts were regularly sent annually to the Directors and were s\l‘?'
jected to a close scrutiny by the Counsel for the Company. This
serutiny was sometimes very elaborate, particularly in the first thr®®
years as reflected in the Despatches of the Company of the years

16. Proceedings of the In
1942, p. 76 et seq.

17, Fawecett, p. 223.
18. Despatch to Bengal of Gth Feb. 1733.

dian Historical Records Commission, Vol. XVIIL
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1729-31. The remarks were intended to impress on the.CQI{rtls th;

fundamental principles of English laws that e'nsured fal.r .trla r;?]e

gave other useful instructions by way of advice and opx(r;mn. _The

scrutiny of the Proceedings of the Courts was ‘le.ft to the gmp a3r/l

Standing Counsel and Attorney. This hsulpexk')wsu;in.of tt};i ug(;lrr;f ap)i
5 e, beneficial,

over the Mayor’s Courts was, on the w ole,

proximated the procedure to the English model and tended to cause

much delay in the disposal of cases.

There was always a great deal of indefiniteness a; to-::; ég::z
of the jurisdiction of the Mayor’s CO“lrt' W1th11:1 t Ie<;ians were
limits of the Presidency and the subordinate factories, n1 ng-stand-
subject to English laws in all criminal matter-s. It~waiv :}:l] e;)e gI S
Ing practice, both in Madras and Calc_utta’ " cabes] jury, com-
were accused and were on trial for hf'c, to empanel a jury,
posed of half Englishmen, and half Indians.

The Grand Jury at the Quarter Sessions imite}t;dtgaelr ir;ildlilz
analogue and made presentation of .matters wh1.c. e;r o tot‘,v .
needed amendment or improvement, like the condlltl'on g gl
gaol, the fixing of prices, wages, etc. They ofteg c a;rr:rel e e
and other presentments of theirs should be rea dm; e
in open court. There are instances of the Qran furyd et ané;ver
examine bills of indictment when the Justices refuse
their presentments. . '

Ai in England, all indictments were r?ferred in the iiorlsl'; ;nztixi
to the Grand Jury, and only those on which that Jury
bill, were tried by the Justices before a Petty.Jury. 1+ not tegally

When a prisoner refused to plead., the trlai1 Ct;):;ldrzzdful .
go on and the Justices pro;lounlc:d as in Englan
mula of the peine forte et dure.

Juries assessed the value of stolgn proper‘ty ath a ve;yel(z)\zl ffi%::se,
in order to bring that category of crime outside t’c e :ct }fan e
and they might consequently inflict a milder sentenc

A person found guilty of man-slaughter.was allc;owedmtlcf)is 2;1,:3
the Benefit of Clergy, so that his property Ii}lght ?;t- ec Honging
to the Crown. Branding was often done with ;:oh nroix:I.1 aneing
was done by means of chains, near the scene OT; .e sz' We.r i
times transportation was ordered to Sumatra. 1e\7
ped at the cart’s tail.20

150-51.

11: The Nabobs of Madras: pp-

;g icc?::::v Zf criminal procedure detailed in Madras Records Sundry
Book Public 8.
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One point which should be noted here and which 15 greatly
significant of a particular aspeet of the troubles that arose in Has®
tings’ time was the fact that the Company insisted upon English Law
being applied in the Courts, because it held that the Charter W8
“ principally designed for the government and benefit of Eul‘OpcanS”;
but the continued recognition of the peculiar eustoms of the natives
was also encouraged. And the Charter of 1753, as will he presen tly
seen, expressly excepted from the jurisdiction of the Mayor’s Cou¥
all suits and actions between the Natives only which should be
determined among themsclves, unless hoth parties submitted 1o the
determination of the Mayor's Court,

Fawcett has remarked that * the courls on the whole were
greatly beneficial to the Natives and taken advantage of by them.”
The registers show, however, that Indians continued to resort Y0
those courts to much the same extent as before. This consent to
submit to their jurisdiction gives a clear indication that it W&
favourably regarded by the native inhabitants of the scttlements
“Indian litigation in fact contributed the bulk of the court wor
from their start; and in 1731, the Company expressed surprise that
the number of suits al Madras * should rival those of one of the
principal courts at Westminster Hall22  1n the face of this evidenc®
the view that justice suffered because the Mayor’s Court kneW
nothing and could know nothing of jurisprudence is not sustainable'
Most of the litigation was of a simple character, such as claims of
debts, and was deali with in a prompl and satisfactory manner:
“ The Benches had no professional lawyer among them, they judg®
the causes before them with apparent fairness and in a sensib ©
manner that was nonc the worse for its avoidance of legal technt”
calities.”23

A supplementary Charter was issued on 17th Nov. 1721
(1 George II) by which all fines inflicted by the courts establishe
under the charter of 1726 were granted (o the Company. In th
next year another charter which was dated the 4th November 1728
(2 George II) empowered the Commissioners of the Admiralty to
give power to the Captains of the ships belonging to the Compad¥
to seize foreign ships sailing from the Austrian Netherlands (Bel’
gium) to the East Indies.

Madras was taken by the French in Sep. 1746, and was not

restored to the English till Dec. 1749 ; but it did not again becorﬂe.

21. Yawcett: p. 225.

22. Ibid. quoting Irom the Directors’ Despatch of 12th Feb. 1731, para 107-
23. Fawcett: p. 225,
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the seat of the Presidency tiil April 1752, Fort St. David meanwhile
continuing 1o be the headquarters of the President and Council.
The French occupation of Madras put an end to the Mayor’s Court
at that town, and so a new Charter was issued on 8th January 1753
(26 George 1I); as it had been found by experience that the Char-
ter of 1726 was defective in some respects the new Charter was an
improved one and was granted to all the three Presidencies.* It
was provided by this Charter that there should be, at the Factory
of Fort William in Bengal, “ A Body Politick and Corporate by the
name of the Mayor and Aldermen of Calcutta at Fort William in
Bengal 7, that it should consist of a Mayor and nine Alderman,
seven of whom, along with the Mayor, should be natural born sub-
jects of the Crown; that two of the Aldermen might be foreign
Protestants but should be subjects of the State in amity with the
British Crown. The first Mayor and Aldermen under the Charter
should be last Mayor and Aldermen under the previous Charter.
The annual election of a new Mayor was provided for. The Mayor,
on the termination of his office, was to continue as an Alderman
and provision was made for filling up any vacancy or vacancies in
the offices of Aldermen and Mayor. The President and Council were
empowered by the Charter to remove, upon reasonable cause shown,
on a complaint in writing, any Alderman from office ; but the latter
was given a reasonable time to make a statement in his defence
and was to be summoned for that purpose if he was residing within
the limits of Calcutta. He was also allowed to appeal to the Crown
in Council against such removal.

There was a petition of the Castes at Madras demanding the
recognition of their customs. In reply, the Company wrote as fol-
lows : 2 “We say in the place that such differences that happen
between the Natives, in which the King’s subjects were not involved,
these may and should be decided among themselves according to
their own customs or by Justices or Referees to be appointed by
themselves or otherwise as they think fit; but if they request and
choose them to be decided by English Laws, those and those only
must be pursued, and pursued too according to the directions in the
Charter; and this likewise must be the case when differences
happen between Natives and Subjects of England, where either
party is obstinate and determined to go to law.”

24, For the Charter, see Shaw: pp. 252-281.

25. Despatch to Madras dated 10th Nov. 1732. See also Fawcett, p. 224;
and Keith, p. 48. Keith further says that this decision did not cause much
change in the actual practice, because while in Madras there could be no
effectual substitute for the Mayor’s Court, in Calcutta these cases of Indians
were disposed of by Zamindari Court of Cutcherry.
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The Governor or President and Council of Calcutta had by
Charter, the appointment of Aldermen, who, after that nomination
were to continue for life. But this continuation in office was
strangely circumstanced ; for the same Governor and Council were
empowered to remove, without even the concurrence of the Cor-
poration, any Alderman upon a reasonable cause, of which they
were left the sole judges in India; their sentence or adjudication
of removal was only subject to an appeal to His Majesty in Council
in England.26

The Sheriff was to be elected by the President and Council and
was to take up the duties of his office from the 20th day of Decem-
ber. Any vacancy in his office was 1o be filled in by the Council.

The Mayor’s Court was authorised to try, hear and determin€
all civil suits, actions and pleas within the town of Calcutta 0F
within any factories subordinate to it. 1t was, however, pl‘OVided
that the jurisdiction of the Court should not extend to all suits and
actions between Indian Natives and that these suits and actions
might be determined among themselves unless both parties sub-
mited to the determination of the Mayor’s Court.?

The rules of practice in Mayor’s Court in civil actions weré
prescribed in the Charter. The cause of action was to excecd five
pagodas and was not to lie between Indian Natives only.

The Mayor himself was not 1o act as judge in any action or
suit commenced against himself. In a suit brought against the Com”
pany the Court was empowered to issue summons against the Pré’
sident and Council and also processes against the Company, it%
estates and effects. The Company could bring action or suit in the
Mayor’s Court against a private person.

An Accountant-General for the Court was to be appointed by
the Court of Directors; and he was ta carry into execution the
orders of the Court relating to “suitors’ moneys, effects and sect”

rities” and to keep the accounts thereof with the President ar
Council.

26. Bolt’s Considerations on Indian Affairs, p. T8,

27. Morley in his Digest (Introduction) says that Bombay was an excep”
tion, because it does not appear that its native inhabitants were ever actually
exempted from the jurisdiction of the Mayor’s Court or any peculiar los
was administered to them in that Court. In the Charter occur the wo¥ 5’
“unless the same shall be between the Indian Natives only, or unless the
cause of suit shall not exceed the value of five pagodas.

Cowell thinks that this exemption of civil suits between Natives from the
jurisdiction of the Mayor’s Court “appears to involve a renunciation
sovereign authority at that time over the Natives”.
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The Court was empowered to administer oaths and affirmations
and to frame its own rules of practice and also to settle a table of
fees.

The President and Council were to be constituted a Court of
Record and to hear appeals from the Mayor’s Court. Their judg-
ment in appeal was to be final, if the value of the matter in dis-
pute did not exceed 1,000 pagodas, but if it exceeded that sum, an
appeal might lie to the King-in-Council. This appeal might be made
direct from the Mayor’s Court, although the matter in dispute did
not exceed the value of one thousand pagodas, provided that the
President and Council were unable to give judgment for want of
sufficient number of disinterested judges of appeal amongst them.’

The Charter also provided a Court of Requests for the town of
Calcutta and the Factories belonging to it. Twelve Commissioners
were appointed under the Charter with three or more sitting in
rotation and deciding disputes not exceeding the value of five pago-
das. The Charter also ordered that the Mayor’s Court and the
Court of Requests should follow the President and Council in the
event of the removal of the seat of the Presidency from Calcutta.
In such a contingency the Mayor and Aldermen and the Commis-
sioner of the Court of Requests were to be chosen out of the inhabi-
tants at the new seat of the Presidency. These Courts would con-
tinue to enjoy the same power as before. At the end, the Charter
provided that (1) if the Company removed the seat of their Presi-
dency from any of the said principal settlements to any subordinate
place, the like jurisdiction, etc.,, was to be continued at such new
seat of the Presidency and its dependencies, as had been before
granted in respect to such principal settlements; (2) if the Com-
pany should for a time lose the possession of any principal settle-
ment whereby the election of officers should be suspended, and such
settlement should afterwards be restored to the Company the sus-
pension of functioning was not to be construed a dissolution of any
such corporation ; and the Court of Directors might nominate offi-
cers to continue till such time as others could be appointed. This
provision aimed to avoid difficulties similar to that created by the
French capture of Madras in 1746 and the consequent legal annihi-
lation of the Mayor’s Court.

Procedure in the Mayor’s Court was by bill and answer, ana-
logous to the proceedings in the Chancery Court in England. But
a quorum of three Alderman could find damages without ever ap-
pointing a jury.

Thus, in Calcutta after the Charter of 1753, there were four
distinct courts of judicature, “ exercising jurisdiction derived from
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the English Crown over British subjects, and over natives in their
employment who voluntarily placed themselves under the courts.”
—(1) The Court of the President and Council as Justices of the
Peace and Commissioners of Oyer and Terminer and Gaol Delivery
holding Quarter Sessions; (2) The President and Council acting
as a Court Record and hearing appeals from the Mayor’s Court;
(3) The Mayor's Court ; and (4) The Court of Requests. All these
Courts administered the law of England as it stood at the introduc-
tion of each Charter. Thus, in the period 1727-53, it was the L.aws
of England as they stood in the year 1727, and from 1753 onwards
it was the laws as they stood in 1753.

Instructions were issued as to how the new Court was to pro-
ceed against prisoners not understanding English, what crimes were
misdemeanours, and what erimes were simple felonies ; what punish-
ments were to be inflicted, and in what particulars the sentencé
of transportation was to be imposed ; and what the procedure was
to be in each particular class of cases. These instructions gave pre”
cedents of indictment to each crime and the defined oaths to b€
administered by the interpreter when the prisoner did not undet
stand English. Other details were also given that were to be fol-
lowed in cases where any Portuguese, Gentoo or Native of India
not born of British parents should be prosecuted for any Capital

offence and the instructions said that such “will probably ofte?
happen.” 28

A proclamation issued by the Justices of Peace, for the towD
and district of Calcutta at their Quarter Sessions, held on 3rd Juné
1762 announced an intention of enforcing English criminal law in
the town of Calcutta.®®

28. Sir E. Impey affirmed that “long before his time (1774-83) the laW? ’

of England both Statute and Common Law, had been indiscriminately put in
force at Calcutta ; that murders, highway robberics, burglaries, felonies of 8
kinds, had been tried in the same manner as at the Old Bailey, and convi¢s
tions and executions had on them, as well against Hindus, Musulmans, Por~
tuguese, and other foreign inhabitants as against those who were more €sP®7
cially called British subjects. Besides records, and the precedents they ha
established, he had been guided by the Charter, and by instructions sent ou
by the Court of Directors, showing the new Court how to proceed when any
portuguese, Hindu or other native of India, not born of British parents, shovl
happen to be prosecuted for any capital offence, which according to
instructions, would “probably often happen.” (Memoirs or Sir Elijah TmpeY
by Barwell E Impey, p. 298).

29. A copy of this proclamation was discovered by Mr. C. W. BI‘Oughtorl
Rous among his papers, but it is not to be found now in the India Office °

in the Calcutta High Court. (Firminger: Introduction to the Fifth Report'
p. LXXXVI and note 3).
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Among the early Parliamentary papers relating to India printed
in 1788, is an account of 45 persons prosecuted in the Court of
Quarter Sessions in Caleutta from 1st Jan. 1762 to 1st October, 1774
The first case is dated August 22, 1762, and is therefore subsequent
to the date of the above proclamation. In several of these cases
capital sentence was inflicted.

The Aldermen of the Mayor's Court were usually the junior
servants of the Company ; and some of them were not very much
above their teons, There was a great deal of doubt as to the amena-
bility, the subpoena, of witnesses residing beyond ‘ the Mahratta
Ditch ” in those cases i which debts had to be realised from the
natives living outside the Company’s settlements. In such cases
other methods than by suing in the Mayor’s Court had to be
resorted to.

Verelst says that English laws could not be introduced into
Bengal at all, a‘s Indian customs were absolutely irreconcilable with
English principles and that Indians had to be left to the'zir own
customs and laws ; justice had to be administered to thfem in their
own courts by Indian judges, while a court of Enghs}.l ..Im.iges
assisted by worthy Indians should enjoy an appellate j\?ms'dlc'tlo.n;
and Buropean judges should never be given original jurisdiction
over Indians. He adds: “As well might we transplant the full grown
oak to the banks of the Ganges as dream that any part of thfe code,
matured by the patient labours of successive judges and leglslat?gz
in the islands, can possibly coalesce with the customs of Bengal..
In illustration of his view, he cites many cases, among them being
that of Radhacharan Meter who was condemned on a charge of
forgery in 1768, on the basis of English law. He was pardoned as
the principal inhabitants of Calcutta submitted to the Governor and
Council a petition for mercy, in astonishment and alarm at such a
sentence.3!

William Bolts found serious defects in the working of these
courts. First, whereas the Charter of 1726 gave the Mayor’s Court
the power of electing from among their members, to fill up vacan-
cies in the office of Aldermen, by that of 1753 the right of electing
the Aldermen was transferred to the President and Council who
could thus “ make and unmake the judges”. The Mayor’s Court
was partly composed of the Company’s servants and partly of Free
Merchants. Aldermen of the latter category were generally

30. Verelst, A View of the Rise, Progress and the Present State of the
English Government in Bengal, (1772), p. 134.
31. Verelst, p. 141 and Appendix ; and Long's Selections, No. 840,
J. 4
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granted by the Governor dastales for carrying private trade duty
free.

Also since the Governor and Council, sitling as a Court of
Appeal, had the power of finally deereeing in all causes under t}_’e
value of 1,060 pagodas, in suits wherein the Company or the said
Governor and Council were concerned, there was little chance ©
justice being had, except where the property in dispute OXCG"ded
that sum or when the aggrieved party could afford appeal Lo the
sovereign and Council of Encland.” 32

Where an Alderman was dismissed from his office in the
Mayor’s Court he could appeal to the King-in-Council as aHOWed
by the Charter; bui even if hig appeal should be successful he
could not go back to India without a license secured from the Com
pany, and there was the further disability that if he should be absent
from Calcutta for a space of twelve months his office became vacant:

The Court of Requests was the only Court in Calcutta, accord_'
ing to Bolts, that did “ real and essential ” service to the poor inhabi-
tants and was not under the undue influence of the Governor an

Council, as the members of that court flled up the vacancies by
ballot among themselves.

The Governor and Members of Council in their capacity 2
Justices of the Peace, occasionally, or as Boltg says freque“tly'
refused to take cognizance of the complaints laid before them 0%
oath ; and even from their places on the Bench at Quarter Session’

they stopped the due course of proceedings on frivolous pl’(‘“’nces
and by adjournments.” 33

Bolts departed from Bengal in 1768, beeause the Governor and
Select Committee banished him from that province by an orde?

32, Bolts, p. 85. See for details
pany by N. L. Hallward (1920)
graphy, (1906), p. 48.

Bolts entered the service in the summe
trouble for himself and for the Governor
he got himself frequently censured and
the service. He resigned in 1766, though
in the country for some years more.
Bengal authorities,
interloper.

“ A Dutch Adventurer under John COM”
i and Buckland “ Dictionary of Indian Bi9

t of 1760 and created pk?“ty.of
and Council in the course of whi¢
was subsequently suspended fro™
he continued to reside and trad
He quarrelled subsequently with the
was arrested in 1768 and deported to England as 2"

One of the unaccountable and evidently discreditable features in the treat”
ment of Bolts by the Calecutta Council was their nomination of him as &
Alderman of the Mayor’s Court at Calcutta when he was actually under 2
sentence of suspension from their service. The date of Bolt's nomination
the Aldermanship was 11th August 1766. As Alde
tutory right of sitting as Judge of the M
legally removable from his office

33. Bolts, p. 88.

. no
ayor’'s Court for life and was
excepl for specific offences,

rman Bolts possessed a %7

r
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. ‘ ; g Com-
dated 28th April 1767, in accordance w1t.h a 1-.e>olut1(2nﬂ§)i ;Ezrantee
mittec of the 18th April, but, as he held, in defiance o ble from the
that under the Charter of 1753 he was 11-1'91’11‘()\':1 e S
Mayor’s Court and continued to be a Judge Oi~tha-ta§(;12:10;ln(3ﬂ
defiance of this guarantee of the Charter,' the Govi%éildexmanship.
directed the Mayor’s Court to remove him from ﬁs B ot
On the 1st October 1767, the Board ordered t}}at ' (;n l’?li room, as
might apply for the nomination of an Aldelmar;h e s’ail—
they had directed Bolts to proceed to Kurope bs{ it N to the Mayor
ing from Bengal. Bolts addressed in reply ale .eilnst o tyranny
and Aldermen, in which he vigorously protested ag? ble would have
of the Governor and Council, saying ‘A‘ How deploui  or cven a
been our situation if at the base desire of a Govtrglo% rter should
Governor and his Council, the express orders of the b \h(iie rived of
be set aside and (vee British Subjed. exposed 10. ; hi%) Council
his honour and liberty.”3* Bolts dCﬁecE Verelzt' 33 if t}jat should
to legally disqualify him from th‘? Mayor's Cozr' dhis own defence,
happen, he threatened that he might be forced In hat may add to
“{o print and to publish to the world at ’}qome W} . addressed to
the national odium against the Comp . Hs a-sof the Calcutta
the Court of Directors an appeal against the Olfeé'; Oernor Verelst,
Council. As if to complete the discomﬁ.ture . “ ;fwand when the
the Mayor’s Court replied to the Council that, nt, then only
seat of Bolts as an Alderman should <become Vaca< ’intment of
would the Court apply to the C(Zuncd for the apbo
another gentlemen to the vacancy. : ned

is t}%e quarrel between Bolts and the pealcutta Collértl}(illA C;erei{)el768
and worsened, the latter passed a resolutIF’n on the that might pro-
that they would not take any notice .of any lefc’;erf b Company’s
ceed from Mr. Bolts, as he had forfeited all title o the meantime,
protection. The Governor had tak.en Measures, lgalances and to
to prevent Bolts from collecting his outstan?lngth \ suCh’ setions
seize and imprison his agents under the pei . 1ast lotter dated
related to the country governments. Bolts, n Etahe was not to
also 18th April, 1769, had held out the ‘threat t a S om the
be trifled with and that he was expecting commlsSIit ut of any
High Court of Chancery, ¢ which will not only put edounder the
man’s power to screen himself behind the garb assurr; ol
names of ¢ Nabobs’ and country governments but 1? i; the Select
light the most secret proceedings of the Jur_lto cate .

. i liberty, property or

Committee in all things wherein the ’
life of a British subject is concerned.”

34, N. L. Hallward, p. 33.
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in . wvomaller B
In Dara:;’lll':g}llzl ;;ldiltfi f?)u“% Cfmh‘wed o quarrel with the Councik
dated London 19th 1\(/1 Ol-(hls p'oti[‘“,“ to the Court of Director$
to their Joit Commitie 1763, which was relerred by the Divectors
charged the Nlexxﬂx)\:wll.l.tte? of C,O rrespondence and Law Suits, Bolts
Judges of the e il,?l()lvtl)e (,a%cutt.a Council, in their capacity 8
prevented his \%\u:lUd ,(/U.urt of Justice at Caleutta, with having
Jury, on his >a L'I-)L:‘bea from giving evidence before the Grand
1768. pplication to the latter body for protection, in May
The refusal of the Councy
frocing Ofe;‘;‘:di;;;:bi‘ '(,ounml to accede to Bolts' demand for the
remarkable bi@qje] flthtonllir)Cngody by the country powers, had 2
gave great troublu' L rtc” (?l them followed him to London apd
Fort William to gi ~0Lht . Du.‘o.cm‘m who dirceted the Council at
In their reply da%e;LIZ de . faithtul account of the whole matter:
sion of the th;ec . n ‘Apm[ 1771, the Board justilied their expuls
that they were dislinw,n.mns concerned in this affair, on the ground
Shuja-ud-daula of L(gvt{lied, to have been intriguing in the court of
of the corresponden U lf(md beheved to have given Bolts copics
that it was necessa -CC of the Council with the Nawab Vazicr and
continually deﬁca (}11y- ?O ?top S“Ch_imrigm‘-s at all costs. Boll had
and of Englishmen i 0;dors p%‘ohl.bitmg the residence of Gomastas
they had Veheme;ﬂ ;nh ;{et }tfr”tm?‘es obeudh and Benares: and
were purely political anc: nofi)tel;:‘):)lz‘uer:lmuves in issuing such orders
A bill was submitt o
missed fror;xwfg:zjrn\j;t,tedf to Pa‘rhament for compelling poersons dis-
the East Indies and § L‘ebo the Company to depart immediately from
of the Company, b LO-I fe«t ter regulating the conduct of the servants
the Compan ii, du it failed to pass (March 1770). The power of
for a y 7 e'port persons remained obscure and ill-defined
number of years afterwards. "
wereT?ﬁatc}t}}?zgﬁ/z; tha}. Bolts brought aganst the Calcutta Courts
hands of the Gov:,;n brC0urt had become rather a scourge in the
that the Gavernor ‘morcdnd (-:Ounml than an instrument of relief and
Grand and Petty Juri ouncil had not only the natives, but also the
to England wagy mUl‘ lebf at their mercy ; while the right of appeal
et o »th ocle show_s’f than real. Again, though the legal
the Charter and 2*“0mpany N Courts in Calcutta was limited by
some subordinate tc htOf' ?arllam.ent to the City of Calcutta and to
diction wa actories, yet in practice and reality their juris-
s stretched to cover the whole of the Nawab’s dominions.

35. C 14 3 < o
Olah Gre ory Co‘all WIaI ar ld CO lah Johalmes F ldlc Itaphael
P oY detallu dbf)ut t} e, see BII. J . Scth - 111C Armoendans in Indld

-
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“Within the English Settlement of Calcutta the members of the
Council, from acting at onc and the same time in so many different
capacities, have among the natives, who are in general ignorant
of the English laws, the power of assuming that official character
which best serves their purpose. Thus, whenever they choose it
they can and do with great convenience transfer the native com-
plaint from the Counsellor to the Justice of the Peacc, from the
Justice to the Zamindars' Cutcherries, and from Zamindar to the
Secret Committee, where each member is bound to the other under
oaths of secrecy, not to divulge what passes. If the complaint be
not totally quashed by these means, and those gentlemen are appre-
hensive that it may be revived within the settlement in some shape
or other, through the assistance of some daring person they have
this last resources, of transfering the complaint, under any pretence,
from the Secret Committee to the Nabob, where they can do what
they please with him ; and this mode of proceeding has been actually
Practised.” 36

Mr. Richard Whittal who was
from 1764-70 and also an attorney in t
of the following defects in the working of that Cou
in Caleutta under the Charter of 1753.

(1) The jurisdiction of this Court was extended beyond the
hounds of Calcutta or its subordinate factories and processes issued
to one of the Company’s servants by special orders of the Governor
and Council 37

(2) The criminal jurisdiction of the
was intended to have only the same limit
Mayor's Court had comprehended natives

Country.
(3) It was apprehended that any BEuropean might be brought
part of the country, except from other

a Free Merchant at Calcutta
he Mayor’s Court, complained
rt functioning

Quarter Sessions which
s of jurisdiction as the
from every part of the

In the same manner from any
European Factories.

(4) Three cases were 1
refused to admit an appeal, the
and Council refused to take cognizance on that plea.

(5) Attorneys were reprimanded in the Mayor's Court for

appealing against its proceedings. There were only four Attorneys

Practising in it and the Judges who were junior servants were not

educated in law.
(6) 'The Mayor’s Cou
to take cognizance of cases arising in

nstanced wherein the Mayor’s Court
Superior Court of the Governor

rt held that they had a right to refuse
their jurisdiction. In 1768

36. Bolts: pp. 90-91.

37. Parliamentary Seventh Report, Appendix I, p. 332,
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some of the Judges in that court held the Court had nothing to do
with the laws of England o words Lo the effect.

(7) The Governor and the several of the Aldermen  had
threatened the Atlorneys for attewpting to bring actions against the
Company’s servants.

There were other complaints by other pe

Mr. Russell held that though the Mayor’s Court could not exer*
cise jurisdietion over the natives unlegs by their consent, the Court
of Oyer and Terminer could try all persons, hoth natives and Buro-
peans.i8

Mr. Becher held that only such native
British flag were subject (o this Jurisdiction
sentence was pronounced ag
the consent of the Nawab’s g

Mr. Nuttall, Solicitor to
tary Committee of 1772 that
to him of complaints made {
judges of the Mayor’s Court,
complaint of Jephson. Je
1771, declared ih
ceedings on the

- ~y S.
rsons against the Court

s as lived under the
and that where death
ainst natives the practice was to get
overnment before execution 3?

the Company, informed the Parliamen-
there were only two instances known
0 the Court of Directors against the
viz., the complaint of Whittal and the
phson’s petition dated London, 2nd March,
at Godwin the Mayor, in the course of his pro-

» reproved the President and Couneil at Caleu
appeal of Jephson and for basing the refusal on the ground of thf"
interlocutory nature of the proceedings. They ordered the Presi-
dent and Council to receive the appeal and to do justice. Conse-
quently, in their Consultation of the 3rd Jan. 1772, the President

and Council inquired into the charge of Jephson against the Mayor,
examined three of the Aldermen present

38. Parliamentary Committee Re

port, Appendix 1, pp. 338-40.
39. Ibid., p. 332.
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Directors
In the matter of Mr. Whittal’s charges the Couit‘ (;)f Ngl;ei;] :
ordered, in their General Letter to Bengal, dated 3v
that the Council should admit his appeal.

1 ir recom-
The Parliamentary Committee thus enunciated their
mendations : —

(1) The Mayor’s Court was also to vtr;{z E:)as;s alrrlldv:gl:;i:l};i
Company itself was a party an'd the' C?Lll'lt ?rvaitq o ominer
to punish offences by any of its prmc:pa1 56}; ﬂl;. oot because
the judges of these courts were removabr eb y‘eViewed .
Council therefore the sentences could not (? 1theSe d except by
an appeal to the King in Council. Theref}()n;ee A
iy e indepenl()lent fl IEiZic;afsa;V(*lfal-ged with a criminal
a.parly or where a member o g
offence.

| judged
(2) With respect to Europeans who were bm;lnd tzogitl wfi *d
according to the laws of England, the Judges .ofd tese's‘rj\end s vere
junior servants not versed in the law. These 1u i,fhe nd the Pres:
dent a;ld Council had frequenitlly ‘ap;:}elaleiat;)er e of
i i e

i 1t points, especially in ' : ce o

;elipdon dlffljll)leii:s and crimes committed by the Europeans

rders, r \
immediately under the Company’s flag.

. surisdicti f the
(3) The third defect was that since theh]urmd‘.cuc:s of Cal-
: onfined to the precin
Court of Oyer and Terminer was ¢ s many of
(-Liltl;tacr)ld t;;e subordinate factories, the 10onseQ{u:ierltclfathEi1 P
o . idin~ in Bengal escape
: jesty’s subjects residin in . remove
s i\fi{lzs‘[ybz ::)tjad that the Charter of 1726 d'ld notfh\;}grtznd o
the doubt);hat existed as to the valid.ity' of .Art¥cless (:) £ peace. though
use for the purposes of Military disc1p111.1eh1rtlht1néeh oo hoped that
] t along with the .
t ’s despatches sen a complaint
tﬁfs Sl?ffr?c?;';?; would be remedied. There h’ad lﬁifer\lnho used to
about the refractoriness of the Compazimgﬂszne arlother in their
to the enemy an uately
geseli: e u:ir;el(;verSuch offences should have Tl})leer:iozgteqshould
runken q . . ., 1 way. e
the usua .

Courts Martial in e : War being
}x:;e\fe :r}i’szzewith regard to the validity of the jfxat';glﬁesatjfhorised the
enforceable in times of peace. The Charter 0 Act of 1754 autho-
use of Martial Law in time of war. Th,e Mutiny f provisions cor-
rised the application to the Company's forces. o ApctS of England.
responding to those embodied in the annual Ml%tmy d similar offen-
Th'p OA ) igm osed penalties for mutiny, desertion an ? o
ce . :he Iajr"c of officers and soldiers in the ?ompany s.ser: tixeir

alsS Orelmpow:ered the Court of Directors to give authority to

0
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President and Council.®® Commanders-in-Chicf were to hiold Courts
Martial for the trial and punishment of the military offences. The
King was alse empowered to issuc articles of war for the better
government of the Company’s Forces. This Act of 1754 contained
a provision which made acts of oppressions committed by the Com-
pany’s President or Councils cognizable and punishable in England.

According to the authority of Col. Wilson® the Madras Govers-
ment made certain Selections in 1747 from the Avticles of War then
enforeed in England.  Similar articles had been in use in Bombay
in 1729, In 1748 regulations were f{ramed by the Campany for
theiv military forces in India and divections were expressly given
that military offences should be trieg according to the Rules,
Articles and Customs of War in His Majesty’s service.”

Lastly it may be pointed out that the Mayor's Court was also
expected to deal with cases of seizure of property by the Couneil
without proper judicial authority. since the Divectors wanted to
obviate the troubles they wevre put to by being called to account
in Chancery in respect of such seizures and counsel for the parties
always held such seizures to be arbitrary and illegal. In their
despatch to Bengal of Gth February 1723, (Para 80) the Company
remarked to the Council that the Charter was caleulated to secure
their property as well as that of every man and many instances of
such illegal proceedings constituted one main reason of their apply-
ing the remedy of the Charter. Fawcelt also remarks on this
point.®® “One of the main reasons was to avoid civil litigation against
1t (the Company) in England due to executive intermeddling with
private property. For this purpose i was requisite not only to
have courts with civil and testamentary jurisdiction to take cog-
nizance of such cases, but also to establish them under authority
that would be recognised by the English Courts”

40. Fawcett, p. 215; Tbert, pp. 35-36.

41. History of the Madras Army, Vol I, p. 48,

'The Madras Government owing to inconvenience arising of a military
cade made at the end of April 1747 Selections f{rom the Articles of War thent
in force in England and directed that they should be applied to their own
troops. Wilsan gives on p. 48 ta 51, Articles 1, 7 to 14 and 18 and 19 of the
same. These detail the punishments that could he inflicted by General Court
Martial, ete.

42, Fawcett: p. 11 (Note).

43, Fawcett: pp. 216-17,

The Case of Mr. J. S. Buckingham, the Editor
of the “Calcutta Journal”

BY

DR, NAanpararL Cuatrersi, MA., PaD., DLirr,

University of Luckrow

The history of Anglo-Indian journalism, which has vet to be
fully investigated, reflects an important, though Iittle-known aspect
of the Company’s administration, and, as such, it deserves the close
attention of the historians of British India. The part that the early
European journalists in India played in the struggle for’the free-
dom of the press is indeed memorable, for it is to their labmfr,
®nterprise and sufferings that the Indian press largely owed its
®Mmancipation during the regime of Sir Charles Metealfe.

From the time of Mr, J. A. Hicky, the first Englishman to start
Q4 newspaper in Caleutta, the Kuropean journalists W‘Eil.f'e usually
Independent and frequently in conflict with the authorities, More
than one English editor was expelled from India by the local gov-
ernment, and among them, the case of Mr. James Silk Buckingham
Is specially noticeable. Mr. Buckingham was the editor of the
“ Caleutta..loumal » but his writings proved so disgusting to tlr'xe
acting Governor-General, Mr. Adams, that his licence to reside in
India was cancelled in 1823, and he was forcibly shipped off from
Bengal. His offence consisted merely in the publication of a para-
graph, ridiculing the appointment of Dr. Bryce, a Scottish chaplain,
to the post of a clerk in the committee of stationery. It is needless
to emphasise the fact that this offence was not grave. enough to
warrant the severe punishment of deportation from India.

Mr. Buckingham raised the question in England, and started
a relentless agitation against the highhandedness of the Caleutta
authorities. He was cventually elected a member of Parliament,
and an entire Parliamentary Blue-Book (No. 601 of 1834) was
devoted to his historic case. In the end, the Company was obliged
to pay him an annuity of £200 by way of compensation for his
financial loss. But, in the beginning, the Court of Proprietors had
paid no heed to his complaints, and had in fact rejected his claims
for reparation in one of their adjourned meetings? held on Janu-
ary 18, 1826.

1. Vide Proceedings of a General Court of Proprietors of East India
stock held on January 18, 1826, pursuant to an adjournment from the 2ist
of December Yast.

J. 5 '
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This meeting was held on a vequisition 2 sent by {wo proprie-
tors, and its proceedings? are of special interest to the students of
modern Indian history and merit a delailed recapitulation from the

original records of the Court of Proprietors of the East India
Company.

The Hon. Douglas Kinnaird, one ol the signatories to the requi-
sition, opened the debate, and delivered an impressive speech in
support of the claims of Mr. Buckingham. His arguments were as
follows : —“ Whether those measures? have been wise or unwise,
I will not now stop to enquire ; but I will prove that they have
heen the cause of unnecessary, unmerited, and severe injury to a
most deserving individual. I am not now debating the question,
whether other measures might not have been adopted, which would
have effected the object Government had in view ; but I will eall
the attention of the Court to this single fact that great injury has
bheen inflicted on him—injury that I think could not be contem-
plated by the Government ; T say this, because I have never heard
that Mr. Buckingham has heen accused at an
person, either publicly or privately, as having been guilty of any
act which would render him unworthy of the respectyand confi-
dence which he has long enjoyed amongst all those to whom he is
known. T will confine myself to the simple proposition that a most
serious injury has been done to an individual,—an injury growing
out of certain measures which the Government in India deemed
it necessary to adopt with reference to a control over the press
in that country; and I beg leave to state most explicitly, that I
do not mean to hint anything whatever, as to whether the Gov-
ernment were right or wrong in placing the press under censor-
ship, or in adopting the system of license, considering those subjects
as quite distinct from that under deliberation at present,

y time, or by any

“Mr. Buckingham has long suffered under calumny, but he
has at length completely triumphed over the alleged improprieties

2. Vide Requisition from Douglas Kinnaird, and Joseph Hume, dated
December 3, 1825, “ We the undersigned Proprietors of the Fast India Stock
request you will be pleased to let the ensuing Quarterly General Court of
Proprietors be made further special, for the purpose of taking into conside-
ration the following propositions ;—That these be laid before this Court
copies of all correspondence between the Court of Directors and Mr. J. S.
Buckingham respecting his claims for reparation of the injury sustained by
him in his property in Calcutta, in consequence of the measures of the
Bengal Government.”

3. The debate was held at the East India House in Leadenhall Street.

4. The reference is to the regulations relating to the censorship of the
Press, adopted by the Bengal Government,
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which had been laid to his charge; and proved,. beyoqd ithe po&(zstl-
bility of doubt, that there had been nothing in his public or private
conduct that in the slightest degree deserved reproac'h or bla‘met.
I will now point out the reason of the outcry raised agains
Mr. Buckingham.

“On his way to India, Mr. Buckingham met \yith a ger;ﬂém:lr_‘
named Bankes, the present Member for th.e Um‘verSl?’ . in atLhe
bridge, an d, unfortunately for him, he ~remamed somet 1m‘<:01umes
company of that individual. Mr. Buckingham \fvrote. W(l) . withi
the result of his travels in the East. He ?rrlved . li. in
views far different from that of publishing his travels h, bu}:t ?i\tn ti
the opportunity of giving them to the world, »he t oltlg“ of his
avail himself of it, and sent forth a statement of t}_le rfa ul? large
work, for which a respectable bookseller offered him 3 ;elybefore
consideration. Not many months, however, had .passe yt’h root
a statement arrived ® in England, which struck dlrectiy at IZimed
of Mr. Buckingham’s reputation. That stateme‘nt hpriori: oo
Mr, Buckingham to be a literary thief. The charge i‘;lisgh oo
circulated, not only did the bOOk'seH.el.J refuse tok'p ham as a
travels, but an article appeared,® describing Mr. Bucking ‘a e
most irynmoral character and a mere .charlatfm- Th(; CgrLlli‘Z?)le to
necessarily was that a universal xxnp1~e§s1on, unfav
Mr. Buckingham, spread itself all over India.

“These were the humiliating and disadvantageous circum-

of a
stances under which Mr. Buckingham became the conc(lluctord of @
His paper attained a circulation, and pro

daily newspaper.? dia, and

a profit, far greater than was ever beforfe knf)wrl:hilsn CIOIL by
equal, perhaps, to any that was ever realized 110n s SOUNY
similar property. In the course of five years . \(;eir)lf establishing
of money and a vast deal of labour wer‘e expen ed T ofit of
this journal. At the end of that time, it produceh . net proft of
£8,000 per annum; and when Mr_. I?uckmghan} aettli)ng e
debts, he invested £20,000 in buildings, a.nd in ts fting 1p e
Columbian Press, which was the finest establishment o

Hobhouse.

. . ough Mr.
5. In the first instance, it was made throug m’s work had actu-

6. Mr. William Bankes asserted that Mr. B“°ki“5v}$iam Bankes to Mr.
ally been stolen from him. Vide letter from Mr.
Hobhouse.

7. Mr. Murray of Albemarle Street, London. hiomself

8. The author of the article v&;aSlei;_ Ba?:elssls )

1 started by him ) i
S1)0 T'he 3?1211“;81‘:50‘1:)“8118;3 when Mr. Buckingham was deported from
. ie, Ir

India.
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the British colonics. v quarter of
dred independent z,‘cn?lz‘l:uc(x{:mf‘;:x tl?(\ t}m paer .hc sold Lo a hu
received in hard cash. All this -L o (£10’0~00, which he
sect, which existod of o 1is showed the well-founded pros-
cess was obtained in di;;;;‘m?l'ltusu(:(\:g% o this paper.  This suc
cast on Mr. Buckinghq r of all the imputations which had been
to the test in this f;‘dm' Those charges have since been brought
racter of Mr B;cku:t:rlltly’ and the investigation has left the cha-
stood [01‘wm-c.1 as ¢ s {l-cu?l bure and unspotled. Mr. Buckingham
he stood forwardm; .m.( 1V1%{ual in the first class of society in India;
moral man. He dl:diul:m(? 0-1 honugn 4 man ol inlegrity, as 8
but certainly did nbt actLJLLh:“:aiu blfc duty fairly and honestly,
political onomics of Me Pocl ol a man worldl jsc. The
papers, ma]dL:n:}le 2)}11 '3/{1).. bgckmgham, the editors ofyot‘?::; ncf/vI:'-
abuse the most hm-:.ik%;: Ot’i‘i\]/hl. I‘b‘ank“ the ground for abuse—Ilor
ill belioves that fo s g : ¢ Government of Bengal, no doubt,
course, remain, until thgcl terary S?V'mdlcr. The fecling will, of
of justice here. Apologi -l:th goes forth to India from the courts
arc admitted to have ]ffb ave been made to him, and the charges
are thus proved to (H Lfn all false! The calumnies of My. Bankes
ings of his innocent vthL been ulterly groundless; but the suffer-
end was, that M Lem have not been the less severe ; for the
“q (;0 hink 1; h Buckingham’s ruin in India was accomp,liskcli:d
ot ey S e o b o e
y the Bengal ceessary measures res
the countryg. fg::;ncment a#e,lr Mr. Buckingham’s d;p;:;’}f:ego:g
Were unnecessary Uontrad%dmn to the fact, that those measures
appointed ; and ir-l . :;:m h%s leaving India, another editor was
mination to pUt, thec ‘(irt time, t he Government formed a deter-
fo be responsible foﬁ).rc\bb 1‘mder‘hcense. The editors were obliged
papers ; and if they f ﬁv.ely article which should appear in their
them of their licens ef m“{ error, the Government could deprive
ing all property in ethor printing : thus, in point of fact, subject-
nominally a mere sus ¢ p ress to actual annihilation, by’ what is
things when the thenpe?;‘lon of the license. This was the state of
article,! which, it Seer: tor or one of the proprietors, wrote an
the license was suspend S, was displeasing to the Goverx;ment and
pended. No renewal of the license was givén .12

The consequence i
. ce is that M ‘
ruined 1 at Mr. Buckingham’s property has been

11. The article ridi
culed a chaplai

12. The Bengal aplain of the Scotti
had a wish t {1)53 Govex:nment refused a license tlsh Church,

B The Doop e editor of this Journal o one Mr. Muston who

. e books of Messrs, Al .
h - Alexander & Co. .
gham, showed that Mr. Buckingham lost manyotimﬁf::;s for er. Buckin~
pounds.
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“I am quite at a loss 1o account for the course which had been
pursued, unless by supposing that the Government were desirous
of striking terror into the minds of all those who were disposed
t0 mention the name of Mr. Buckingham with respect. Can any
gentleman rise and assert, that there was any connexion between
lztr'thB‘kainghalll, as a proprietor of this jqurnal, and the owner
Edit 05? lry‘pes, and hi§ conduct at the period whefx he actecll as
- ez)lr. The two things cannot, by any ingenuity, be‘ mixed
hafi uaer. »The Government, when thc. license was .apphevd for,
lhemm their hands the power of annihilating the press, if it oﬂenfied
sai '“LWhat then ought they to have done ? They ought to th.C
may’ l.etuo.t the paper go on. Ii concerns not us ‘what proceeds it
m15condu::‘to Mr. Buckingham. We know, that if ﬂ.lC concern be
ave diSPOSL(ilwc can pul it down at once.” Mr. Buckmg.ham nug}ll]t
®venty whicch of that P{‘Opcrty in this co.untry, un.con.scmu? of It L
3 coupt of ITNC"C taking place ir.1 Inch.a. I mmntgm, Sir, that,
advanceg " cllw, the holder of ihis cqul?able security for money
Ment fw’ d _Ou d.havc a strong casc against the Bexlgal Govez:n—
of My B (?bt.l'oymg, on account of some ol(.i 'grudge, tl.le proper till

in du“_tkmgham, on the supposed stability of which he ha
‘M ced to lend his money.

¥ heart yearned within m

een

c when I heard the tale of his

disty,

esses . .
Wag nzf S. He has become the victim of circumstances, which it
Justice in his power to control. He has claims not only on the
» on the humanity, but also on the liberality of the Com-

pany. P
decided; freely admit that Mr. Buckingham has uttered opinions
¥ opposed to the restrictions on the press in India; but

pefore the

Ow )
ri"yh?oss Tted on this very subject ? He 'has gone bef
on fair c1 .tO have, at his own expense, this great public
oy decided according to law-** - .
Com There can be no doubt that Mr. Buckingham 15 entitled }:o
ouff nsation for the losses he has sustained, and 1 t?ust that this
pensat-w ill not hesitate respecting the means of granting I&hatho:;l;:
Ingl, ion. I do not ask you to give 2 sum 'of money to r.h u :
a am on account of any suffering bodily or merftal, that he
QI:i endured. True it is, that he ha fered heavily; blut my
qum on his behalf is grounded on ac sitive loss of
Whperty.. Mr. Buckingham will bring forward docurr}en.ts tf) sho\,\f
b at price he could have obtained for his property, if justice had
een  done to it. I should greatly prefer that the production o
those papers, on which a grant of £5,000 might be grounded, shoul
Oidl_)TOpOSed by some member of the executive body,!® than by an
inary individual Proprietor. A grant to Mr. Buckinghar

ti gques-

s su
tual and po

14, The gecision of the Privy Council went against Mr. Buckingham.
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would, in my opinion, do the highest honour to the Last India
Company, and would he ouly

an act of common justice to that
decply-injured individual,”

Mr. Poynder,'s a city altorney by profession, was onc of the
leading orators against Mr. Buckingham on this day. His argw”
ments were as follows : —

“If My, Buckingham has been wrong, then the Government
must have been right—and vice verse, if the the Government has
been right, it must necessarily f{ollow that Mr. Buckingham has
been wrong. It is impossible that they can both be right. Now,
let us hear what the Government has alleged. It is this—that
Mr. Buckingham, as editor of a public journal, made a long serie’
of the most unprovoked attacks against the Government, and those
attacks were the substantive grounds of offence, upon which the
Government subsequently proceeded. The Government said t0
Mr. Buckingham, ‘ You are endeavouring to sow the seeds of sedi*
tion and danger in this empire, and wo cannot allow you to pro
ceed’1? Mr. Buckingham indeed endeavoured to persuade the
people of India that they were nof so well governed as they ought
to be,’8 and there is no doubt that his auditors were hoth numerous
and attentive. In the first instance, however, the Government did

not apply the strong arm with respect to him. They only made
a remonstrance to him.

Their remonstrance, however, was of 1o
avail. The Governme

nt of India, while they had any regard to
the interests they were bound to support, could not endure such
charges and such reproach to pass without notice. Yet it was not
until this system of abuse had gone on for a very considerable
length of time, and in actual despite of entreaties, and of warnings
and of appeals, that My, Buckingham’s license was withdrawn.!?
Is it for conduct such as this that he Is entitled to your supports
to your influence, or your money ? I do not mean to say anything
against the moral character of My, Buckingham. This has not

been questioned, and with it we have nothing to do. His deporta-
tion had nothing to do with .20

15. ie. the Cowt of Directors.
16. He was a Proprietor of the East India Stock.
17. This accusation was highly exaggerated.
18. This is an accusation which may be raised against eve
every country that ever suggested any reform or improvement.
19. Mr. Poynder did not evidently know the real facts of the case, OfF

he misstated them. There was no systematic abuse of the Government in
the Calcutta Journal.

20. Mr. Poynder is again mistaken.
Buckingham was the ultimate causc of his
led to his deportation,

ry man 0

The false accusation against M-
controversy with Dr, Bryce that

3

-
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“Mr, Buckingham was not sent from Indi? on a.ccount ?‘f be];ng,c
a literary pirate, or because of any charge a}gamst his mora ltS;, h:je
for his attacks upon the Government—for h{s perseverence ;ﬁn land
of politics which ought not to be endured n.x India, (?r in ngdanO‘;
or anywhere.2!’ The subject here is an affaxr.of busm;ass, arix.ef o
of charity. Let the public at large subscribe {for v:me tre 1aS o
Mr. Buckingham, if his ecircumstances are SO unfm e
need suc ief. .

d“ Iltmrtlma;qerse lfo difference whether My, Buckingham Yas 0‘:’“}?:
of the whole, or only one-fourth part of the paper; SO 03? ado\r;
had the power to continue the same COI'JI‘SP of poé\tlcts, thee had
ernment had a right to continue the line of con uﬁ’ rymight
adopted, And this, too, not only with respect to w Oev}f.l they
be editor, but also with regard to M. Bmkmgha}?, o lei that
knew he had the power of disseminating through 4 aathorities
seasoning of contempt and aversion for the c.onstltute v;li e ;
with which his publication had been so plent}fullyhprOG vex:nment.

“There has been nothing proved against t eo1 .cr)n oty
Until it is proved that the GovernmenF has behaveh iz pbeen in:
that in their conduct towards Mr. Bl,mkmg}.lam t?ey tzirfly cannot
fluenced by private instead of public motives, % cex avded. or 10
regard him as a man either to be esteemed, to be rex;n of talent
Teceive any money. I respect Mr. Buckmghé}m as‘?’ are to juddey
but talent has nothing to do with this questlon.f e = ensationb?
him as a politician. TIs this, then, I ask, a case for comp
I say, decidedly not.”

After Mr. Poynder’s speech, Mr. Lewin rosihto is:(;iz::d?f
mover of the proposition. His arguments may bi, l;xsam had acted

(i) “The question is not whether V- Bucf ‘;g al had acted
right or wrong—not whether the Government o er:i be entirely
right or wrong—but whether that gentleman was
Proscribed.”.

() “His property is destroye

b ttend to his business.” . .
' p:;:{)y, ﬁol\’;'t;uckingham has been treated in the most unjust

i i must
and oppressive manner that has been described. ’flltllllslgcso;xcx; st
interfere for his relief, and for the purpose of preveth sueh brac:
tices in future. I demand of the Court whether re:nd L pormit
M., Buckingham to be hunted through every lfomzeen 1 destroyed
like a wild beast” “A double punishment has

d. and he is not allowed, even

21, Actually it was only for ome act (and that the first) that Mr.
. Actually

Buckj ted.
d;zngh'li'ahn}e v'vsasa: e:l‘:sruid supposition, for the Government had the power
o 15 1

eet issued.
to change the Editor every day, or to put a censor over every shee
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Mr. Buckingham. No Man is infallible—every man may fall into
error; and if Mr. Buckingham has erred, let not his punishment
be greater than his offence. I will admit, for argument’s sake, that
Mr. Buckingham was wrong; but, was not his banishment from
India even a more than sufficient punishment? ”

Mr. S. Dixon advanced the following arguments to oppose the
motion ;: —

(i) “Mr. Buckingham has abused 2 the Government of India
in the grossest manner.”

(i) “For most of his misfortunes, he has only to thank him-
self. He brought ruin upon his own head 2t

Sir C. Forbes thereupon supported the motion on the follow-
ing grounds:—

(i) “It has always appeared to me that M. Buckingham was
made a tool of by those who entertained the idea of establishing
a free press in India. He was put forward as an instrument bY
those persons down to the latest period of his residence in India;
and as soon as the Government visited him with that punishment
which it considered itself justified in inflicting on him, he Was
deserted by them all, by thase very men, with the exception per:
haps of one or two, who had called themselves his friends, an
who, by encouraging him in the course he was pursuing, had le
to his destruction.”

(1) “That Mr. Buckingham was imprudent with respect 10
various articles inserted in his paper, I have no hesitation in admit”
ting; but if T am called upon to say whether I think that any of
these articles could be considered as tending to endanger the safety

of India, I can lay my hand upon my heart, and declare, that
do not.”

(i) “Is it fair or proper that because a man has been war?”
ed nine times that he has fallen under the displeasure of the Gov*
ernment, he should on the tenth occasion be visited with such
tremendous punishment as has heen inflicted on Mr. Buckingham?
As well might it be said, that because a man has been convicte

nine times of a misdemeanour, he should, on the tenth occasio®
be punished as for a felony.”

23. This is again a misrepresentation of facts.
that the Indian Government was grossly abused, were there no Courts
Calcutta to punish the offenders? And if so, what other punishment that
the law would inflict could be necessary ?  Mr, Buckingham did not ot
the safety of India in jeopardy by anything he ever wrote, more especia Iy

the laughing at a Presbyterian parson being made a stationer’s clerk! Wwha
had the safety of India to do with this ?

24, All this is unconvineing, of course,

But even if it were trv®
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The Hon. Leicester Stanhope who spoke next supported the
motion with equal vehemence. His arguments were as follows: —

(i) “Among the hundred shareholders of- .the C_al’(’:utta
Journal were some of the most eminent men in British India.

(i1)  “1 esteem Mi. Buckingham much, b-ec.ause I know him
well; I know him to be a moral man, a I‘ellgIOI'lS- man, a gooij
father, a good husband, a firm friend, and a loyal citizen. Furth]e{n,
I will venture to say, that with the exception of Ed.mund Bu.r. e,
Lord Cornwallis, Lord Hastings, and the great historian of British
India, Mr. Mill, no man has conferred greater benefits on the
people of India, or has done more honour to the Government, than
this said persecuted Buckingham.”*

(i) “The exira-judicial measures did not Sat.iSfy the angry
spirit of the Indian Government. They determined to . have
recourse to that © wild justice”, as Lord Bacon has denominated
it, “revenge ’. By the conduct of Lord Ambherst the paper Lva;
Tuined ; and the consequence Wwas, that a proper'ty, whlch. a
cost Mr. Buckingham £20,000 in gold, and from which he rece;ve'd
£8,000 a year, was actually sold for £1,§00 ;'.and over ar}ld e:iow;
the £4000 which Mr. Buckingham left in his banker’s hands a
Calcutta, he has since been called upon to pay £5,000 more Oln
account of an expenditure incurred in consequence of the, v:ctxi
lating conduct of Lord Amherst; making Mr. Buck.mghan;s ho a
loss £39,000. I agree with Mr. Buckingham that it would av-e
been better for him when he left Calcutta to have set fire to his

remises nsumed the whole concern.” .

’ ml\l/ISES,R?njacclgson rose to oppose the motion, and said, among
o ; e

ther(i)thn‘l‘glt\;/l.y hon. Friend’s speech was characterized by no small

degree of asperity, in so far as it alluded to the Government of

Be“g(j:') “Lord Amherst may have been right.or wrong bcifl htbls
point—with that I have nothing to do. All 1 W}sh to ?sta ish is,
that Lord Amherst objected only to Mr. Buckmg}'xam s. retaining
a governing influence over the paper and not to his being a pro-

prietor,” 26

25. This is obviously an exaggeration, yet it has an element of truth,
: jan Press.
for he did fight for the freedom of the Indian
22 'lrhif:‘gis n::: quite correct, for the licence to set up a paper \yas not
given.to Dr. Muston until he had declared that it was bona fide his pro;-
perty, ie Mr Buckingham had no interest in it. It would be st'range, it
the éovex"nmeﬁt could entertain any apprehension of the paper be}ng ?on_
trolled by Mr. Buckingham from a distance of several thousand miles from
Calcutta.
J. 6
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The second signatory to the requisition, Mr. Hume, thereupo?
supported the motion on the following grounds:—*“1 deny that
Mr. Buckingham ever opposed the Government : he only endea
voured to expose the abuses which existed under the Government:
Can it be the wish of any man who hears me that the sentence
of banishment to which M. Buckingham was subjected should be
followed up by the confiscation of the whole of his property ? The
destruction of his property 27 is an additional punishment, inflict-
ed on him in the nature of a fine.” 2

The motion was opposed by Sir John Sewell who spoke next.
His arguments were, as follows : —

(i) "I cannot discover that there has been anything 1ike
confiscation. The word appears the more extraordinary, bhecaus€
Mr. Buckingham’s [riends admit 29 that the Government acted
legally 3 in sending him from India, as a man whose conduct had
rendered him unfit longer to reside in that country.”

() “But what was the use of sending the body of the map

away, if they allowed the paper to be conducted with his min
and spirit ? '3

(@) “I take it that the value of the paper arose from that
Very cause, which made it appear bad in the eyes of the Indian

Government., namely, the improper mode in which it was com”
ducted,” 32

Dr. Gilchrist quoted a few lineg from Oriental poetry to stress
the dangers of an unmitigated despotism in India. “1 will not
give you too much of the original lest it should perplex you,” he
said, “but I must give you four or five verses of it, if it be only
to inure you to the sound of the language of your subjects.”

27. This was modestly valued at £30,000.

28. When he was ordered home, he could have sold his share in the
concern, but he did not do so in the hope of deriving an annual profit of
about £4,000.

29. Mr. Buckingham’s friends in fact never admitted this

30. In a previous meeting of the Court of Proprietors in July, 1823,
the legality of Mr. Buckingham’s deportation had been fully debated. I’“
that meeting, a number of Proprietors had maintained that Mr. Buckinghams
deportation was illegal. The Court had, however, adopted a different view
of the question. Referring to this decision, Mr. Hume stated in the coursé
of his speech, “On the pbresent occasion, I how to that decision, however
I may regret it.”

3l. This is a funny argument, indeed. How could Mr. Buckingham
give his mind to the paper after his body was removed to England ?

32, This is again unconvincing, and is no justification for the loss which
Mr. Buckingham had te suffer.
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ate the Hon. Pro-
The following lines were then repecated by the
Prietoy :
Khurabee =i be dad beenud jul_la;:’ izan ‘W
Choo boostani khoorum zi badi khiz \C

Mudil, rookhsuti zoolm dur hech hal)‘ |

Ki khom?; hurdi moolkut nu yabud keumal /\ 0\
ukoon bur zueefani be charu z;or o

Beendesh akhir zi tungee egor! d

Muhoon murdoom azaree ue 1oon dr(ile

Ki naguh rusud bur to ghuri khoodall.

This he translated thus:—

Yy [ -1 | be,
“ As storms destroy bright autumn's cheerful ro

So foul injustice desolates the glolbci1 ; eign

Such ruthless kings as by oppressu)1 wané,

Their empire’s crescents prematurc;1 y wane nd,
Crush not the man, whose hopes oh{l ou depend,
Ah, think betimes how—where Sllllcd deed

Nor goad the wretched on to fe breztﬁs T i
Sligh(t’ not their sighs as passing

- last, .
Lo e e ot e e o
And whelm your thrones w

round,
After a few more speeches which C(?V-ereld :t?p(?s?;;,ongbefore
My, Douglas Kinnaird, the mover of the Orlglnantf of his opponents.
the house, was permitted to reply to the.argu-n?eal speech was based
His reply which was as impressive as hls. oriem ontradiction to the
o the following points: “I have met with nok? ham’s character.
Statement which 1 made regarding Mr. Buc mfited by his con-
© one has stated that Mr. Buckingham has ety of M., Buck-
duct, the sufferings he has endured. . The bpl' tie foars or jealousy
ngham was unnecessarily sacrificed either 1yast error in the con-
of the Bengal Government. There was, attedis,qualify Mr. Buck-
uct of the Bengal Government in seeltiif 1“0 e best
ingham. as they did, from disposing of ;S premarks by appeal-
adVanta’ge in Calcutta.” He summed up ;:i «If ever there was
ing to the court’s justice and mercy. H}e, Smar;ity and mercy Wwith
a case jn which you can display your Hu ho are connected with
onour to yourselves, and benefit to. a VZ rant to Mr. Bucking-
You, it is the present casel.' }I]f .yo:s gglolfloyoi as.a debt of justice,
i nich 1S .
gl;;‘::rlltthiittlc‘)erl:i‘.ln:)l ezztl:nt:bute to talent and to misfortune. The

b}
. importance.
amount is to you trifling, to him of paramount Imp

Kinnaird was then put and

. las .
The original motion of Mr. Doug in support of it.

ised
hegatived ; only twelve hands were raise
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Mr. Jackson’s amendment® was also negatived ; fourteen hands
only having been held up in support of it.

That the decision of the Court of Proprictors was unlair needs
no elaboration. The highhandedness of the Bengal Government
is apparent, and even a superficial examination of the case of
Mr. Buckingham would serve to show that the punishment which
was meted out to him was as harsh as it was vindictive.

The vendetta of the Bengal Government against Mr. Bucking-
ham started like this. Dr. Bryce, a chaplain of the Scottish
Church, in a series of letters signed “ A Friend 1o Mr. Bankes,”
held up Mr. Buckingham to odium, as undeserving the counte”
nance of a man of integrity, and invited the Bengal Government
1o banish from their dominions one so tainted with the crime of
literary theft. For his unusual zeal in thus discrediting the popular
advocate of a free press in India, Dr. Bryce was rewarded with
a place as clerk of stationery. Mr. Buckinghain who had been
defamed by this chaplain returned his bitterness with ridicule, and
laughed at the Chaplain in his new capacity of paper, pounce, and
pasteboard purveyor. It was for this ostensibly, and for this alone
that Mr. Buckingham was expelled from India. The accusations
of this over-zealous priest, which led to Mr. Buckingham’s depor-
tation, were as false as they were malicious. The appointment of
Dr. Bryce was so palpably unwarranted that eventually the Court
of Directors cancelled it peremtorily.

The first stage in the case was the prosecution of Mr. Buck-
imgham by the six Secretaries of the Government, and his acquittal1
by a jury . And what was the nature of this jury ? Two-thirds
of the jury were directly or indirectly connected with the Govern-
ment; notwithstanding this, Mr. Buckingham was acquitted-
When the authorities found that Mr. Buckingham was innocent it
the eye of the law, they decided to have recourse to extra-judicia1
measures, and eventually expelled him from India. It is note-
worthy that although Mr. Buckingham was banished for having
commented in a humorous manner, on the appointment O

33. In the course of his spcech mentioned above, Mr. R. Jackson had
proposed the following amendmeni. “ That the Court of Proprietors request
the Court of Directors to take into consideration the losses sustained bY
Mr. Buckingham since his deparvture [rom India; and the Court of Pl_'o‘
prietors beg leave to assure them, that if they find Mr. Buckingham’s situatio®
such as to induce their sympathy and pecuniary aid, they will meet with
the cordial support of this Court.” This amendment was based on the
assumption that the original motion was too comprehensive!
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Dr. Bryce, the Company disapproved of the conduct of the Bengal
Government in having made the appointment, and that the Scot-
tish clergy also, generally, disapproved of the appointment. It is
also to be borne in mind that before Mr. Buckingham was banished
from India there were no regulations for the press that had the
force of law, and that they were only enacted after Mr. Bucking-
ham was sent away. If they existed, and had the force of law
before, their re-enaction was meaningless. If they did not exist
(which their subsequent enaction shows) then Mr. Buckingham
was punished for offending against a supposed law, which had no
legal entity.

Furthermore the ruin of Mr. Buckingham’s property did n'ot
arise actually from his deportation itself. It was due to of’ﬁ?xal
vindictiveness towards him long after his expulsion. On leaving
India, instead of immediately selling his property, be left it behind
him, believing it to be safe. It cannot be denied that he cou.ld
have realised at least £20,000 by the sale of his establishment while
leaving India. But, subsequently, the Bengal Government did not
allow a fair sale of his property in the open market. The conse-
quence was the utter ruin of the property in guestion. The capri-
ciousness of Lord Amberst’s goverment is particularly glaring. On
the relmonstrance of the share-holders of the ‘Calcutta Journal’
that because one person had offended, a hundred should not s'uffer,
Lord Amherst at first agreed that the paper should be published.
Then, he would not allow it to be published, unless it was edited
by a Company’s servant; then he would not allow it to be pub-
lished under the title of the ‘ Calcutta Journal’; then he would
allow it to be published under the name, the *British Lion’; then
he would not allow it to be called the ‘ British Lion >, then
he would nat allow it to be published so long as Mr. Buckingham
and the hundred share-holders had any interest in the concern; at
last he did allow it to be published under the title of the
“Scotsman in the Bast” under a strict censorship. By thi§ con-
duct of the Bengal Government, which was as arbitrary as it was
tyrannical, the ‘ Calcutta Journal’ was ruined.

Mr. Buckingham’s conduct as editor of the ‘ Calcutta :]ourrl.al ’
was certainly not entirely satisfactory. That he was at. times nr.)-
prudent with respect to various articles published in his paper is
true. That he himself sometimes criticised the Government’s
measures rather severely is also true. That he appeared on some
occasions to have set the Government at defiance is also undeniable.
But, it should be remembered that there were no regulations for
the conduct of the press, and that the rules which Mr. Bucking-
ham was considered by the official censors to have violated had
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never been formaily announced to the press. Thus, what appeared
to some perfectly harmless, might not be regarded in that light by
others. Under such circumstances, Mr. Buckingham might quite
unknowingly, give cause for offence. But to hold that his writ-
ings endangered the safety of the Indian Empire is quite mean-
ingless. For one thing, the state of British India was never So
tranquil as while Mr. Buckingham’s paper existed. And, if his
paper criticised some of the glaring injustices of the Government,
he could not be regarded as an cnemy of the Government. But,
the real fact is that the Bengal Government distiked a free expres-
sion of opinion adverse to itself and sought to suppress it with a
high hand. So far as the case of My, Buckingham was concerned,
the question was not whether a free press was to be permitted in
India, but whether, in checking a certain license of expression
assumed by the ‘ Calcutta Journal ’, @ most unwarranted and need-
less loss was not inflicted on Mr. Buckingham, and on a hundred
innocent shareholders of the paper. The banishment of Mr. Buck-
ingham and his successor, Mr. Arnot, was sufficient or rather
drastic punishment for their supposed offences. The total stop-
page of the paper, when the revival of the censorship could easily
have obviated a recurrence of the offences, was a vindictive and
malicious measure of which there was no justification.

The sufferings of Mr. Buckingham evoked almost universal
sympathy in England, and the supporters of free discussion took
up his cause in right earnest. Mr. Buckingham came to be looked
upon as a noble martyr, and he was warmly supported in his bold
stand against oppression. The matter finally came before Parlia-
ment, and, as has already been stated at the outset, the Company
was obliged to grant him an annuity by way of reparation for his
losses. The case of Mr. Buckingham was, in short, a historic
interlude in the struggle for a free press in India, which deserves
much greater attention than it has so far received from the
historians.

Annals of Old Madras

BY

K. NARASIMHACHARI, MLA.

THE BRAMINY (Continued)

In the earlier stages of Nature—religion, people s‘wore by‘.t.he-
head of 2 bear as in Siberia and on the head. or skin of' a tlllg;:x
as among the Santals and other indigenous tribes of II'ldlla.. the
brevalence of river-worship is seen in the extent to which in he
old and modern world oaths by rivers are most §acred.d in tth iz
earlier ages man swore inviolably by the styx or le.el;1 anh omost
day an oath on the water of the Ganges is to the Hin ; .t e oot
binding of pledges and has as such been recommended 1'n -?te;.ed
Years to be substituted in the place of the present oaths adminis
in Courts.

In 1750 a curious book was published at Halle. It consisted :j
a series of dialogues bearing on the mode (-)f hfe.of Et;ropeafns athe
Natives at Madras. It was originally written in Telugu for he
Danish Mission and subsequently translated into.both Gerr‘zlan :Uit
English, The sixth and twentieth dialogue therein relate? (;) abtor
at Law in the Maiors Court between a Demandant and his : the.
Rangappa, the complainant, states that his father lent. money gead
Defendant Arumugam. Rangappa, whose? father is novsc/1 d ing,
holds the receipt, which Arumugam repudiates as ff)rglery de t)}rl ne
the debt. After much prevarication by the Principa sAanmugam
Witnesses the Judge orders Arumugam to take the oatf;l. drt};t
breaks down at the word * cows ” and acknowledges the debt.

The form of the oath was as follows : —

Almighty God in Heaven, if T have taken Money upon Usury

of Rangappan’s Father’s Hands and do now de'ny thisc,l Ll;:;{lewI;I:
certainly kill all my cows, cut them in ll'ttle shcesl an e me
and my wife and children to eat them without salt or any

spices till we die. -
In 1774 the Hindu witnesses in Calcutta objected to. sw?ar even
by the Ganga Jul (water of the Ganges). The objections are

couched in the witnesses’ own language :
If I put my hand into the Ganga Jul, I'put my hand into the fire
of Hell ; or
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Should I happen to say one word which is not true I shall be
tormented during an hundred transmigrations ; or

I shall sink my ancestors into places of torment ; or
This is a very solemn mode of swearing.

When the Recorder’s Court was established at Madras in 1798
the Braminy continued on the establishment of that Court under
the same designation, and with the same salary and functions. This
Court was superseded by the Supreme Court established in 1801.
The Braminy continued in that Court as well. He administered the
oath to the witness. After that the witness was to swallow sacred
water and Toolsee leaf brought {rom the large temple in the Black
Town-—the Chennakesava Perumal Temple in China Bazaar Road,
now Nethaji Subash Chandra Bose Road, George Town. Gradually
the Braminy came to be connoted by his duties and the name of
the functionary was imperceptibly changed into the Swearing
Bramin. The salary continued to be one pagoda per mensem—but
for a slight increase by 7 fanams. On the recommendation of
Sir T. A. Strange, Chief Justice and Sir J. H. Newbolt, Puisne
Judge (afterwards Chief Justice) the salary was increased to 3 Pags.
per mensem in 1816.

The oaths to be taken before the Company’s Courts—The Sud-
der and Foujdari Adawluts—were embodied in the Regulations.
Sec. 7 of Reg. II of 1802 not only adopts the previous enactments
but also lays down a declaration to be adopted by the Judge in the
case of witnesses of rank or caste whom it would be improper to
compel to take the oath:

Declaration to be subscribed by a Hindoo witness exempted
from taking an oath :

I will true and perfect answer make to all such questions as
shall be put to me touching the matter now before the Court betwixt
the parties A and B which shall be the truth, the whole truth and
nothing but the truth; if I declare anything not warranted by the
truth or conceal any part thereof, I shall be deserving of punish-
ment from Almighty God and if I break this declaration, I acknow-
ledge myself to be as guilty as if I had killed a Bramin or slain
a cow on the Banks of the Ganges at Causee (Benares).

Declaration to be signed by a Mahomedan witness exempted
from taking an oath :

I solemnly affirm and declare in the presence of Almighty God
that T will true and perfect answer make to all questions as shall be
put to me touching the matter now before the Court hetwixt the
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Parties A and B which shall be the Truth, the whole Truth and
nothing but the Truth. |

After the wilness has given his deposition he is to subseribe

the following declaration :

I solemnly declare in the presence of Almighty God that 1 hz.we
told the Truth, the whole Truth and nothing but the Truth touching
the matter now before the Court belwixt the parties A and B.

In 1824 a Hindu witness in the Supreme Court at Ca]cfuﬁa
refused to be sworn on the ground that he was the only son of his
father,

In Reid vs. Mears on the file of the Supreme Court at Madras
(a case of criminal conversation) Mr. Teed, Counsel for defendant,
objected to a maty, a native witness, giving evidence on the groux?d
that he did not know the nature of an oath. Questioned about it,
the witness said that if he spoke an untruth he expected to.be
Punished by the Court and perhaps flogged. Sir E. J G;\mlélglr,
the presiding Judge, formerly defence counsel for. To pL; de
artyrs famous in the History of the Labour Movement in England,
asked the witness if he knew to whom he appealed and who h:;
expected would punish him. He answered “T appeal to (Gl‘rO(}il1 atn't
the Court will punish me.” Sir Edward Gamber -re‘marke tha ;
did not appear that he (the witness) feared divine vengeanc(i
Witness was then asked whether he thought God would be pleased
or displeased with him, if he spoke false. and'whether bedffzged
any displeasure from heaven. To which the witness rephe’t i ow
is present ; I will get evil, if I speak falsehood, but I don’t kno t
What evil God will send me.” Mr. Teed objected that he was no
2 competent witness, but the court ruled that he was.

The Oaths Act of 1838 (I & II Vic. C. 105) further e:}cfet}llded
this branch of the Law. It provided that in a‘ll'cases, in w 1.ct a::
oath may lawfully be and shall have been admmlster}eld ’;o a \)'\71t(:1::;;i
In any proceeding, such person is bound by the oath a mm(;s red
in such form and with such ceremonies as such person may dec :\h
to be binding. Under this Act the Hindus were sw(c;rn orrx1 thz
Vedas or by touching the Brahman’s foot, the M.aho'me ax}xlslo °
Koran, the Parsees on the Zenda Avesta or by binding aE ?y cor
tound their body, the Buddhists by the Three Holy Existences,
Buddha, Dhamma and Prosangha and The Pevotees of the: Twenty-
two ﬁrn’ﬂaments, and the Chinese by breaking a saucer into frag-

Mments after saying these words:

I tell the Truth, the whole Truth—if not, as that saucer is

broken, may my soul be broken like it,
J. 7
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Sec. 1 of Act 1840 substituted an affirmation in lieu of the older
forms of oath. It runs:

Whereas obstruction to justice and other inconveniences have
arisen in consequence of persons of the Hindoo or Mahomedan per-
suasion bheing compelled to swear by the water of the Ganges or
upon the Koran or according to other forms, which are repugnant
to their consciences or feelings :

1. It is hereby enacted that, except as hereinafler provided,
instead of any oath or declaration, now authorvized or required by
law, every individual of the classes aforesaid within the Territories
of the East India Company shall make affirmation to the following
eflfect : —

[ solemnly affirm in the presence of Almighty God that what

I shall state shall be the Truth, the whole Truth and nothing but
the Truth.

When the present High Court was established ‘inder the Letters
patent issued in 1862 amalgamating the Supreme Court—The King’s
Court—and The Sudder and Foujdaree Adawlut—The Company’s
Courts—there was an attempt at consolidation of the law relating
to this branch. Sec. 9 of Act XVIII of 1863 modified Sec. 4 of Act V
of 1840 and extended the application of that Act to Her Majesty’s
Courts of Justice and added the following to Clause 1 of that Act :

And when verifying an Affidavit a solemn affirmation shall be
made to the following effect:

I solemnly affirm in the presence of Almighty God that the
signature to this is my name and handwriting and that the con-
tents of this affidavit are true.

It was Dickens, who described the Commissioner of Qaths as
the man in spectacles hard at work swearing affidavits produced by
a number of clerks, the oath being invariably administered without
any effort at punctuation and usually in the following terms :

Take the book in your right hand this is your name and hand
writing You swear the contents of this your affidavit are true SO
help you God a shilling you must get change 1 haven’t got it.

The author had apparently in mind the times when the Com-
missioner for oaths was paid by fees collected from the parties to
the action by him direct. And that was no inconsiderable sum.
The perfunctory manner in which the oath is administered and the
abridged form adopted in many of our courts has been the subject
of adverse comment in The Madras Mail 1934.

t
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Act VI of 1872 introduced two further important changes. Qne
was that every witness who had an objection to take.the oa‘él} might
make a simple affirmation. The other was that n.otw1thstan 1%g an:f
irregularity in the taking of an ocath or affirmation or of evidence,

the proceedings should be valid.

Sec. 6 of Act X of 1873 extended the substit‘ution of the solemn
affirmation instead of the oath in the case of witnesses, other thagq
Hindus and Mahomedans, who had an objection to take t.he' :)af(i.
Sec. 7 enjoins that all oaths and affirmations shall be a.dmu;xs :ilrie
according to such forms as the High Court may from tlIx;ehocourt
prescribe. They are found in the rules made by our Cl'g‘l Conrt
both on its Appellate and Original Side and also in the Civi
of Practice.

In 1933 there was some difficulty over the oath to b'e iai&esn :(z
a Hindu prosecutor at the Brighton Police Court. . A be;\lct 1.; :dus
tor pressed into the role of an interpreter ex.plamed;& t a -
swear facing the Ganges and with hands up-raised. As a};l)p went
no one present knew towards which point of the coxppasshﬂe o
turn, the prosecutor finally promised “to tell no lies while
the Ganges.n
e witness at the Liverpool. Cov.lllnty
Court having concluded his national oath in due forml v:;teu:i ;cs It:esz
words : “ And if I do not speak the ’Lruth,,, may myhsou be dashee
into a thousand pieces even as this saucer, hur}ed the saf cer o 1
ground. However it, being of over-substantial manu ad St,ill "
bounded intact. Twice more it was dashed down lz:u‘::1 S d
remained whole until at last the witness had to knee
hammer it heavily on the floor.
mes happen over these picturesque cere-

On one occasion a Chines

Qdd things someti
monijes.

Gradually there has develo;?e
India too often to regard the takin

late Lord Phillimore, while a judge of ¢ ternl
had occasion to protest more than once with some vehemence sternly

rebuking those present who continued to carry on convie::ta:;zz

while the oath was being taken by a witness. In?ho\:; m:: 3f71'<)rn this

has this not been true even of our own Courts? ?a th eali:

the witnesses themselves have receded farther away from the r

sation of consciousness of the prese « s

every one of their actions and though tixe fw<})1rds ;}1111 theffrij:;fetlilglel
. cel of the oath or a a

of Almighty God” form part an.d paree”

taken bfr them still little attention Is paid to them. Perhaps the

d a tendency both in England and
g of an oath as a mere forrr§. ‘ ’_I‘he
ge of the King's Bench Division,
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menta‘l attitudo’o[ the average witness is hest illustrated in the
engagxngly sophisticated answer of a little girl in a court, who was
being examined on her knowledge of the nature of an oath:

What will happen to you if you tell a lie in your evidence ?
She replied " I suppose, Sir, I couldn’t get my expenses.”

An oath is an asseveration or promise made considering God to
be present. Writers viewing the subject among civilised nations
only have sometimes defined it as an appeal to a deity. “ By the
lerm oath”, says Bentham in his Jurisprudence, “taken in its
broadest sense, is universally understood a ceremony composed of
wo_rdsA and gestures, by which the Almighty is engaged eventually
o inflict on the taker of the oath, or swearer as he is called, punish-
rfzen.t in quantity and quality, liquidated or more commonly un~
liquidated, in the event of his doing something which he, the
swearer, &t the same time and thereby engages not to do or omitting
to do something which he in like ianner engages to do.” In effect
th? Lord God is called to witness in an ef’fortL to make the human
bemgs keep to the straight and narrow path of truth-speaking and
promise-kecping. i is often wondered whether the presence of
God need be invoked at all when most of the witnesses now-a-days
do n(.)t‘ care for God or for such oaths and whether, in view of the
prm.nsmn made for perjury in Indian Penal Code, the ceremony of
calhng,r on the Lord God cannot be dispensed with. This in-
fieed is a question too difficult to be answered when it is borne
in mind that even the framers of the present econstitution
of the Indian Union have made a provision for invoking the
name of God for those who believe in Him in contradistinction to
those for whom their own conscience is enough. To this day oaths
and. solemn affirmations are regarded by the law as guarantees
against perjury and as a means of securing ascertainment of truth.

Note on Talagunda Inscription
‘of Kakusthavarman’

BY

G. S. Gat,

Ootacumund

This famous inseription, engraved as il is on & pillar, is a ver-
table pilfar on which rest the origin and growth of the early kings
of the Kadamba dynasty—handed down to us. But to which king
_does this record belong? Kielhorn, who has published the inscription
' the pages of Epigraphia Indica,} has given the nomenclature to his
Paper ‘ Falagunda Inscription of Kakusthavarman’? and this title,
Do douhy, suggests that it belongs to the reign or time of Kakus-
thavarman, That this was Kielhorn’s view is indicated also by
the following : His translation of the third verse, in praise of

dkusthavarman, ‘And next (victorious is)? Kakusthavarman,
"f’hOSe form is? like that of the lord of the gods (and) whose intel-
ligence 452 vast . the king who is? the moon in the firmament of
the great lineage of the Kadamba leaders of armies’. In verse 33
We have ... that king Kakusthavarman has? caused to be made
this great tank ... In the introductory portion he remarks ‘The
Occasion is taken by the poet to celebrate the origin and advance-
ment of the Kadamba family to which Kakusthavarman belonged,
and to give the names of his ancestors * But we may also note
the translation of the verses, 27, 30 and 32: ‘His brother was®
Bhagﬁ‘atha’s son Kakustha...; and in his house, ... the lady For~

tune delighted to stay stead-fast, for very long’, etc. According to

Sewell this inscription belongs to the reign of Kakusthavarman.?
10 Kakusthavarman.®

Rapson has alse ascribed the record

Bithler, who was the first scholar to publish a preliminary
Batice of this inscription® says “ The best preserved among the three
documents? is a long metrical Sanskrit Prasasti or Eulogy on the

Vol,, VIII, pp. 24-36.

Italies ours.

Thick type ours.

Hist. Inscr. S. Ind., p. 18.

Coins of the Andhra Dynasties, etc., p. iv.
Ind. Ant., Vol, XXV, p. 2T

Resfers io the discoveries of Rice.

NoUT e wN e
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excavation of a tank near an ancient Saiva temple at Sthana-
Kundira, begun by the Kadamba king Kakusthavarman, and com-
pleted in the reign of his son Santivarman.... and Kakustha’s suc-
cessor was his son Santivarman, during whose reign Kubja com-
posed his poem...”. From this it is clear that Biithler was of the
opinion that the inscription belonged to the reign of Santivarman
and not to that of his father Kakusthavarman. His statement
that the excavation of the tank was begun by Kakusthavarman
and completed in the reign of his son is not supported by the text.
For, the record explicitly states that Kakusthavarman completed
his task (kdraydmase) and does not give any indication that the
work was left unfinished to he completed by his son Santivarman.
Fleet also was of the opinion that the record belonged to the reign
of Santivariman® And Rice, to whom goes the credit of discover-
ing this important inscription and who edited it carlicr than Kiel-
horn, ascribes it to Santivarman’s reign.? Thus we see scholars
holding different views on the point.  Of recent writers, Messrs. N-
Lakshminarayan Rao and R. S. Panchamukhi, in their Kannada
article on the early Kadambas,!® hold that the Talagunda record
belongs to the reign of Kakusthavarman, Prof. Nilakanta Sastri
writes : “ This king!! made a large fresh water tank within the pre-
cinets of the celebrated Siva temple at Talagunda, and the fact was
recorded on a pillar by his son and successor Santivarman ...”" 12
Dr. M. H. Krishna calls it a record of Santivarman.® Dr. D. C.
Sircar has drawn, perhaps for the first time, pointed attention to
this question and he has tried to show that king Kakusthavarman
was dead '* at the time when the inscription was engraved.!®

Coming to the record itsell, we find that the first verse is ib
praisc of Sthanu (i.e. god Siva), the sccond one, of the gods on
earth (i.e. Brahmanas) and the third verse praises Kakustha-
varman. The poet then proceeds to describe the origin and
advancement of the family to which Kakusthavarman belonged:
It is natural to expect, immediately after the name of Kakustha-
varman, if not in his place, a verse in praise of Santivarman if he
were the ruling monarch at the time. But we do not have it. Again
an examination of the inscription would show that Santivarman does

8. Duynasties of the Kanarese Districts, p. 286.

9. Ep. Car, Vol. VII, Sk. 176, pp. 200 ff.

10. Probuddhe-Karntaka, Vol, XX, No. 1, pp. 121, 134; No. 2, p. 105.
11. ie. Kakusthavarman.

12. A New History of the Indian People, Vol. VI,.p. 240.

13. Muysore Archaealogical Report, 1936, p. 75.

14. [Italics ours.

«15. Succeysors of the Satavahanas, pp. 257-58.
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hot find a place in the proper genealogical account. In fa'ct, he' is
referred to at the very end of the inscription in connection with
issuing orders to the poet Kubja to compose and put th?.record
on stone, The inscription is plainly a pradasti on the quahtle.s and
deeds of Kakusthavarman—who contracted matrimonial atlhances
with the Gupta and other kings by giving his daughters in mar-
riage 16 and under whom the Kadamba kingdom was happy and
Prosperous. In contrast with this, nothing is said by the poet
Kubja about the reign of Santivarman. We must also not'e thaf': tl}:e
immediate object of the record is to notify the construction of the

tank by Kakusthavarman.

These facts lead one to believe that the Tél_agund‘a inscrlp_txon
belongs to the reign of Kakusthavarman and that his son might
have issued the orders for recording the facts on the storlxe, ;s a
governor during the reign of his father. But, we m'ust gdmlt,v t— er’e
are difficulties, and genuine too, for accepting this view. Sar}tl-
varman is called nripati or ‘king’ and is descr.ibefi as wearmlg
three crowns-——pa_t_tattmyqdrpana-nirdjita-chdru—mur.ttzh. l’I7‘hes.(;3 _rlli -
ing titles, and the passages, as pointed out by Dr. Sl{'caf‘, grihés %
Yasya Lakshmy-angand dhritimati suchirari cha rémé, yari
Slimanta-ch{udd;nwnayah pranémuh,® applied to K‘akus.thavalman
Mmay show {hat Kakusthavarman was not actually rulmg1 at th(:
time. We may, therefore, suppose that, after the ben_edvo eltut 2;_
of building the tank at Talagunda, Kakusthavarman did not co
but seems to have handed over the reins
of government to his son Santivarman. And the lattfar undertocilc;
to record his father’s work, as if Kakusthavarman h1ms.e1f wou
do it, only adding his name at the end in connect%on w1thdg1v:1§i’
instructions to inscribe the facts. This state of ?ﬁaxr's \ivoul T;a xs-
factorily explain the wording of the text of the ms;rl}:tlt(;]n. timsrzf
fore, it appears that Kakusthavarman was not dead at the

tinue his rule for long,

16, Verse 31

17. Suc. Sat., pp. 257-58. Dr. Sircar takes $dsana in = vara-sdsanas-

thah in the sense of ‘rule’ and observes that the -rec?l'd speal'(s 0; Fh:té:uif
of ééntivarman, But Kielhorn is quite correct in interpreting-nrip =

voera-$isanasthah which qualifies the following word Kubjah, as ‘ Abiding

. There is, therefore, nc question of
by the excellent commands of... e . Sirenr, Biblers

¢ ’ Sntivarman as suppose

?:érf::::tli}z; t(;otz}:.e mT)]e—?f\avi?Ie residing in an excellent village (vara-
ddsana) granted by that king’ may also be noted. ] -

18. Cf. also tam = bhiipdh = khalu méniré and bandhavds:s-anubm};

dhah (nmirpritim) prépuh in verses 28 and 29. It m.ust, }'mwev?r,. be sai

that in several records even the reigning king is described in a similar way.
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the record, but alive though not actually ruling, while his son
Santivarman issues the orders, as if in the presence of his old
father, to compose and inseribe the record. U this reading of the
situation is accepted, then the proper title of the record would be :
‘TALAGUNDA INSCRIPTION OF THE TIME OF KAKUSTHA-
VARMAN AND SANTIVARMAN .

Before concluding, we may offer a few remarks on the name
of the poet and scribe, Kubja. Though we do not get any glimpse
into the physical features of this person, the name, ﬁo doul')t,\soumdS
vather strange. A similar one we get in the person of Kubja-
Vishpuvardhana, younger brother of the Western Chalukya
emperor Pulikésin 1, who started the line of the Eastern Chalu-
kyas under the aegis of his elder brother. The word eubja lite-
rally means ‘ hump-backed ’ and it is very unlikely that imﬁortaﬂt
personages of the court would call themselves by such an awkward

name. But the name is significant if we read it in the light of
the verse— : '-

paiicham-paré  Vamanks Jaghanyal Kubié = thava Man-
dalaké = tha Sachi |

purv=ckta-bhitp=-anuchard bhavanti sankirna-seiijfia $rinu
lakshanais=tan || o

givex? by‘ Varidhamihira in his Brihatsamhitd2® This shows that
Kubja, like Vamanaka2!' is an attendant or one in the service of
the royal person of the king himsell. There is, therefore, nothing

a'bno.rmal I Santivarman’s court-poet assuming the name of
Kubja.22 ‘

19. Does the phrase — ath — dsana~-sth i !
. = ath = -stham (even) *while sitti iet
indicate anything in this direction ? ) while sitting auie

20. Ch. 68, verse 31 (Benares edition, 1897).

21. For the exp¥anation of the Vamana attendant on Gupta coins, see
Journal of the Numismatic Society of India, Vol. VI, p. 31

22. The »Yord kubja in Kubja-Vishnuvardhana, referred to above, may
be explained in a similar way,

Libraries in Ancient India

BY
BERNARD ANDERSON

Various theories have been advanced about the origin of the
art of writing in India. Some scholars are of opinion that this art
was introduced into India from the West, and they ascribe to it,
some a Greek origin, other a Semitic origin, and still others a Phoeni-
cian origin, holding that the Phoenicians during the course of their
trade relations with the Panis of Western India introduced the
alphabet into this country. Others maintain that it is an indegenous
art. The excavations at Mohenjo Daro, Chanhu Daro and other
Indus Valley sites have brought to light numerous seals with picto-
graphic inseriptions on them, and scholars are now more definite
than ever that the art of writing was known in India from very
early times. Nay, it may be stated that the Mohenjo Daro picto-
graphs were the parent script and the origin of Sumerian seript.!

But although the people of ancient India were acquainted with
this fine art, and though they possessed a rich and abundant litera-
ture, yet many years elapsed before the literary genius of the
country found expression in the form of books. The original pur-
pose for which writing was used in India seems to have been for

commercial use, for private and official correspondence, also for

recording royal proclamations, for legal transactions, for religious
and finally for inscribing

donations to temples and monasteries,
tion of the youth of

short religious formulas. Moreover the educa
Knowledge was preserved solely on

the country was mainly oral. .
great importance was

the memory tablets of the human mind. Very
attached to the Vedas being kept intact. The Veda was to be
recited not only with proper modulation of the voice to convey the
accents, but the accents were indicated also by the movements of
the fingers. All these intricate ritual could only be acquired by
oral instruction which offered an adequate guarantee for the pre-
servation of the sacred texts. At first so much store was set by
oral instruction that the Panintyasikéa? condemns one who imbibes

1. Vide Heras, “ The Origin of Sumerian Writing ?, Journal of the Uni-
versity of Bombay, VII, Part I, pp. 3-28: Hall, The Ancient History of the
Near East, p. 174.

2. v. 32

J. 8
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knowledge from a manuscript as among the worst of learners.
Vrddha-Gautama condemns to hell those who sell the Vedas, who
condemn the Vedas and those who wrile them down3 Besides,
there was the want of suitable material for writing. It is cvident
that under these circumstances there could not have been an abund-
ance of wrilten literature to warrant the existence of large libraries
to compare favourably with the magnificent libraries of the Assyrian
king Assur-bani-pal or of the Ptolemies of Egypt, or of the Phoeni-
cians of Ras Shamra.

But we should not hastily conclude that there was an absolute
dearth of written literature at that time. Kautilya speaking about
the qualifications of a writer says: “One who is possessed  of
ministerial qualifications, acquainted with all kinds of customs,
smart in composition, good in legible writing, and sharp in reading
shall be appointed as a writer (lekhaka).* He also lays down rules
for writing a book and Royal writs. Vitsyayana speaking about
the accomplishments of a gentleman says: “ There are concerts to
be attended, ballets and theatrical spectacles to be visited, he had
a lute besides so that he may make music when he will, and a booK
to read at leisure”5 These remarks of VatsyAyana and Kautilya
do but corroborate our statement above. Moreover, the Chinese
scholars Fa-Hian, Hieun-Tsiang and I-Tsing found enough manu-
scripts and books to carry home with them when they came to
India, ie., between the 4th century A.D. and 7th century A.D.
Fa-Hian, the first Chinese scholar to visit India in search of Bud-
dhist literature, found many manuscripts in the Mahayana monas-
tery in Central India (Patna). In consequence of this success, he
stayed there for three years, learning Sanskrit books and Sanskrit
speech and writing out the Vinaya rulesS Hiuen-Tsiang returned
to China from his Indian travels with one hundred and twenty-
four works (sutras) of the Great Vehicle and other works, amount-
ing on the whole to 520 fasciculi.” I-Tsing studied at Nalanda for
a considerable time and collected some 400 Sanskrit texts, amount-
ing to 5,00,000 slokas.® Speaking about the arranging of the affairs
of deceased Bhikshus, I-tsing informs us that the scriptures and
their commentaries belonging to the deceased Bikshu had to be
kept in a library to be read by the members of the Order, while

Kane, History of Dharmasastra, II, Part I, p. 349.
Arthasastra, Translated by Shamsastry, Mysore, 1929, p. 71.
Kamasutra, Adhikarana I, Adhyaya 4.

Legge, A Record of Buddhist Kingdoms, pp. 98-99.

Beal, Buddhist Rerords of the Western World, I, p. XX.
I-Tsing, A Record of Buddhist Religion, p. XVIL.

RN LN
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non-Buddhistic works were sold and the money achuired was dzs’r
tributed among the priests then vesident.? Here Is s‘ufﬁclent evi-
dence to deduce that the reproduction of manusclepts and the
creation of libraries can be traced back a few centuries before the
Christian era. Besides, there can be no rggsonable grour%d f;zr
doubting the correctness of the ancient tradxtm'n preserved in t e
well-known verse of the Ceylon Chronicles,‘whi'ch, when spealj:mg
of the time of Vatta Gamani who began to reign in 83 B.C. says:

“The text of the Three Pitakas, and the Commentary too
thereon -

The wise Bl’xikkus, perceiving how all beings do de;ay,

Meeting together, wrote them in books, that the Dhamma
might last long’ 10

Though the fact of the existence of written hteratu_re émi?o:e?;
early times stands proved, yet the working of the tmstl‘:lux o
libraries seems to take place only simultane?usly with the en'}h
gence of the educational institutions and umvgrsxty cenﬁtrlﬂ\ers:1 d’e
famous Buddhist centre of education, the University of da 32 .:;
maintained a splendid library for the benefit of ’fhe h;nlrethere
teachers and thousands of students who fiocked to its po t:\ \i:as ere
to study the various sciences. The copying of manur%crlp't 0 The
of the chicf activities of the students of the Umvg;‘sl r};'n gatin
library quarter of this University was kno@ al ‘1d?n s calle d’
" Piety Mart”. It was located in threjz' splendid hm Ratgnodadhi,
Ratnasagara, Ratnodadhi and Ratnarafijaka. In the od scripts
which was a nine storeyed building, the‘re were the ;acr o,
called Prajiid-paramita-sitre, and Tantrik works such as

guhya, etel?

The declining period of the University of Nalanda coincides

with the erection of two other famous educational }nstxt;(;tl;):shg::
at Odantapuri (Bihar) by a certain Gopala 1\;;}10 ilst;ae L
ascended the throne of Bengal about 730 AD,, 'an Dhamapa{a e
ROYaI University of Vikramisila, founc?ed -by king D o
the 8th century A.D. Both these instxt’utu.ms pfo:sesi ik ane
extensive libraries which excited the admlratmr'x of :re fgit ders:
“ Myuhammad-i-Bakht-yar, by the force of his intrepidity.

8. Ibid., p. 192 w0, 21
10. Dipavamsa, XX, 20, <1
11, Saf]kalia, The University of Nalzfmda, p,‘147, 516
12. Vidysbhusans, 4 History of Indian Logic, p. \



168 JOURNAL OF INIDHAN HISTORY

himself into the postern of the gateway of the place, and they cap-
tured the fortress, and acquired great booly. ... There were a great
number of books there, and when all these books came under the
observation of the Musalinans, they summoned a number of Hindus
that they might give them information respecting the import of
those books. ... On being  acquaintod (with the contents of
those books), it was found that the whole of that fortress and city
was a college, and in the Hindui ngue, they call a college Bihar
(Vihar) .3 Another famous  centre of education was Valabhi,
Kathiawar, of which ETsing gives us an account, Like Nalanda,
Valabhi also atiracted students from far and near and also main-
lained a library, as proved by a grant of one of the Maitraka kings,
Guhasena 1, which miakes  provision, among  other things, for
the purchase of books for this institution.!s

There were, besides, several small libraries attached to temples
all over 1he country.  The Bhavisyapurdna states that hooks may
be placed in a matha for the use of all people and that he who
arranges for the reading of hooks in the temples of Siva, Visnu oy
the Sun reaps the merit of the gilts of cows, land and gold® In
ancient India the temple served the dual purpose of a place of
worship and a centre of learning, and it is in fact from such temple
schools that great centres of education have sprung up. Even the
Nalanda University had a similar origin.

State and private libraries also existed. We are told that the
poet Bana kept a reader for his own private burpese, and hence
We may surmise that he passessed a library of his own.16 Hiuen

Tsitang informs us that King Kanishka had the sacred writings of
~ the Buddhists engraved on red copper-plates f7

For the maintenance of the libraries attached 1o educational
institutions, monasteries and temples, the authorities relied on the
generosity of the Kings, Princes and other nobles of the country
and their appeals did not fall on deal ears, for these persons actuated
by the sayings from the Smrtis and Puranas which recommended
the donations of books, donated generously. One of the purposes
for which Avighakara, a merchant from Bengal, made a grant to
the Kanheri Monastery in Western India was the purchase of

13. Tabakat—I-Nasiﬁ, I, p. 552. Translated by Raverty.

14. Indian Antiquary, VII, p. 67 f.

15. Cfr. Karne, op. cit, I, pt. 11, p. 883,

16. Winternitz, A History of Indign Literature, 1, pp. 39-40.
17. Beal, op. cit, 1, p. 158,
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books.'* A fragmentary grant of Guhasena I, dated 559 AI.QDi m;izte;
Provision, inter alia, for the “acquisition of llogks Ofl thetmo(i gva .
(Saddharmasya pustakopacayartham. ... .. ) Bfa apu ¢ the U:ni—
king of Java and Sumatra, being attracted by the ;medo s frions
versity of Nalanda built a monastery there and uIlI uce for the up-
and ally King Devapala of Bengal to grant five vi agesreserve 4 for
keep of his monastery. Part of this en(\iowrr.len';‘i"giir i

the purpose of copying hooks for the University v

From the above short account it is .evident tha(:, altht;zfth ;::;:
rature and learning and the art of writmg gre Sf tve:g fssert -
quity, at least at present, we have no definite ti a to st hat
Organized libraries were a special fe:f\ture .of ; e country (o
very early tumes. The only best organized hb'r;ni}sl e had before
the Muslim period were those connected wil

versities,

18. indian Antiquary, XIII, p. 134

19. Ibid, VII, p. b7
20. Epigraphia Indica, XVII, p. 311



Mauryan and Pre-Mauryan Chronology
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Gau;‘l‘he chronology of the period that followed the birth of
N ama Buddha has been engaging the attention of scholars for
drl;retty long time. The identification of Sandracottus with Chan-
of g\;p.ta by Sir William Jones was the first step in the direction
dhiss(t) ving this problem. The study of the Puranas and the Bud-
kn 1Works of India and Ceylon has since added much to our
Soli)w edge, but the diversity and contradictory nature of these
nit rces has been a stumbling block in the way of arriving at defi-

e conclusions. It is therefore, reasonable to determine first the

relat
ative value of these sources.

. Thff Buddhists, as also the Jains, were naturally most ir}
ested in events which had a pearing on the spread of their faith,
?:d the dates which they assign to these events may naturally be
thUSted, unless we find any real arguments against any one of
a\:’“- These dates are given in terms of the years of the passing
ay of their prophets. We may therefore pause t0 consider the
Probable dates of the passing away of Buddha and Mahavira.

ah “There is now a general agreement among scholars that Bud-
a died within a few years of 480 B.C.” 1 If so, there is no reason to
doubt the correctness of the Cantonese dated record, according to
Which Buddha died in 486 B.C. The traditional date of the death
of Mahavira js 527 B.C., and it very well agrees with the evidence
of the Buddhist Digha Nakaya and Majjhima Nikaya, according to
which Mahavira died before Buddha.

o other things such as the list and
Teign-periods of the kings of Magadha, we find that the Buddhist
accounts cannot claim any preference OVer the Puranas. So far
as the list of kings that ruled in Magadha between the birth of
Buddha and the rise of Chandragupta, is concerned, some scholars

te-

When, however, we come 1

1. Cambridge History of India, Vol I - 156,
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have shown excessive scepticism about the Puranas. But though
the list is certainly not without mistakes, if we closely scrutinise
the three authoritative Puranas, viz. the Vayu, the Brahmianda and
the Matsya, we find that the mistakes are not so numerous as We
are apt to think. Thus it is said that the Puranas have regarded
the Pradyotas of Avanti as belonging to Magadha. As a matter of
fact they have neither called the Pradyotas as kings of Magadha
nor shown any connection whatever between them and Magadha.
What they have done is this. After giving the account of the
Barhadratha dynasiy of Magadha, they proceed to give an account
of the two most important dynasties of India that ruled contempo-
raneously and struggled for the suzereinty of India after the fall of
the Barhadrathas, viz. the Pradyotas of Avanti and the Bimbisaras of
Magadha. They first deal with the Pradyotas whom they definitely
associate with Avanti,2 and while giving the cause of their {all they
have to mention SiSuniga and his son Kakavarna of Magadha who
destroyed them. Then they deal with the dynasty of Bimbisara,
whose grandfather Kshemavarman (or Kshemadharman) was the
first king of this dynasty. It must be remembered that Kshema-
varman is in no way connected with Kakavarna by these three
Purinas® 1t is only after the account of Kshemavarman’s dynasty
ends that we come across a mistake which is found in all the
Purdnas. Some editor, thinking that the cight kings of Kshema-
varman’s dynasty came after the two SaiSunagas, has connected
them all as the ten kings of SiSunaga’s dynasty, and has further
regarded Nanda also as a scion of this dynasty.? Lest this mistake
of the Puranas should lead us to prefer wholly the accounts of the
late Buddhist chronicles of distant Ceylon, it must be mentioned
that the latter are not certainly above suspicionS As a matter of
fact, so far as the list of kings is concerned, whenever there is an
independent evidence, it supports the Puranas and not the Cey-
lonese chronicles. To explain this we may divide Bimbisira and
his descendants into two groups, the first headed by Bimbisara and

'

2. Brihadratheshv atiteshu Vitihotreshv Avantishu
Pulakah svaminam hatva svaputram abhishekshyati.

ie. After the passing away of the Brihadrathas (of Magadha) and the
Vitihotras (of Central India), Pulaka, having killed his master will anoint
his son as king in the country of Avanti (Avantishu). Matsya 272, 1. Vayu
and Brahmanda correct the word Avantishu to Avartishu.

3. Vide, Matsya 272, 7. Vayu 99, 316. Brahmanda III, 74, 129.

4. There is no doubt that this is the mistake of some late editor. Tack-
ing of two dynasties mentioned one after the other was a common mistake
of these editors.

5. Cambridge History of India, Vol I, p. 312,
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the second hy Udayin. In the first group the Buddhlsts-m(\.nh;);l
only two kings, Bimbisira and Ajatasatru, but the Puranas ’a !
one more king named Daséaka. In the seconcli group the ‘lf’ungrjxar,1
mention only three kings. viz. Udayin and his _son and gran S(zi
(called NanLlivardhana and Mahanandi by Pjurar_).as and Ar}uruﬂ;
dha and Munda by Buddhists). but the Mahavamsa adds a four .
king named.Nﬁgadz’lsaka. But whereas r-mt ‘only the n?rr;jnog
Dar“éaka hut even the place assigned to him in the list o flﬂi
by the Puranas is corrohorated by the Svapnavasavad.attam 1;) ©
| Bhasa6 the mname of Nagadasaka "19 _un now
outside the Ceylonese accounts. Similarly in t}}e 'SISU'l;l‘aggi:’g:‘;l;I;
wheveas the Purdanas mention only two gene‘ratlons, viz. h.1s(1i1 v_i,
and his con Kakavarna, the Ceylonese chrom_cles and a ';—I ir ,als;
the ten <ons of Kalasoka, another name of Kakavarna. e;e ”
the available evidence supports the Pure’mas.. Thus ac;.or 1§Ig]der
Curtius,7 the first Nanda murdgred 1flistliovi:;’lagln,d.zlirll((lire‘cnenlisurped
the pretence of acting as guar ian to the . e
the supr thority. and afterwards put the -young prntc&_as'. 0
foedzgf}ifm;t ?;1 clear that the murdered sovereign wasdli;ljﬁ?;a;f
and his sons remained for sometime ufnder -the gfuar 1r nehip o
Nanda until they were also killed. This period f0 gua dian fo;.
however. could not have been of more than a few rgothen,l for
having léilled their father, Nanda could not ha;fe s:l)atre | e rujed
22 Tong years, the period for which they are al e.gfeh tothe e e
hy ih; Chroniclers of Ceylon. Tt is thu§ clear t. a : reliame
list of Macadhan kings. inspite of its mlsta.kes, is “glzz'ewe bl
than that breserved in the Ceylonese (.:hromcles_.k e e
to do .is simply to put SiSunaga and his son K::1 a;arpurénic e
the last descendant of Bimbisara and Nanda, and the .

n.

hecomes free from mistake as far as can be see
onological aspect of the Puranic list of
f we correct but one verse whose

ici chronology
faulty metre makes it definitely suspiclous, thed\{vh%i oo Ry
nﬁr(:c;? very well with the various facts preserved 1n \ éri,o A
'“:'d (‘ reél«;. writings. This verse, which gives the reign-p
E are gs.,

ancient poet

Coming next to the chr .
Magadhan kings, we find that i

this drama Udayana married the Sis:;:: to’f gzzziz.
Udayana was a contemporary of Ajatasatru accordx;g tgaB:iy li 5 o the,
therefore, could have been a contemporar?r of Uh_aya e _HVEd s the
son of A’jétaéatru as the Puranas treat him. Bhasa

i i Chandragupta Maurya, as indi-

isti robably in the time of C , di-

o ChrIStl_an derac’ription of India in the Bharatavikya of Svapnavasavadatta
. Prfoenindle f India by Alexander p. 222,

indle — The invasion o ; .
573. II\E,I:;:;:;udhurv—Political History of Ancient India, p. 187,

J. 9

6. According to
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Udayin's son and grandson, who are called Nandivardhana and
Mahanandi by the Puranas, is as follows : —

Dvachatvariméat sama bhavyo raja vai Nandivardhanah.
Chatvarim$at trayam chaiva Mahanandi bhavishyati.?

The son and grandson of Udayin undoubtedly could not have ruled
for such long periods, as they are absolutely shadowy figures. Evi-
dently chatvarimdat in both the lines of this verse is a mistaken
reading, and hence the number of syllables is greater than the
metre requires. The correct reading appears to have been some-
thing as follows : —

Dve cha varshe tato bhivyo raja vai Nandivardhanah
Tatputrastu tryam chaiva Mahanandi bhavishyati.

With this single correction the Puranic list of Magadhan kings with
their reign-periods stands as follows : —

Kshemavarman
Kshemajit (Kshatraujas)

20 or 36 years.
24 or 40 years.

Bimbisara 38 or 28 years.
Ajatasatru 25 or 27 years.
Darsaka .. 24 or 25 years.
Udayin .. 33 years.
Nandivardhana .. 2 years,
Mahanandi .. 3 years.
SiSuniga ' 24 or 40 years.
Kakavarna 26 or 36 years.
Mahapadma 28 or 88 years.
His sons 12 years.
Chandragupta 24 years.
Bindusara . 25 years.
Asoka .. 36 years.

Unfortunately because of the ease with which figures whosé
names are similar (such as 20 and 30, or 24 and 40) might be co?”
fused, the figures for the reign-periods of some kings are not th'e
same in all the Puranas. But, as pointed out by Pargiter, this 1
not a serious hindrance, and in such cases either of the two figure’
may be read as other data may indicate, irrespective of the weight
of the manuscripts. We have, therefore, given the more probable
figures first.

9. Va 99, 320. The Brahminda and Matsya correct the metre by omit~
ting Dva. This is evidently an after-thought.
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When we construct the chronology of Magadhan kings on the
basis of these figures, we find that it wonderfully agrees Wltl"l the
various facts mentioned by Buddhist, Jain and Greek writers.
According to the Buddhists, Buddha died eighlt years after the
accession of Ajatasatru. This means that Ajatasatru carrle to thf?
throne in 486 + 8 — 494 B.C. Bimbisara, who ruled‘for 38 years,
must have come to the throne in 532 B.C,, and his father and
grandfather in 556 B.C. and 576 B.C. respectively. The chrono-
logy may be tabulated as follows:—

Kshemavarman 576 — 55??5 S(C:
Kshemajit 5‘56 — o B.C.
Bimbisara 532 — o B.C.
Ajatasairu 494 — .C.
Darsaka .. 469 — 445 B.C.
Udayin .. 445 — 412 B.C.
Nandivardhana .. 4;2 — izg gg
Mahanandi .. 410 — .C.
SiSunaga .. 407 — 383 B.g.
Mol ot 39 BC
Mahapadma al — B'C-
Chanrs oy 2% B
Chandragupta —_ .C-
Bindusara 293 — 262 g.c.
Asoka 268 — 232 B.C.

Let us now examine this chronology in the light 'of varlgus
facts preserved by the Buddhist, Jain and Greek wrx‘terfs; : hc;
cording to Buddhist accounts, a hundred and odd.years a elrd :
Nirvana of Buddha, the second Buddhist coungll‘ was he1 in
the réign of Kalaéoka. According to the Puranic ch;‘loncz1 og:}/;
Kakavarna (Kalasoka) began to rule 103 years after the dea ’
of BUddh.a, and this agrees perfectly with the date of. the. secznt
Buddhist council. Again, the Jain Parisishtaparvan 1mp_11gs t ad
a period of 95 years elapsed between the death of Udaylg ta}:; X
the accession of Chandragupta.l® This is exactly the*p‘erloh hat
elapsed between the two events according to the Purar_uctc i(;ign
logy. Further, according to Jains, Chandragupta began to

i i ayi ied 60 years after the death of
10. According to this work Udayin die y S ot

a ing 155 years
Mahavi d Chandragupta became king
thus ‘i’;z’ly?:g an interval of 95 years. It appears that Hemachandra, the

author of Parisishtaparvan, has confused the date of _thﬂ_e death of rs;;).me
later Jain saint with that of the passing away ?f Mfa\hawra, for ac;; ing
to ancient and reliable Buddhist evidence Mahavira died before Buddha,
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253 years before the Vikeama ors, or jo JI2 B.C. This date praviicats
Yy agrees with the date that we acrive a4 by wecepling the Purane
chronolugy, the differenve of five years Being immaterial,  But
theve s mnother very strong argument which Javours the exact
year of Clandragupia’s accossion according 1o the Pusinic <lwa-
nﬂz()g.fj'~ The dains and the Buddist sgywe that Chacdeaguphs
conquered. Magadbs  wftor subduing the north-western frontiers
uf India® The presence of Budemos in fhe Punjab 6l 317 BC,
bowever, shows that Chandragupta could hardly have conguered
the Punjeb 1l that date. As a matter of fael the quitting of
Punjab by Eudemnos must have bees the result of the conguests
of Chandvagupta, wha thus must have aceeded o the throne
neither ecarlier nor much later than 317 B.C. The Puranie datd
thus admirably suits faels concesning Chandragupta ant ks career.
YasBy, lab us consider the date of Adoka. Ageording 1o Buddhist
b‘“«ztﬁi‘tion, Asoka’s caranation took place P38 years after the Niywang
of Buddha, ie, 1 486-Z18 -0 288 BL, This is exactly the date (hat
the Puranic chropology gives. The assertion of the Mahivamsa
that Asoka had become king four yeass before his formal inaugur
ration is clearly wroag, bécause i ix ol only net subporied by 2y
vther gvidence but is acteally opposed by the stutements of Aboka
hi:f?}se}f n bis ediets, Thsis Adoka always counts the length of his
reige from his coranatio n, which cextainly means that as usual ki
coronation and avcessiorz were not sepsrated by any vonsiderahle
length of time. Had there been a difference of four years between
the two events, Ascka would nol have awacured the length of his
reign from the later event. To say thet &doba’s mention of bis
coronation means that he wanted to distizguish it from his agees
sior is totally wnjustiticd.  In fart the word abhisheha usually sig
wifies the beginping of & King's reign, and had Adoke’s abhisheka
oot synchronised with his accession, he would not have wsed this
word In megsuring the length of his reign.

This date of ASoka also perfectly agress with the dates of the
Greek kimgs mentioned in his edicts. The dates of the Greek
kings weve as follows 1—

261245 B.C,
285247 B.C.
276233 BL.
300.250 BLC.
272255 B.C.

Sxntioehus Theos of Syria
Plolemy Philadelhas of Egypt
Antigonas Gonstus of Macedonia
Magas of Cyrene

Alexander of Epirus

22 Sce the wory of Changdragupta and the old woman lound both @
Pavsbsmaparvar and Muhdvapga iika.

MAURYAN AND PRE-MAURYAN CHEONOLOGY 1Y

BB KU, in which the nemes of these kings are mentioned, wa,
aceording o the ternal ovidence of the rock edicts, engraved o
e 14th year of Adoka’s reign. s fate serording fo ous chroso-
SEy wordd thus be 235 B.C, aod 2l ibis date all the kings were
ave,

Next lot us fuke the chronology of the Prodyotas of Avantl
Chwe firs king of this dynasty was Pradyota wha rided for 23 years.
e way succecded by Wis son Paluka who rojed for 3% years, The
ewidente of the ancient drsma Myichehhakatika proves s:vmimi%%y
that, Plaka’s tyyanny lud to the formalion of a strong pavty in
Difain, which supporied the clann of Aryalka, the san of Gapala ¥
Wha was the elder heother of Palake aceording to e Ka{h&s@ﬁt»
swagrs as well as the dramas of Bbiza, The Purines mention bwo
Yimps after Palaka nawmed Visakhayape and Aryaka [writien cor-
SopEy as Ajake and Siryakay, but thay wee nod szid 10 have come
aue ifter the othert®  This, therefore, means ihat theys way )
divisian of the Avanti kingdom after the death of Pajaka. The
shggarters of Gopala's son Aryaka seem to have placed Him o the
throne as king of Ujjain, while Vishakhayipa, v;ho was probably
% son of Palaka, seems to have ocenpied some o utlying pagt af the
fvamsy dingdom, Aryska was succeeded by Joie som Hvantivar.
S, whe was the kst king of the Pradyota dynssty. The reigi-
prvied of Wisakha was 50 vears and that of Awyaka ﬁ:&é Avefzztz-—
vardhana 31 and 20 years respectively. This means that the reiges
oF Vigikio and Avantivardhana isrminaied slmost sunuttaneously,
25 o resydt of the conquests of Sifunige, who I regarded 3?3’ the
Purpes as the overthrower of the Pradyots dwmasyy. This ean

S ‘pesy Wustrated hy a table as follows 1~

Panike
1

1 Pméy{sté; 23 yesxs

B P&i@ik& 24 yeays
!
111 Visakbayaps 80 yesrs

Sgpiaia
S5 BAryaka 3t yesrs
55 hvantivardhang 39 years

32 The author of this drams hay mistekenly cagarded the ward Gopilr

1 & queunon noun MesRing cawherd.
18, ide Wayw 98, 3414
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l\Low Sisunaga began to rule in 407 B.C. Asswming that he
?}\:ex th1 ow lth? Pradyota dynasty in the very first year of his reign
e chronology of Pradyotas would be as follows : —

gffladlyota .. 505-482 B.C.
Aa a‘\ka‘ . 482-458 B.C.

rya ,d - 458-427 B.C.
Avantivardhana 327-407 B.C

Bl‘ali‘x}:;;;:; O\ijsi‘(;{gy é'{I!‘!;O .agmcs with the facts recorded in non-
dha and survivedb.h' 'lu,‘; Pradyota. was a contemporary of Bud-
shortly after the B c;g;q for, according to the Majjhima Nikaya,
fortitying his capital Rajs death Ajatasatru is said to have been
Pradyots. The 1518’ . jagriha in ‘anticipation of an attack by
for according to ‘::' a:llbcoclglxo I(;OIOgy s In full accord with this fact,
years later than Buddha. adyota died about 482 B.C., ie. four

We thus : X
Siéunggatghu;\( sicii tbat the chronology of the Pradyotas. Bimbisaras,
accords ;v’ith tll ag a?d Mauryas, as preserved in the Puranas.

* all the facts mentioned in various Brahmanical :
non-Brahmanical works. arious Brahmanical and

A Travanecore Inscription in Greek Seript

BY

T, K. JosEPH

Trivandruin

Some 25 years ago, on 14-12-1923, 1 veceived for decipherment
a graphite rubbing (see fascimile) of an embossed inscription on
one of the bells in the Catholic church at Kuravalangad in North
Travancore. (Each letter is about 1 inch in height.) As the epi-
graph was in no script (Vatteluttu, Pahlavi, Hebrew, Kufie, Syriac,
Arabic, Latin, &c.) previously found in Malabar inscriptions, 1 sent
copies of it to several experts in India and Europe, and published
its fascimile, with notes, in The Young Men of Indin (Caleutta,
May and June, 1926), The Indian Antiquary (London, July, 1927),
&c.

The following are some of the opinions expressed by experts
in their letters to me.

1. Rev. Fr. H. Heras, 8. J., Bombay : “ All the types of the
As regards the reading, the difficulty
is greater, for it seems that all are abbreviations, viz., the fivst letter
only of each word was used.... 1t seems to be a religious invoca-
tion.”— (His reply dated 17th August, 1925).

2 Sir John Marshell, Simlg: “ All T can tell from the eye
copy is that the inscription is not Greek’— (Reply dated 5th August,
1925, He means that the words are not Greek).

3. Ernst Herzfeld, Germany : “The bell inscription is a great
puzzie.... At first, one ought to know everything about the bell
itself, to get an idea of its general period and style of art. The
inscription itself is so ambiguous, 9 is a letter which looks Greek,
and one is inclined to read gEOE as theos, “ God”. But it seems
impossible, because other letters, like G, V, P, 5 are distinetly un-
Greek. So, the greatest probability is that the language might be
old-fashioned Portuguese.... It seems that the inscription is full
of abbreviations, and that some letters stand for whole words.

There is the famous inscription on bells :
&c., but no similarity with the existing letters.

inscription are Greek types.

Mortuous plango,

It might be, on the other hand, the signature of the master, ar

a date.”— (15th September, 1925}.
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4. John Van Manen, London: “ 1t may well be that it repre-
sents nothing more than the barbaric result of an attempt to repro-
duce something like TE DEUM LAUS. ANNO. MDL, in which

the year number is the most unsatisfactory part.’—(17th June,
1926).

3. Sir J. J. Modi, Bombay : It is not Pahlavi.
6. Dr. Zwemer, Cairo: Tt is not Kulfic.

The characters are evidently European as we may infer from
the opinions of the first four authorities cited above. Since the
letters were made of wax threads, and pressed on to the
original wax bell before casting, there must be deformities
in them. It is possible also that the ignorant bell-founder
misplaced the letters, or even inverted them in the process of
sticking them on ta the wax bell, and the educated priest or layman
who had fashioned the wax letters and arranged them on a strip
of palm-leaf, paper, or board in the proper order was ahsent while
the bell-founder was putting them on to the wax bell.

The inscription remained enigmatic until 30th May, 1948, on
which date Rev. Fr. Joseph Engkkad of Travancore, published in
a Malayalam article in the Deepika Weekly (of Kottayam in Tra-
vancore), p. 12, his family tradition to the effect that one of the

bells in the Kuruvalangad church was presented by his ancestors,
and that the name—

“ Vattakkantam (Nellittinam) Kéramman ” (= the man Ko-
ramman of the place called Vattakkantam, or Nellittanam)

was on the bell. With that clue I began at once to puzzle out the
inscription, and found that it began with—

NEliuN+ eT-h e

in Greek characters (capital and small mingled), although the first
N, which is capital Nu, and capital Theta (T-h} before the last e
have been turned by the founder thus :—

N turned into [/{ (Greek capital N is the same as Fnglish N)

¢ turned into (0 (Theta is a circle with a horizontal diameter)-
The middle bar of capital Epsilon (E) has dropped to the tip of
the bottom bar. Upsilon before the second N is like English V,
and therefore not quite similar to small Upsilon. It may, there-
fore, be regarded as inverted capital Alpha, A with the wax cross-
bar lost in manipulation. Capital Greek Alpha is the same a5
English A.

Thus we get —

NEIIAN+ eT-h e



1949

KURAVALANGAD BELL INSCRIPTION. J [. H.. AUG

T. K. JosepH

NE Nt AN+ B0 e NO- -Ps

Scale ane-fifth.

n

K

(Correct torms of the Greek letters)
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The small letters Lambde and Iota stick to each other, and there
seems to bhe a small Tau (English t) also in the medley. So we
finally have -—

NElitAN -+ eT-he
which is the locative form of the Malayalam place-name Nellitta-
{1:1m found in the tradition. The eross in the name is an intruder
from the second name Koramman, as We shall see presently.

(Greek NELttANe#fe)

That name is a corrupt form of —

Kora Tomman

[=Koresh (Persian Cyrus) Thomas,

and the Greek letters—
oemNo..Ps

a Tomman in Greek script, irregularly. K is

hioned by the bell-founder into a Cross,

d after the wax K had been acciden-

thus:

or (Dios-)corus Thomas],

form part of Kor
missing as it has been refas
and misplaced in the first wor
tally broken into its three components

| -- (made into +)
two feet of Greek Omega (Q)

The two dots after No are the
which was converted into a small

detached from its arch-like body,

circle and placed before e.

It can legitimately be inferred that the strip of palm-leaf, paper,

or board on which the Greek-knowing man arranged the wax let-
ters in the proper order, was accidentally upset, and several of
them dropped to the ground or got dismembered, and there was
no time to wait for the learned transliterator’s return. Had the
epigraph been in Syriac (as in the case of the Syriac bell inscrip-
tion ! of 1584 A.D. in the same church) there would have been no
such confusion, as priests and others versed in Syriac were

not very rare in those days.

The existing letters of the second part, rearranged, with K (the

cross) recovered from the first part, will give us—
KOPsomeN (Greek KQPsueN)
in which P is not English P, but Greek capital Rho, with the

sound of R. So

KOPsomeN is
KORsomeN, a shortened form of

1. An English translation of the Syriac inscription of 1584 was published
by me in June, 1926.

J. 10
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K Q Ra someN, which stands for
KORa tomeN,

t heing ¢ : ‘
. . o converie c e -
instances like — S d into s, as in certam

‘1. Mutaliar — Musaliie (a title)

.2. Patavaram — Pasaram (- 1ithe)

3. Thalab-Misri (Arabic) — Sala-

—tl\/[isx'i (= Salep of Misr ~ Laypt)

3\“Iu‘ctatu — Mussatu (a caste) .
Tatattam — Tatassam (- bindrance)

6. Varkkattu (Arabic) — Varggissu (= circumeision).

~‘UT..Q

Wo . O
" W“h(a:;;;);i gi:;ctss }v))y' Greek capitals (uneials) are intersper-
gt small Of, (;r.s, Of'd why Grefrk s (Sigina) usually placed
o ot e end of T’WO']< appears in the middle, where usually
o form ol gma ;s on.nplc.)yed. It may he that the author
o the In 0 \x{ant(>(, to indicate that s is a purposely altered
, oc_cuung mn tomen (== Tomman, Thomas), .

It may be s
S peplacin;, ('}:.St;pp.o.sed that the shortened form Karsowmen, with
seription on pjx'pi‘f:l;na?odt' was used by the author of the in-
se 1o indicate its date. Accordine ‘
criptio late. : ing 1 v Mala-
bar system employed in chranograms — e

Kaor-so-imen — 571

of one of the following cras current in Travancare
1. A : i 381 \ ot
vaancor.i).b ")7t1h (;nposmble, because A.D. was iniroduced into
y the Portuguese in the 16th century only)

2. AD. 1571 ible -
1584). (possible ; another bell in the church is of

L3

Kali 3571 (—= A.D. 469).

Kali 4571 (— A.D. 1469).
Quilon Era 571 (= A.D. 1395)
Jewish Era 4571 ( — A.D. 810)'
Jewish Era 5571 (= A.D. 1810’)
Greek Era 571 (= A.D. 260) .
Greek Era 1571 (= A.D. 126.0).

W0 NS

The Pudu-Vai .
tarshi, and ‘;fﬁeya;r‘)pu,f Thali, Iravipuram, Parasuramic, Sap-
Scriptions R xas‘ ound used in Travancore and Cochin in-
connection. Tr d-i-r records are left out of consideration in ihis
palacogra h ) acition dO.ES not mention the date of the bell, and
phye seems to give some indication of age. According to

2. Small Epsilon
‘ ‘pstlon ¢ oceurs thrice in the inseripti i i
or modern ? It seems to be madern, perhaps ofc;g’)ltlmx DIG e form ancien
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The Catholic Directory, Madras, 1924, the Kuravalangad church
dates from 335 A.D. But Fr. Bernard assigns it to the 4th or the
heginning of the 5th century, in his History (of the St Thomas
Christians, Malayalam, Vol. T, 1916, p. 309). But neither author
cites authority. Probably both rely on mere tradition.?

It is Theta and Omega that characterise the script as Greek.
About 1183 B.C., during the Trojan war, Palamedes introduced
Theta, and Simonides Omega into Greek. Vide Dr. David Dirin-
ger’s The Alphabet, p. 455 (Philosophical Library, N. Y., 1948.

The earliest known (9th-6th cent. B.C.) form of Theta is a

circle with both a horizontal and a vertical diameter, or with a dot
alone in the centre; and that of Omega too is a circle with a dot
in the centre. A circle with a vertical diameter, as in our embossed
inscription, was Psi in the Tth cent. B.C. See plates in ibid. pp. 457,
454, 450.
“Tth cent. B.C)) uncial Epsilon was E-shaped,
angular, like the modern one. From the 4th-9th cent. A.D., and
later too, we find uncial Epsilons similar to the one in our inscrip-
tion, Le., with no angularities. But that fact alone cannot carry
the inscription back to one of those centuries. It (C-like Epsilon)
can very well be one of the two very late (12th-14th cent., an.d
later) forms of cursive or miniscule Epsilon, magnified, f)r w‘rxt
large. The other form (¢) of small Epsilon appears in our inscrip-
tion thrice. That form dates from at least the ond cent. AD, and
survives in modern current hand as well as in print. There is.there-
fore no reason for regarding our inscription as decidedly ancient.

The ecarliest (9th

There is a fountain at Kuravalangéd, called Younakkuli,
which name is usually interpreted as Jonah’s Pool. Though there

is the annual Jonah’s festival in the church, the name may be

interpreted as yavana-kkuli, i.e., the Greek’s (Ionian’s) Pool?

t) says: —-—— “and Muttiera and
re two considerable congregations of
A{ the latter place they have a
to St. Mary, In which the service

Fra. Paulinus (18th cen
Corolongatta, where there a
the Christians of St. Thomas.
very beautiful church dedicated

dition will hereafter arise to

.» the hope that no tra
g : ek Era, e, in 260 AD.

3. One may entert
the effect that the church was built in 571 of the Gre
Vide, No. 8 in the above list of arbitrarily assumed da}tes‘, ) o
4 In Malabar Syrian Christian parlance Greck is Yavandya bhasha’,
and the Greek Church is ¢ Yavanaya Sabha’. Yavanaya came into Mala-

yalam from Syriac. The Latinite Malabar Christians use the word Greek
itself in its Latin form Graecus corrupted into ‘ Grékku'.
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is performed by priests who are natives of \

N orms ‘ ives of the country. The
Ofestt}?;;:nsrdlelfd[rtorm;rly- a wmonastery here, inhabited byy people
©idos of the Ch(:-?-lt'. 01“51a. zind' Chaldea, who were the spiritual
e e i [j ldlrzlz of §(, Thomas. There were monasteries
oo Travancom}). 1 kind at_Edapalli, Angamali,” (both in
coast of Coromand »l-dnd at Mailapuri ™ (Mylapore) “on the
Portugnese bt ( 41»317. but they all fell into decline after the
A Voo 1 ;}5 dl)glshed ll?omsclves on the coast of Malabar.”—
o 120 oy SL; )asi Indies, 1776 to 1789, London, MDCCGCs
T v m.onas tmc— 0 the Nestorian monks in the above fouF
versed in Greek 'er:xrleii, ‘f‘?t far from one another, may have b7
The 1'epresenhti;n1 fad dition to Syriac and Persian or Pahlavi
words Nellit(’(énathoﬁ 'OU{ble rl]f’ N a‘n d mm of the two Malayala®
single 1, t, and m suag:sl:i u(%\ora) '1011111‘1311 in the inscription® by
Ensomsus, o Weout 1 Sia{ic'ldt the transliterator was a foreigner —

r

5 Bp. Medlycott says: =

Christians  in M:j;eo (M;;‘y; By the yecar 530” (Cosmas' days) " the

(India. dnd....T’lOﬂ‘laﬁ 1;05‘“! h;ig‘i been captured in the Nestorian net.~

(India. . s, , p. 199, note 1). : i "

says Dr. Burkit i i i ' e s . o

there was a,“:;l;s(i::;n ;I}idg‘e» in his letler to me dated 1231 Feb].ltﬂ)emd?}lthat

rite was observcd‘ hy themC}IEgIti;fmu?)SWh}(lm e aovian f“uy'de:/elopea

e A \ t s of South India.” Th 4 i

which | Ieir.ltezes ordered ?0 be “corrected” or © purged ef Mdlab'ar L'lmrg’g
A iturgy of Addai and Mari, says Dom Conoll of cortain et
. 1ome ‘date‘d Travancore bell inscriptions : o

2. ‘iyrlac mscr%ption of 1584 A.D, Junc.(Kurav I}

. Portuguese inscription of 1647 (Kadutturut.ti)a Fngad)

3. U atleluttu 0{ 1606 M
vy ” i T Bern
1 . l N ; ) . (‘I'Ch (Mallakkompu) « (F .
‘l. [)' ). -y Dec
nf 768 QE. (1592 A,D.‘ Manmalassel‘i) B ( ipl

by me on 5-2-1949).

Reviews

DELHI AND ITS MONUMENTS, by Surendranath  Sen.
A. Mukherjee & Co., Calcutta, 1948, pages iv and 42, and

illustrations.

Dr. S. N. Sen has given in this very readable brochure a most
accurate and clearly linked descriptive account of the Monuments
of Delhi, which, while receiving individual notice, are yet strung
together on a garland of historical facts, that enhance, in most

cases, the readers’ appreciation of the monuments. He begins with
an account of the traditional site of Indrapasta and of the Iron

Pillar of Mehrauli. In his reference to Prince Ananga Pal he sug-
gests that the village of Anekapur was very likely named after
that Tomar ruler. The Quwwat-ul-Islam is held to be 2 living
symbol of the mighty force which pushed the Turks and Afghans
forward into the plains of India. Itis pointed out that the present
remians of the great Mosque were tampered with by Major Smith
who had an unenviable reputation for indiscriminate reconstruc-
tion. The vicissitudes of the Qutub Minar, including the theories
as to its builders, are followed by an account of the city built by
the Khaljis and of Tughlagabad, the fortress capital of Ghiyasu’-d-
din Tughlaq.

Muhammad—bin-Tughlaq transferred his capital to Adilabad on
the hills opposite Tughlagabad, but deserted it before long. Firuza-
bad raised by Firuz Tughlag seems to have been a fairly large

town and included the large part of the later city of Shahjahana-

bad. The removal of the two Asoka pillars from Topra and from
Meerut by Firuz to Delhi is narrated in detail ; and therein inci-
dentally we learn that the pillars and the inscriptions thereon occa-
sioned wild speculation among the Pandits of the time.

The shrine of Hazrat Nizamuddin is pictured in its origin and
growth through all the reverent additions made to the original
nucleus by successive pious generations of adorers.

Passing on through the 15th century to the days of the early
Mughals we are taken to Humayun’s Dinapanah which probably
extended as far south as his own extensive garden—tomb. It con-
tained a number of gardens adorned with runnels of water, jet-
fountains and cascades. The Tomb of Humayun itself is deemed

jor in some respecis even to the Taj Mahal.

by Dr. Sen to be superi ,
«The architect has successfully avoided the conventional severity
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?{i} UIC latelr‘ 1Pathans and the overornamentation of the voluptuous

Su(’)‘;i:‘; W 1lhe' ;Ourageously refusing to yield to the romantic sen-

o g bsl;y ich marks Mughal works of a later age. The marble
me compines strength and dignity . = \

the bulbous superst f ) X (lllgmty and compares lavourably with

’ structure be i ol el @ L

Quecn.” ¢ below in which rest Shah Jahan and his

Comebll]nlzih iiilllsgi;(})ollu ?'occlvcs a detailed treatment of its various
i, ,'md [T notes on the wall built by the Emperor round
ciations70cf Co (I)“S]»l'c Jan(u.r Mantar of Swai Jai Singh. The asso-
aons ol ¢ )N- };u}ncr with Delhi, the later doings of the Mutiny
planne(i, ) gr ;:cdo'son, ‘the recent INA Trial and the New Delhi
blane tra};ﬂ; Wi”\ivc'u“d'Lutyens on a most extravagant scale, these
el C(‘,nmt, ‘ anfdpt c.oncludmg remark that though the city
Free Indié tl"ne 5 Cly ol vanished dynasties and rulers, still, under
B éuuu;‘rplu[lt f)i the old monuments symbolic of racial har-
mony ¢ instimtcsaof lesllon, may be preserved and enabled to flourish
o hew b Chron;)l Y.(,.Lll ltural progress. The appendix matter contains
eopelul chy “’]\(;gi,.m‘d table and a select bibliography of works
h.a“o;_; . b(,‘ sstory and Archacology of the City, The illus-
prator ,f ' ‘Len well .(:hoscn and represent the various stages
ortunes of the City.
—C. 5.5

I‘IO ™~ Al Al abhl
%,EQ?LKD?(;IENLIL PASSED TO THE ARABS, by De Lacy
e yI;. . .,‘L(:‘L'vtlvll'(_‘l‘ in Bristol University. Rou.tledg(? and
gan Paul, Limited, London—1948, pages vi and 181

The way ir s .

the Per:i;\;liy 11111)({ V:lhtc.h Greek ‘thcraturo passed 1o the Arabs and
outling Lhou:h " Tn to the Turks can be traced in fairly definite
writers, werebkn should be noted that only Greek, and not Latin,
these only writ 0\'Nn to thc" Arabs and other Orientals ; and among
sophy. and oot ers 01‘1 m.edlc?nc, astronomy, mathematics and philo-
dria \:vas the cfr?te t?’ }}lstonans and orators, were known., Alexan-
thought spread o:t i (}he Hellenistic world from which Greek
Syriac writers frst 'War tf’ the countries eastward, Christian
astronomical wo 1; Lo}il-lmumcated this thought. Mathematical and
also ‘cransmittedl ai \:/h;;C)Zdhzi rIe:;hed India from Alexandria were
I T ian writers. There was a third
I\/Eeesofo‘:::::ir:u‘?};catmn from Bactria and Central Asia to Iran and
medium. The rff?‘ghd-tﬂh‘? city of Marw, probably a Buddhist
world in the Abl;m? 'dls,trlbutmg centre of thought in the Arab
the Arabs co-ord‘aSSI days was Bagdad. It may be noted that
in ast ated the w.orks of Greek and Indian scientists

ronomy and mathematics and therehy made a very real
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advance in algebra and in hoth plane and spherical trigonometry;
and they clearly perceived also the weakness of the Ptolemaic Cos-
mology. The Arabs were careful observers in medicine of clinical
data, invented some new instruments and advanced medical know-
ledge in all branches cxcept surgery. But Arab scientists depend-
ed upon powerful patrons and appcaled little to the average man.

Our author traces the process of Hellenisation of Syria from
the time of the Seleucids and also the vicissitudes of the frontier
provinces of the Roman Empire ; he then outlines the legacy of
Greece and the many-sided cultural activities of the new cosmopo-
litan Greek-life that developed at Alexandria. He also notes the
growth in the knowledge of Philosophy understood in its most com-
prehensive form, including Neo-Platonism. He stresses the fact that
the early Christian Church was essentially a Hellenising force,
using the Greek tongue and its appeal was largely to races who
were Greek in speech and culture. Among the Jews, particularly
after the Dispersion, there began a rivalry between the strict tra-
ditional party and the lax Hellenistic Jews. The process is
explained by which, while Judaeism reverted to the ritualism of
the past and to national exclusiveness, Christianity swam in a more
open atmosphere and inclined towards the left.

The structure of the Christian Church followed the Roman
imperial civil organisation, though the areas of its different pro-
vinces, dioceses and eparichies were not in all cases identical with
the civil divisions of the Empire. The philosophy utilised by the
Church was the Aristotelian one which also guided the movements
of the Arians, Nestorians, etc. To the Nestorian Church Dr. O’Leary
devotes a full chapter, wherein he indicates how when Bagdad was
founded in 762, Nestorian physicians and teachers were drawn to
it and the Nestorian heritage of Greek scholarship passed to the
Khalif’s city. In this transmission, Jafar Ibn Barmak, the able
minister of Harun ar-Rashid, was the leading agent whose pro-
Greek attitude was due largely to his hereditary association with

Marw.

The Monophisites of Syria, Persia and Egypt were generally
efficient in missionary work ; and though their monasteries were
not in intimate touch with the surrounding Arabs they also com-
municated pro-Greek influences.

It is interesting to read of Indian influence on the Arabs exer-
cised through both land and sea. Brahmagupta’s Brahmasiddhanta
hecame known to the Arabs even before the reign of Harun ar-
Rashid and formed the foundation of the work known as Sindhind
which was perhaps based on an immediate Persian version. Both
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Brahmagupta and Varaha Mihira (mis-speli Varaha Mihisa on
page 105? revealed in their works the influence of Alexar;:irian
scholarship. Arya Bhata may be cited as an example of the
method usually adopted by Indian scholars who "a%irgilated the
glt}\)su;nc(’ of the actual Greek works and rcstutedu;md reinter-
Sll('tec- th(f}m. Thus thesc Indian scientists improved upon what
d@%&}'lif:tangolg tb;l Greecks .zm(l the matervial was rendered more
celn exi o by their additions like the use of a decimal
. v.1on and a large number o symbols. Al-Biruni notes the
9x1stf9nce of two Arya Bhatas. The older of them produced
seveu.al works on astronomy and mathematics including a treatise
on arithmetic and another on the geometry of the qphfre‘ |

develO()l;x 0:::)1;thc;;~ cto}?cluc?es that ..Arab astronomy was enabled to
Greek gig,nsy aqy e use of Indian mathematical data and used
was a Pieilen'q‘;' conveyed through the Indian medium. Bactria
culture was ;\otlcdcentre from the age of Alexander and its Hellenic
cluster of hBudd} -esttmyed by the conquest of the Sakas. A strong
Paenis thens te-}llements survived in Eastern Persia and in
as a fruitfm dd-s.ou of B,a"(h) ; and possibly Buddhism served
id additional medium for the communication of Indian
ideas and knowledge of Western Asia.

Else i

passed Xh(;l;eth? [‘{};eb We}.?t, Greek philosophical teaching was
medium, in that, th ans through what may be called the legal
entered ,into th’ eo%“les of Roman Law based on Stoic concepts
traces are i e earheét speculations of Muslim jurists. Greek
the freedom ocfo‘t/;irablfa n M?Slim Theology, e.g., in problems like
have come both f . WISH :%nd in the qualities of God, which might
e come oot tor(::l y:a and Mesopotamia or might have spread
there was plain ev-g other. We learn that in Mutazilite thought
phical speculati idence of the solvent effect of Greek philoso-
tors wefe thea }llon Zn Arab theology. The Barmakids whose ances-
had later conf?;e It(;)ry abbots of a Buddhist monastery in Balkh,
embraced Islam vsrrr;ie li(::e:g:f ii\fmdetal I(ll religion and had finaly
. . ’ erested in i

;?;e:sge]y] cultiv.at.ed at Marw; even beff:: e;::;im:r-tgzzh‘:;z
Khaiif’sreé :upth‘yswx;ns and astrologers had been employed at the
translati rh;oan I_{a"‘fn actively encouraged the study an

e j\ a 1}§)n 1:;)f Greek scientific works. Medical knowledge came t0
lationra:) fschSt Gthrolrgh a Syriac medium and then by direct trans-
through Indian ree works. Mathematics and Astronomy came
Greek teachi \jVI‘Iters who had taken much of their material from
: caching ; and translation of scientific works from Greek
into Syriac and Arabic only developed later. The last chapters
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of the book under review deal with translations of Greek works to
the Arabic and with the achievements of the early and later transla-
tors. These translations include the works Kalilag wae Dimnag and
the Khudai-Namae which formed the basis of Firdawai's Shah Nama,
among others. The translation of scientific material began regularly
under Harun ar-Rashid; while that of medical works started a
little later, and was first associated with Zibrail II; but outside
court circles, the scientific movement made but little appeal, as
already noted. Hunayn ibn Ishaq translated in the 9th century
into Syriac a large number of books on medicine. The fame of
Avistotle spread among the Muslims as soon as they turned their
attention to Greek scientific materials. Aristotelian studies began
with Al-Kindi who definitely accepted the great Greek as the Philo-
sopher, par excellence while, Al-Farabi maintained that Philo-
sophy was equally true, along with the Holy Quran.

The narrative of the subject matter is interspersed with his-
torical details of the various powers through a whole millennium
and more, and through the entire range of countries from Syria

and Egypt to India and Bactria. The treatment is instructive, but

somewhat wearisome to plod through. There are occasional errors

in spelling like brakti. instead of bhalkti (p. 125).
—C. 8. S

HUMAYUN IN PERSIA, by Sukumar Ray, MA., Roval Asiatic
Society of Bengal, Monograph Series — Vol. VI (1948)

pp. XVI and 113.

As Sir Jadunath Sarkar remarks, Humayun’s doings in

Persia, have been slurred over by the Mughal court historians, or

at the best left clouded in rhetoric. Mr. Ray claims to have con-
sulted numerous and hitherto unutilised sources, bearing on both
the Moghul and the Safavid points of view. Not only does he
discuss thoroughly the question whether Humayun accepted the
Shiah faith, but he has given the correspondence of the royal
fugitive with Shah Tahmasp, « utilised and published on the first
time.” Detailed attention is devoted to the Sieges of Qandahar
which continued for long afterwards to be the bone of contention
between Persia and India.

Thus the length of Humayun’s stay at Herat, the correctness
of the date of Humayun’s inscription on the tomb of Ahmad-al-
Jamir (14 Shawwal 951), Bairam Beg’s visit to the court of the
Shah (for which the author relies on Jauhar’s narrative), and
Humayun’s reception by the Shah, these are detailed in Chapters

J.1n
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TII)Ig Tflli :}XCLJ:Z}::EI QI\IO; o dL‘ytai]S than other writers regard-
e e : ut Iumayun’s stay with the Shah, but “his
Chron(’l(),‘%vi” .’l‘hAo SllL)l']l(\ f‘“.alm-a]‘ unsystemaltic and  deficient in
faith, ther} e ) clll irst ;111(“1)(10(1 to convert his guest to his
of hostility ana onl ~1‘W0 any infercourse with him on account
prepared t(; bl 11. y in the last p_oriod, changed his attitude and
and dynastic l«‘i}v’lllll‘;n.ui ll'ecov(\l- his dominions.  Family jealousies
Factors, alries coloured the Shah’s attitude, among other
M. R: Seerreane .

that Babl?lc:‘y ;];:Luf‘::x:, l}n{ré,ioom.()te’ the fortunes of the diamond
Humayun now prese: t]{ deh I‘?lkmma]‘.‘t of Gwalior and that
probably the celelé, -.1 e o th(., Shah and believes that it was most
sions of his siste -N(tiod K?hnlhl.\h“" It was due to the persua-
his purposé (;f‘ ﬁr: c}l]h of hls_ Diwan that the Shah desisted from
pressed that Humls . .Oﬂ his fugitive guest. The opinion is eX-
presence of the Sl aiu.n dCC.ep?,ed formally the Shi'ah faith in the

1ah 5 but it is not certain whether he as formally

b y i
abandoned that creed and died a Sunni, and that Bairam Beg (he-

was h i ;

e m;;(e)?rid with the title of Khan by the Shah) who advised
he was tem(z ;eek' Shel.ter in Iran, was uniformly loyal, though
encomium frl')oren t\}:“th igh office In Persia; and consequently his
on the stirrup of }(; pi\t/; -Of Abul Fazl that he throughout waited
) 1s Majesty. ...as i N e hi i
is “not altogether unjustj,u Y 15 if he were his good Fortune’

An appendix disc
usses the .
the Safavid court. ¢ chronology of Humayun’s stay at

His first si
with Per;:n ;lelge and capture of Qandahar from Mirza Askari
zing the ;fort ffop (PSept‘embel. 1545) and the reasons for his sei-
m ersi 4 . i
in Chapter IV. an hands shortly afterwards are detailed

It is con .
religion in irgrl:d;d ?Zt while Humayun sacrificed his perSonal
and even the fo;'mee 1d not sacrifice his political independence ;
Shah’s use of th ; V;as done only as a political move. Also the
vassalage or qu; V;(.)r ,Nawwab for Humayun, did not mean any
cation to hirr;selfor- ln?tmn as that title had been used in appli-
to Akbar o the Ilnt se’veral pl_aces. The Shah’s congratulations
that he fulle + a .ters accession to the throne clearly indicate
hatai dynasfy (iercloglms?d the absolute independence of the Chag-
himself was no m-l'n 2 Humayun’s securing of Qandahar for
view is aIs;, no i 1t::1ry triumph, but only a coup de main. The
a general immIi) eS:'e that HUIT'layun’s contact with Persia led to
who enriched hgra ion of Persians soldiers, . artists and writers;

ed the Indo-Moslem civilisation in the Mughal epoch.
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The bibliography discusses in full the value of both the Indian
chronicles and those written from the Safavid point of view; and
the appendix matter contains the text and translation of the letters

which passed between the two monarchs.
—C. 8. S.

—

INDIAN CONSTITUTIONAL DOCUMENTS, 1757-1939, edited by
Dr. A. C. Banerjee, in three volumes. Volume III, A. Muker-
jee and Co., Calcutta (1949), pp. XXI and 480.

on of the documents of Volume

This edition takes in that porti
new

I of the first edition falling in the years 1917-39, and many
ones besides, like the Montford Report on Devolution to Provin-
the Government of India Act, 1919 ; the Simon
jects under the 1919

dia Act, 1935 and
tional Congress,

cial Governments ;
Commission on Central and Provincial Sub

Act: and exiracts from the Government of In
from resolutions and speeches delivered at the Na
and from the speeches of Gandhiji and Jinnah.
The Introduction, as usual with our author, is very informa-
tive and readable and tells, in clear terms, that the 1919 Reforms
synchronised with the transformation of the Congress from a con-
stitutional body into a revolutionary organisation. The defects of
Dyarchy under the Mont-F ord Act and of Provincial Autonomy
under the Act of 1935, the sterilisation of the Federation scheme
and the dry academic character of the discussion of treaty rights
by the Nehru Committee and the Butler Committee, are all well
detailed here. The documents will illustrate the views express-
ed in the Introduction that unity could have keen preserved by
congress co-operation with Government in the prosecution of the
war, but instead of that co-operation, Congress got a challenge and
accepted it, with certainty of ultimate triumph but not then anti-
cipating the repudiation of unity rendered inevitable by the in-

transigence of Mr. Jinnah and his League.
—C. S. S

A CAMPU OF SRINIVASA KAVL

ANANDARANGA VIJAY
Notes and Sanskrit Com-

Edited with critical Introduction,
mentary by Dr. V. Raghavan, M.A,, Ph.D., University of

Madras, with a Foreword by H. E. C. F. Baron, Governor of
French India: 1948: Tirucchirapalli, Palaniappa Brothers,

pp. XV, 75 and 199. Price Rs. 4/-.

This Historical Kavya edited with sumptuous annotatory equip-
ment marked by an astonishing mastery of historical detail, is an
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addition to the indige i i
;v.lil ble [ tltLl ndigenous historical and quasi-histovical literature
P e It s e . " 7 ‘ N
m;y Cpie(_ 0 | 1e fiest half of the 18th century. A sccondary lite-
ary e relating i . »
rary biec C;uln;, to the Pondicherry Diavist is Anandarangarat-
mau, a Telug -k ‘
o and, Lt ugu work on prosody dedicated to Anandarangan
written by Kasturi Rangayya Kavi. I ins an
account, of the seomal bonalg g avi. It contains @
> gencalogy and family of Ranga Pillai and was pub-
T hadd

lished i 9
§ In 1922 by Moess

< Dy essrs. V AT | .
Madras. . Ramaswami Sastrulu and  Sons,

Dr. Raghave as based his '
i ;:i | (1‘11 lmis based his text of the Campu on two manu-
ad has supplied notes and rejected re
has prefixed an Introduction conlaihm:" (7
the contents of the Campu, )

adings.  To these he
a biographical sketch of

The former of these aflords instructi i i
v e I ok these aflords in ructive reading about the pri-
vae | thcd;;(i{n(?:h;,l:l?;,Ul- 11)1-(-, I‘)mrist. The rivalry subsisting be-
e e I Ped;ox)lxs (ijl.f illai and the Christian lamily of Lazare
o the laes [ o ! Lg.d \hzu'uyu Mudali can be studied intensively
doings of Lazare Pca {b- ‘l(“ Joas well s of the papers regarding the
ket up Wit.h {hcc(fl(-) and 01[}01‘5 of their family who were closely
tion by Martin. (o “0‘1 t(:mes of Pondichcrry from its very founda-
on v ! 1761', Thcul’ (‘.C}:Id(,‘ after the fall of Pondicherry befor€
the reviewer from MdtCt;Cl, bapers have been partly acquired bY
of that family and a t... nan a Dl,ag‘““ the present representative
by o A _bcen ';C( I.d‘n:.l'lpt of the material in Tamil furnished
A comomtin es(tmi'utu\e ‘by the National Archives, New Delhi.
oy evalua.tion ate '01 1hc. Diary and these naterials will
b ol uati ’onA a very impartial basis of the doings of the
Kanakaraya, Mu({rll_p?xjt‘lcular of Apanda Ranga Pillui and of Pedro
covatmon | ();Dl, n:s contemporary, in the fateful years of the
governors th;‘ . t‘mm.s and Dupleix. It will also .explain on¢
e e they, Weroo'tibl\\zlct‘lded b_Y the Catholic priests and of the
on the Hindu secti(;n t)f thc:(:;(;})fla}i?(fi o fhe administration =

Referring to Rane 1.
f:r alllnthor’sgr;lotc}_f:xllrl i?i: 1(3121;?14‘;21:’;(;“16& Tiruvenkatam Pilla: and
at t i

ture byctﬂ;g}%-:écfer?gams and weavers from Madras on its cap
prospects very poor e de the.work of any dubash difficult and the
to external difﬁlc)ult'j ?m : the inefficiency of Tiruvenkatam was du€
his Diary thus: « V;/es d"l s well. Rangam Pillai himself has noted iP
Madras and W(;uld oo not kr.l()w where the Tamils were who left
lish) ﬁag s ‘not, return in our time ; but where their (Eng—
Muhammadens LOIE;ed ten lakhs (an exaggeration) of Tamils
the town as jo ’f ubbays, Pattanawars, Collies, ete., crowded it

Joyfully as though the Fort and town belonged to each

it may be remarked enpassin
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one of them.” While Madras was ruined, Pondicherry was not cor-
respondingly benefited, in spite of the best efforts of Dupleix to

attract the merchanis and weavers.

date of Nizamu’l Mulk’s death on a
une 2nd 1748, is, in reality only the

date of his death fixed by scale on the basis of 4th Jummada IL
A.H. 1161 equivalent to 22nd May 1748 (P. S.) and to 2nd Junc
1748 (N. S.), the latter being the one noted by the Diarist as new
style dates were used by the French, while the English clung on

to old style dates for some years longetr.

The Campu says that Anandaranga Pillai not only protected
the family of Chanda Sahib, but at its request sent the needed
ransom amount to the Marathas. The families of Nawab Sapdar
Ali and Chanda Sahib and others were sent to the European settle-
ments on the coast for the sake of safety from the time of Raghuji.
Bhonsle’s Carnatic expedition of 1740-41; and the fortunes of
Chanda Sahib during the years of his captivity and his subsequent
release and activity in the Chitaldrug and Bednore country and
alliance with Hidayat Mohiu'd-din Khan (Muzaffar Jang) have
been described by Orme, Wilks. Cultriu and Dodwell. Muzaffar
Jang’s mother was the daughter of a Pathan noble who was the
first wife of Nizamu’l Mulk. Both Nazir Jang and his elder bro-
ther Ghaziw'd dinkhan were the sons of Nizamul Mulk’s second
wife, and there is no truth in the scandal recorded by the Pondi-
cherry diarist that Nasir Jang was the son of Nizamu’l Mulk by a
low woman. The note (2) on p. 36 1s very instructive and those
on Nasir Jang’s actions and movements in the succeeding pages
are brimful of information. Regarding note 7 on p. 61, Nasir Jang’s
four younger brothers were according to Burhanu’d-din, Salabat
Jang, Nizam Ali Khan, Basalat Jang and Mughal Ali Khan, in

order of seniority.

The note on p. 48 on the
day between May 22nd and J

The battle described on pp. 64-67 of the summary of contents

was evidently the Cannonade of April 4 (N.S.) 1750 between Nasir
Jang’s forces and the French allies. The Campu reveals the intrigues
and counter-intrigues going on between Dupleix and Nasir Jang’s
Sardars: and the account of the disposition of the army of Nasir
Jang in the final struggle of October-December as given in the
Campu can be compared with the disposition of the Nizam’s 'camp
in the Rahat Afza of Mir Najaf Ali Khan, a courtier of Nasir Jang
and an eye-witness of the battle, who composed his work only seven
years after the events which it describes (see A History of Gingee
and Its Rulers by C. S. Srinivasachari (1943) —pp. 494-9, including

foot-notes).
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it “}I;-th lcgfagl t'() th‘c L:nd of Nasir Jang, while the Campu says
that I inr(x)mal“ dl]mdm Khan severed his head as the latter was
the Kiann w’;:h;‘utl‘p%lant, the Rahat Afza distinctly mentions that
hic maste,r s t},) \dl'W(.)['d .zmd without replying to the salute of
in-‘itantane(;uS dmtl(.. (lltter in ihe chgst with a Shirbacha causing
musket. One vepj-n Sl?t Nasir Jang through the heart with a
spear. sion says that he was then (ransfixed with a
The vy .

Madr:: \:fzz‘.oi{ir?\r{ l;)'l‘ward that the name Chennapatnam  for
the Chennakeg.l‘v.l ‘(‘ 1(‘)m Chcnna‘kosavapura, after the deity in
it may he (,i;t :{puumal temple, is curious and interesting ; and
from the bepcinmuyoul, thatv th.e name Chennapatnam was applied
of Fort St (b}o( :\g toh.the Indian town that grew up to the North
according ‘to tlileabf"-\.t 1.0.1,1 was built on the site of Madras Patnam
who, alojw e ll.lj\ b%xcmt; and that Damarka Ayyappa Nayak,
the acquis?tion of 11{/; dlothe;' Venkatapathi, helped the English in
gaon in 1659, expross Pl when writing to Francis Day at Arma-
his father, C,he;ni)a;;;e N:y(zij:‘re to found a town in the name of
. 3;tt}§2zly0£f’ S};O rt)mn.tcd out that the suggestion in Note 2 on
name 3 private hol o possibly the Ranga Pillai against whose
table on pp 510_11“‘}0;1 in the Fort area at Madras, in 1800, (vide
1s not susta.inab]e a(z th'mI;“ LO.VC s Vestiges of Old Madras, Vol. II)
ed a French Citiyer; t ¢ English authorities would not have allow-
which, after the F f)h own housc properly in the Fort area into
dition’ 746, 49) ‘lenc capture of Madras and its subsequent ren-
ted. Moreo,vcr t;\:\ex;qf?w: and I‘erenians werc not freely admit-
fion as Ranga P,mai,d;o (; i,(] alt%ll.soo, militates against the sugges-
tion To}fletlzezgth o mf(hjma“(m culled by Dr. Raghavan in illustra-
with which thead::t;\('i'm the Campu ts remarkable : and the skill
has boen et ails are marshalled is praiseworthy. This review
’ na u‘xal]y confined to the Introduction and the S

of Contents of the Caumpu. e Summary

—C. 5 S

NE
WS LETTERS OF THE MUGHAL COURT. Edited by

Prof. B. D. . i
Re. 14.12.0. Verma, M.A., First Edition, Bombay. Price

refe;rl‘:e i\lTlews .Letters of the Mughal Court printed in this volume
e o Le relgp of Ahmad Shah 1751-52 A.D. The importance
ews Letters in general for the study of Indian History relating
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to the Mughal period cannot be cxaggerated. Most of the Persian
News Letters were received by the Resident at Poona from time
{o time. The News Letters constitute important source material
for the history of the period to a research student. No one can
contradict the fact that the news furnished in these letters are
accurate and correct. Much creditable research has been done so
far as the history of the Mahrattas is concerned ; but that history
cannot be complete without a full reference to News Letters.
Hence the Editor, Prof. Verma must be congratulated for placing
before the public the News Letters which refer to the reign of
Ahmad Shah. Some of these News letters have been rendered into

English in the volume under review.

The News letters presented here are of unique interest both
from the political and social point of view. The weak government
which was obtaining at the Court and the assistance given to the
Mughal Minister Safdar Jang by Holkar and Scindia of the time
are furnished to us by the News Letters. We have in them also
a detailed account of the criminal administration as also of the
Court regulations. Much more interesting is the glimpse we get
of the social customs and manners that then prevailed. We are
told for example of the extravagant expenses and show at marriages

Two festivals especially find mention in these letters.

and festivals.
d. How on this occasion

One is the festival popularly known as T
the Emperor visited the mosque for prayers is revealed to us by
a letter. Another mentions the Divali festival of the Hindus when
the Hindu nobles sent lavish presents to the sovereign and high
officials. Some letters speak of the city of Delhi with all its monu-
ments. On the whole the News letters contain much interesting
information regarding the social and political conditions of the
times in which they were written. We are thankful to Prof. Verma
for having brought out this volume important to students of history
interested in the reign of Ahmad Shah.
— V. R. R. Dikshitar

——

ANNAMALAI UNIVERSITY TAMIL SERIES No. 9—TOLKAP-
PIAM-PORULATIKARAM, Vol. I Part I—AKATTINAI IYAL
Do. Part II—KARPIYAL and PORULIYAL, translated into
English, by E. S. Varadaraja Iyer, B.A., Lecturer, Tamil Re-
search Departmént—Published by the University—pp. X1V,

1-206, and 207-584.
As has been indicated in his Foreword by Mr. M. Ruthna-

r has attempted to cull all the historical infor-

swamy the autho
lassic which is replete with infor-

mation from this great Tamil ¢



196 JOURNAL OF INDIAN HISTORY

;:ndt-lon .on 7)0711:1 pertaining to the life of the ancient Tamils, The
01;1 chapters ot Porulatism. Kdram readered into English ;11 this
volume well serve as the basis of a study of the %()ci()lo‘ of the
1?eople. The tr'fmslz\l'um cnables the non-—'l‘;\mil 1‘éader {g:/ ander-
T;fgl‘:lﬁk meaning and significance of the several verses cited as
kiniyacr,Iobf:,hbie]::;; ‘(i(”l“mcntutor.s'~.Ilmnpuranar and Nachinar-
autllol‘;-\vl1icll ha:/tf b);\: @ space of several centurics [rom the
selves; besides a cl(:s‘ ;('n *f‘la'cod pest o the satrams then
culled from tho § e rcvlnbr atlon. ol about four hundred poems
on the social (la-f angham dntl‘u)logzes_ There is a prefatory essay
Porulatikaram. l eInOfp(t)lx?tL;oichfntPTéllnils esplaining the scope of
cranslations of the C()tnnu,'n(:n'i(ﬁ '1?11(: 'L busides t'he sutras, 01
given. % and comiments of the author are

Deali i i .
atons diﬁl;i(\ivxil tKu;gshlp we read how the {wo great commen-
Iyal) with ref . ot SCOpC. of i 2007 (Sutra 31, Akattinai
kiniyar \;’a‘? ﬁt‘?le]nCe o ‘lem‘m”%"i and we are told that Nachinar-
Tamils. 1 . rmly convinced that the Vedas were. or came to the
s, later than the date of their carliest works,

coge'xf?ed:;:ffggzy n(;te to Kelaviyal is informative as containing 2
born of it ; bUtn‘ of the course of love and the various actions
e.g. the triellq of tl}l: malf{/ places it is the ideal that is pictured:
and whether it coi e.g\al fo see whether her inference is correct
describes the ch::‘?m}?g with the thought of the lovers. Karpiyal
is held to take it‘ge Lo of the householder and the word Karpt
taught her duties ror‘lgm from the word Karpittal as the lady i
N dutieq» gst by _her parents and then by her husband
the ceremoniaf ant bfe‘navmur, .In Sutra 142, Karanam connotes
in his commentaprar‘t}? .the wedding ; and Ilampiranar indicates,
strain than the {);-d 2t the gmom should be of a slightly higher
principle. A succ ‘d?’ showing the operation of the anulém®
the Kuramom S py ee 1;;g.sut1-a, uses the term Aiyar who forged,
author givi l'yar eng equated with learned sages by our
.glvmg a liberal interpretation to the term. Pol and
concubinage prevailed and were freely permitte(.{ ygamy

o pI: ggg:ﬁigtszr P;;mmh connotes the separation of the hero in quest

Hetairia of P:er'wl . ZWever, were of the better class like the

Tiruvalluvar h;c e?n thens and the contemporary Greek world.

for de;iVing ms aso treated of Udal (Pulavi) as a contrivance

insctintions e a:unum pleasure from conjugal unions. Tamil

ediont d‘t ntion mor.e than 400 names of dancing maidens
ated to the great Rajarajesvara shrine of Tanjore,
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Poruliyal chapter deals with matter not dealt with both in
Akam and Puram (p. 426) like the anomaly relating to the maid
in the clandestine stage. Valakku indicated the customs practised
by the high and the noble; and in subjective treatises statements
not in conformity with usage may be suitable. Many illustrations
close the very wide learning of the author
and his fine power of translation. It is heartening that he has
given us a promise of speedy publication of the other Iyals of
Tolkappiyam with addenda and corrigenda in the concluding
book. We wish that better types and paper had been used for
such an important university publication.

given for the sulras dis

—C. 8. 8.

s ————

BRAHMA VIDYA, Volume I, No. 1, Published by the Advaita
Sabha, Kumbakonam. Annual Subscription —Rs. 5/-.

bakonam was founded more than
f promoting the study of Advaita
arliest votaries men of dis-

The Advaita Sabha of Kum
fifty years ago with the object o

Vedanta, and could count among its e
tinction like Sir A. Seshayya Sastri, Professor M. Rangacharya

and Justice Subramania Ayyar. The record of its progress shows
a steady increase in membership from 20 to 200 and the extension
of its activities from Kumbakonam to other places like Madras,
Madura and Palghat. Conducting classes in Vedanta at Kumba-
konam, arranging periodical popular lectures at different centres
and instituting studentships for advanced studies in Advaita have
been the main lines of activity of the Sabha ever since its incep-
tion. To these has now been added the quarterly publication of
the Journal Brahma Vidya, whaose chief aim is to publish the
hitherto un-published works under the inspiration and guidance
of Kamakoti Peethadhipati Sri Sankaracharya of Kumbakonam.

Journal bids fair to further this laudable
e sections — Sanskrit, English and
publishes for the first time two rare
manuscript whose authorship is not defi-
nitely known, with the Vivarana of Sri Sankara and (2) Manisha
Panchakam of Sri Sankara with explanatory notes in Sanskrit.
The English section includes two learned articles, —one by Sri
K. S. Ramaswami Sastri and the other by Sri K. Balasubramania

Sankaracharya Gospel of Bhakti

Ayyar. The former is on the Sri
and Mukti, and the latter on the Practical Value of Advaita. In
the Tamil section the article on the immemorial antiquity of the

Advaita Sampradaya is specially noteworthy.
J. 12

The first issue of the
object. It consists of thre

Tamil, The Sanskrit section
s:—(7) Jnanakusam,
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Among the syste

ms .
the most wide of Indian thought Advaita is no doubt

ly known, for

coutd sl 'wami;]:u’r both the scholar and the layman, who

: : acquamtance with Indi i

o ! ndian Philosoph Some

maintained th-‘fllxlx]“lnlc.‘htals of Advaita. [ c;mnot Tl’ml:iz;;onge

of Vo o bm(i\;d.nta s\nﬂors from obsurity, as. other S.yst,ems

o A th,ﬂ qm ll.s a l'uct, that there is much in the literature

: at st emains to be

print, and Jour . e unearthed and is i
; nals like the By i e

to sorve thin otk 1 rahma Vidya are eminently suited

— K. SESHADRL

L

1L

1L

Select Contents of Oriental Journals

Adyar Library Bulletin, Vol. XIII, Part I, February 1949,

Olcott No.

L. Olcott Mects His Master—one night in the Master’s astral
body. He left on the table his embroidered head-cloth as “a
tangible and enduring proof that I had not been ‘ overlooked’,
or psychically befooled.”

2. The Future Role of Sanskrit.
Sanskrit is to grow, there must be a graft planted on the
ground with facilitics to take root and continue. This can be

done only by developing a “ Modern literature in Sanskrit.”
alism. By K. V. Rangaswami Alyangar.

By Dr. C. Kunhan Raja. “If

3. Indian Camer
4, Influence of Indian Thought on French Literature. By
“ How could she (France) fail to acknow-
Culture, as she did previously,
past first met her gaze 27

Prof. Louis Renou.
ledge the splendour of Indian
when the treasures of India’s

Adyar Library Bulletin, Vol. XIII, Part 2, May 1949, Blavat-

sky No.
1. A Land of Muystery. By H. p. Blavatsky. A plea for
archaeological research in America, made 69 years ago (in
April 1880). “That there must have been an intimate con-
nection at some time between the old Aryans, the prehistoric
inhabitants of America—whatever might have been their
name—and the ancient Egyptians, is a matter more easily

proved than contradicted.”
2. Indo-Roman Transliteration. By T. R. Venkatarama Sastri.
‘“ A permanent system of truly scientific symbols ”’ (like “the
international system——competently fixed more than fifty years
ago ”, or that of the International Phonetic Association), “must
be introduced for the benefit of the young learners,” in prefer-

ence to the “new unfamiliar, bizarre world of symbols and
sounds ” now being advocated to avoid diacritical marks.
td). By Dr. C. Kunhan

3. The Future Role of Sanskrit (Con
Raja, and Dr. Louis Renou.
L Society (Jowrnal of the —),

Andhra Historical Researc
5 to April 1946. Rajahmundry,

Vol. XVI, Parts 1 to 4, July 194
1948.

1, Early Andhras before the Satavahanas.
Sastri, M.AA. From “Tan anu vyajaharantan,”

By Prof. P. S.
in the Aitreya
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Brahmana, and the customs and manners of the Andhras W€
?fm COnclud(i(hm' the Andhras were originally Aryans” of the
tlé:td\z;zl/:h(f): Aryén {inn‘mgmt‘iou (the Solar dynasty) which
them, says tlt/os?ll‘b , Ylsvaxmtr.‘l represent 7. He once curst
freely Wi{h " ‘\1 Jove byalnnax{a passage, and so they mixed
resuAltod in th kx ,K-\_OX,)-A,ryi_m tribes.  “This  intermixture ha,S
originally c: llL i o] up, of t.h(\ hew races, called the Andbras ’.’
Kanva iy LI?} ?‘i)71;n§h?s’ blind folk, * whose Vedic ancestor 19
47 and \}Z\I'llh';)Mil i C (écc' lf) Mz?“-y"‘ Purany, 271, 41 and
king was rul‘inn : n']l:(T 51”;:'(;,7 ‘81(31’""’]/11(" 15.1) “he 2Tih Andhlta
' . sy d * L . .
empire-building.” ) C. the Andhwas began thelt

y :

‘I s a prevalent custom only amongst the Andhras to marty

icliiatlghtox- of one’s own mother’s brother.” No, it ‘15 o

;Zse\z;;‘llll:d‘;;;s:-‘ d doctors say that the infantile fatal eye &

bo e Bho a, very prevalent in Kerala, is probably cause
y such marriage among blood relations.

2. ‘A Study of Telugu Place-names
raju, ML.A. |

By Prof. A. S. Thyaga-

o 11
;. Indian .Place-nmnes—-a plea for starting an Indian Place
ame Socicty. By Sri K. Iswara Dutt, B.A.

4_ ‘Du'rdic (wl‘d D'.ravédian with a map to show the route of pal-
$aca expansion from beyond the Hindukush By Dr. C. N&
rayana Rao, MLA., L.T., Ph.D. - 7 o

) .
%hl c_mlada.s of the Asokan Edicts. By Diwan Bahadur Sri T.

ujanga R . .
gettljeaébl R}x}o M.A. BL. They are carly Parthian (Pérada)
‘wear_l;ls, \}\)ut lno beard, the later ones being the Pahlava®

ing beards, since it became the ) : .
¢ > rul : during

the Sassanian period. ¢ in Parthia

6. Several copper-plate inscriptions.

7. Smnprati. (Priyadarsin) was the grandson and - mmediate
;u?cessor of Ab:()ka, and not identical with him, concludes
Hr} T. L Shah.’” his brochure The Place of Samprati in the
‘ zsto_r?l. of India, from four types of cvidence (dates coins
mnscriptions, and books). Vide also his Ancient India, ’Vol, 11

Ceylon Review (University of—), Vol. VII, No. 2. April, 1949.
é. Shan-C_hliJn.-P’i—P’O-Sha, or the Chinese version of the
amantapasadika, the Pali Commentary on the Vinaya, tran$”
lfated by Sanghbhadra (A.D. 489). By Prof. P. V Bapal:
oona. . ' - .

V1

VIL

VIIL. Madras Oriental Research (Journal of th

IX.
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2. Some corrections of Geiger’s Mahavamsa Translation. By
Rev. A. T. Buddhadatta.

3. Sutta Nipita : The Khaggavisina Sutta.
Jayawickrama.

4. Epigraphical Map of Ceylon, 3rd B.C. to 3rd A.C. By Mr.

C. W. Nicholas. “It may be that some of the earliest cave
ime of Dévanampiya Tissa

pted as the State religion.”

By Dr. N. A

inscriptions are carlier than the t
in whose reign Buddhism was ado

Part 3, May 1948.

1. A Note on the Jaina Prasna-Vyakarana Sutra.
Law.

2. Some More Points of Mr. Athavalis articles on Ma abﬁ
Events. By Sri Swami Bhumananda.

3. Some Well-known Facts re. the Mahabharata. By Sri Pan-

dyala V. S. Sastry. . ) 4

stitute (Journal of the—), Vol.

arata/7 ALS 7

Gangunotha Jha Research In
V, Part 4, August 1948.

1. Ganapathi—Waorship, and the Upapuranas.
Hazra, Dacca.

2. Whitehead and Advaita Vedanta of Sankara (C
By Dr. P. Nagaraja Rao Visnagar.

By Dr. R. C.

ontd. from

part 3 above).

India Quarterly, Vol. V, No. 1, January-March 1949.

1. The Draft Constitution (contributed).

9 India and the World: U. N. G. Assembly. :
.
y G. F. Hudson.

MRV Eod

3. Communism in Asia. B
e—) Vol. XVI,

Part IV, June, 1947, Pub. 1949.

1. Vedic Studies: III. Gotram. By
By K. Madhava Sarma and Dr. V.

Dr. A. Venkatasubbiah.

9. Janardana Vyasa.
Raghavan.

Muysore University (Half-yearly Journal of th
No. 2, March, 1949.

1. Two Lectures on th

e—) Vol IX,

e Republic of Plato, by N. A. Nikam.

Numismatic Society of India (Journal of the—), Vol X,
Part I, June 1948, issued Feb. 1949.



JOURNAL OF INDIAN HISTORY

1. Notes on Punch-M
cehi-Mearked Pur . - -
M.A. B.L., Madras. wranas. By T. G. Aravamuthan

2. The lt?ibuti(m.
A ] of the Sri- (11 Y1 A 5
‘ h ar, anaras, j 1 ¥ J&-Pi(li(l}?(i CC’ZRS. By D1'~ i

3. A, Rare Punch-Mar - .
Nagpur, arked, (Owl) Coin. By V. P. Rode, M.A

—T. K. Joseph
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